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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DENHAM). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
April 3, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JEFF 
DENHAM to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

SQUARING RHETORIC WITH THE 
BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, per-
haps the most powerful moment on In-
auguration Day when the President 
gave his speech was when he reminded 
his supporters and the people who were 
assembled there that there were too 
many in America who were forgotten 
by the Federal Government; and that it 
was his promise that he would, in fact, 
remember them in terms of how he de-

veloped policies and programs during 
his time as President. It is a message 
which obviously he used quite effec-
tively on the campaign trail. I think 
personally it is what propelled him 
into the White House. 

Fast forward to where we are today, 
Mr. Speaker. It is hard to really square 
that rhetoric with the budget, which 
was submitted a couple of weeks ago by 
the Trump administration. The one 
agency which probably has the closest 
connection to rural America, that part 
of the country which he was addressing 
in his comments on Inauguration Day, 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
was cut by 20 percent in terms of what 
came over from the White House. 

Again, that was the third largest hit 
of any Federal agency of the entire 
Federal Government, the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture. It does so much in 
terms of helping farmers, small town 
America, and rural America in terms of 
dealing with the challenges which, 
again, I think, were just a huge, power-
ful undercurrent in last November’s 
election. 

In particular, the budget proposes 
eliminating completely the USDA 
Rural Development for drinking water 
and wastewater programs, which, 
again, for so many communities, is des-
perately needed. 

Again, the property tax base of small 
town and rural towns across the coun-
try really cannot, by themselves, pay 
for sewer plants, pay for drinking 
water upgrades. I know because I come 
from one of those districts. 

Even in Connecticut, the eastern half 
of the State, the Second Congressional 
District is small town, rural America 
for which the USDA Rural Develop-
ment programs have been the lifeblood 
of making sure that community facili-
ties and, again, a decent quality of life 
are possible. 

So, for example, in towns like 
Vernon, Connecticut, where I am from, 
the Bolton Lake sewer plant was just 

finished a couple of years ago through 
USDA Rural Development. In the town 
of Putnam, $28 million over just the 
last couple of years, they just built a 
new fire station, the north Putnam fire 
station, with USDA Rural Develop-
ment. 

Stafford, Connecticut, there was a 
sewer plant upgrade. Windham, Con-
necticut, there was a new community 
health facility, which was a commu-
nity facilities program, through USDA 
Rural Development. There were 
projects in Thompson, Connecticut, 
$2.4 million for water and sewer; 
Brooklyn, Connecticut, $1.3; Killingly, 
and the list goes on and on. 

This budget, let’s be clear, doesn’t 
just give this program a little haircut 
or tailor it back. It eliminates it. It 
eviscerates this type of help which, 
again, rural communities, with their 
own resources, are incapable of accom-
plishing on their own. 

Mr. Speaker, a budget is more than 
just a collection of numbers. It is a 
statement of your priorities. It is 
about what is important to you as an 
executive or as a legislator, and this 
budget fails that test for rural Amer-
ica, for the forgotten Americans which 
the President addressed on Inaugura-
tion Day. 

I am confident that, in this Chamber, 
there is potential for a bipartisan 
group of Members to push back on this 
type of really just backwards budg-
eting and backwards priority. 

Again, in terms of what my father 
told me a long time ago: Talk is cheap. 
Put your money where your mouth is. 
Put your budget where your rhetoric 
is. 

On that score, this administration 
has failed that test. It has also failed it 
with the Sea Grant program for fisher-
men in America. Again, 90 percent of 
seafood that is consumed in this coun-
try is from overseas. 

Even though we are a great maritime 
country, the Sea Grant program helps 
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fishermen deal with all the complexity 
of the maritime domain in terms of 
regulations. I have seen it in Con-
necticut. 

Again, my district borders on Long 
Island Sound. We have seen shellfish 
growers coming back to life because of 
the Sea Grant program administered 
through the University of Connecticut 
Avery Point Campus that has given 
these really hardworking, inspiring en-
trepreneurs the tools that they need to 
again give America a domestic seafood 
industry. It is just ridiculous when you 
look at the disproportion of imported 
seafood that is consumed on the tables 
of Americans all across the country. 

Later today, 100 House Members, on a 
bipartisan basis, will be releasing a let-
ter of support for the Sea Grant pro-
gram. Congressman ZELDIN, Republican 
from Long Island, and myself led that 
letter. Again, this is where our focus 
ought to be in terms of this country. 

If you really care about making 
America great again, it is about giving 
people out there in the great heartland 
and in the coastal sections of this 
country the tools that they need to 
grow, thrive, innovate, and succeed. 
This budget fails that test. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WESTERMAN) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Dr. Dan C. Cummins, Sky-
line Wesleyan Church, San Diego, Cali-
fornia, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God and Father, how good 
and pleasant it is for brethren to dwell 
together in unity. It is like sweet per-
fume upon our heads. 

Let us walk together in the vocation 
wherewith we are called, with all lowli-
ness and meekness, forbearing one an-
other in love, keeping the unity of the 
spirit in the bonds of kindness, till we 
all come into the harmony of faith and 
the knowledge of God’s Son unto a 
more perfect union, till we are no 
longer children tossed and carried 
about by every wind of opposition. 

Let us speak the truth in love that 
we may grow up into You in all things. 

Sanctify us, Lord, through the truth. 
Thy Word is truth. 

And the glory You have given us; for 
what purpose, O God? That we may be 
one? Yes, that we all may be one. 

I pray this in Jesus’ name. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
WILSON) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led 
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

CONGRATULATING GAMECOCKS, 
NATIONAL CHAMPIONS 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, last night, the Gamecocks 
women’s basketball team made his-
tory, winning the NCAA National 
Championship for the first time in 
school history. Defeating Mississippi 
State 67–55, the Gamecocks dominated 
the all-SEC game, leading the Bulldogs 
in scoring and in rebounds. 

Early in the season, the Gamecocks 
set their sights on the championship, 
themeing the season as 100, with the 
‘‘1’’ reflecting their commitment to 
one goal, one team, one dream, one 
family, and one focus. They never gave 
up their goals, and their dedication 
clearly paid off. 

I join all of Gamecock Nation in cele-
brating this remarkable victory. 

We are also grateful for the Game-
cock men, who, in the Final Four, were 
ahead of number one Gonzaga in the 
last 3 minutes until the disturbing 
Zags pulled ahead. 

Special congratulations to superstar 
A’ja Wilson of Heathwood Hall and 
Hopkins, South Carolina, who had a 
great game, scoring a team high 22 
points, and who was also named most 
outstanding player in the Final Four. 

Congratulations as well to Head 
Coach Dawn Staley, President Harris 
Pastides, and USC First Lady Patricia 
Pastides. 

The Gamecocks women’s basketball 
team joins Clemson’s football team and 
Coastal Carolina’s baseball team as the 
third college national championship 
from South Carolina in just 1 year. Go 
Gamecocks. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

Welcome, Timmerman School of For-
est Acres, South Carolina, to the Cap-
itol. 

REMEMBERING LOUISVILLE 
METRO POLICE OFFICER NICK 
RODMAN 

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, tomor-
row the city of Louisville will lay to 
rest Officer Nick Rodman, a loving hus-
band, father, son, and friend, who died 
in the line of duty last week. 

The special commitment that the 
men and women of law enforcement 
make to protect and serve their fellow 
citizens is one that the Rodman family 
holds dear, and Nick felt that call to 
service deeply, growing up as the son 
and brother of fellow officers. 

He is survived by the loves of his life: 
his wife, Ashley; his young son, Mason; 
and his newborn daughter, Ellie Jean. 

I ask my colleagues and our Nation 
to join me, the Louisville Metro Police 
Department, and our entire city in 
honoring this public servant as he is 
laid to rest. 

To Nick’s wife, Ashley: I hope the 
memories you have with your husband 
will be a source of comfort as you face 
this heartbreaking tragedy. The city of 
Louisville joins you in grief, and we 
will ensure that Nick will always be re-
membered. 

f 

CONFIRM JUDGE GORSUCH 

(Mr. BABIN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to strongly urge my colleagues in the 
United States Senate to confirm Judge 
Neil Gorsuch to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. 

Since being nominated by President 
Trump, Judge Gorsuch has provided 
unprecedented transparency and ac-
cess. He has completed three rounds of 
intense questioning by the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee, which totaled near-
ly 20 hours and covered nearly 1,200 
questions. This was the longest hearing 
of any nominee in the 21st century. 

During this time, Judge Gorsuch 
showed himself to be uniquely qualified 
and experienced to serve on our Na-
tion’s highest court. In fact, he showed 
the exact same qualification that pre-
viously earned him unanimous ap-
proval by the U.S. Senate in 2006 to 
serve on the Tenth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. Then-Senators Obama, Biden, 
Clinton, and SCHUMER were all serving 
in the Senate at that time and raised 
no objections whatsoever to Judge 
Gorsuch’s nomination. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the Senate 
to put politics aside and confirm Judge 
Gorsuch to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 
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OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, March 30, 2017. 

Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 30, 2017, at 4:45 p.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H.J. Res. 43. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1704 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky) at 5 
o’clock and 4 minutes p.m. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Mariel 
Ridgway, one of his secretaries. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

CONDEMNING NORTH KOREA’S DE-
VELOPMENT OF MULTIPLE 
INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILES 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 92) con-
demning North Korea’s development of 
multiple intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 92 

Whereas the Democratic People’s Republic 
of Korea (DPRK), also known as North 
Korea, possesses a ballistic missile and nu-
clear weapons development program that 
poses a grave threat to the United States, 

United States allies South Korea and Japan, 
and to regional and global security; 

Whereas North Korea’s ballistic missile 
program has demonstrated an increasing 
ability to reach the United States, which 
constitutes a credible and growing threat to 
the security of the American people; 

Whereas North Korea has demonstrated a 
willingness and ability to proliferate its bal-
listic missile and nuclear weapons tech-
nology to a variety of countries, including 
the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Syrian 
Arab Republic, which the United States has 
designated as state sponsors of terrorism; 

Whereas, on January 6, 2016, North Korea 
detonated a nuclear device, marking its 
fourth nuclear test to date; 

Whereas, on February 7, 2016, North Korea, 
utilizing a modified version of the 
Taepodong-2 ballistic missile, launched a 
‘‘satellite’’ into space; 

Whereas according to the U.S. Intelligence 
Community’s 2016 Worldwide Threat Assess-
ment, North Korea is ‘‘committed to devel-
oping a long-range, nuclear-armed missile 
that is capable of posing a direct threat to 
the United States; it has publicly displayed 
its KN08 road-mobile ICBM on multiple occa-
sions’’; 

Whereas, on April 28, 2016, Deputy Sec-
retary of State Antony Blinken, in a hearing 
before the Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
House of Representatives, testified ‘‘the ben-
efits of [the trilateral] relationship are crys-
tal clear in the face of the region’s most 
acute challenge—the challenge from North 
Korea and its provocative acts in the nuclear 
missile domain’’; 

Whereas, on August 24, 2016, North Korea 
successfully tested a submarine-launched 
ballistic missile, firing the missile over 300 
miles from a submerged submarine; 

Whereas, on September 9, 2016, North 
Korea conducted its fifth nuclear test, which 
it claimed was a warhead that could be min-
iaturized for its ballistic missiles; 

Whereas, on September 15, 2016, Admiral 
Harry Harris, Commander of U.S. Pacific 
Command, stated ‘‘Combining nuclear war-
heads with ballistic missile technology in 
the hands of a volatile leader like Kim Jong- 
un, is a recipe for disaster.’’; 

Whereas, on September 16, 2016, Secretary 
of Defense Ashton Carter stated ‘‘Everyone 
can see that North Korea is determined to 
try to expand its missile threat to the penin-
sula, to the region, and to the United 
States.’’; 

Whereas in 2016 North Korea willfully and 
repeatedly violated multiple United Nations 
Security Council resolutions, through its nu-
clear tests, missile tests, and satellite 
launch; 

Whereas, on January 6, 2017, Deputy Sec-
retary of State Antony Blinken stated that 
North Korea had conducted 24 missile tests 
in the past year, as well as two nuclear tests 
and ‘‘in our assessment, we have a quali-
tative improvement in their capabilities in 
the past year as a result of this unprece-
dented level of activity’’; 

Whereas, on January 8, 2017, North Korea 
declared that it is ready to test-launch an 
intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM); 

Whereas, on February 11, 2017, North Korea 
launched an intermediate-range ballistic 
missile off its eastern coast while President 
Donald Trump hosted Japanese Prime Min-
ister Shinzo Abe on an official visit to the 
United States; 

Whereas, on February 18, 2017, the People’s 
Republic of China announced that it would 
suspend all coal imports from North Korea, a 
significant source of revenue to the North 
Korean regime; 

Whereas, on February 27, 2017, the United 
Nations Panel of Experts on North Korea de-
termined that ‘‘The Democratic People’s Re-

public of Korea is flouting sanctions through 
trade in prohibited goods, with evasion tech-
niques that are increasing in scale, scope and 
sophistication.’’; 

Whereas, on March 6, 2017, North Korea 
launched four intermediate range missiles, 
three of which landed approximately 200 
miles off the coast of Japan; 

Whereas South Korea and the United 
States have made an alliance decision to de-
ploy the Terminal High Altitude Area De-
fense (THAAD) system as a self-defensive 
measure to ensure the security of South 
Korea and its people, and to protect alliance 
military forces from the growing threat of 
North Korea’s nuclear weapons and ballistic 
missile program; and 

Whereas a nuclear North Korea with a 
functional and operational intercontinental 
ballistic missile program would pose a direct 
threat to the United States and United 
States interests: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) condemns North Korea’s development of 
multiple intercontinental ballistic missiles 
(ICBMs); 

(2) welcomes the deployment of the Ter-
minal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) 
system in South Korea to counter North Ko-
rea’s missile threat, which supports an alli-
ance security decision; 

(3) urges the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China to immediately cease its 
diplomatic intimidation and economic coer-
cion against South Korea in an attempt to 
block the THAAD deployment; 

(4) reaffirms the United States support for 
a layered, integrated, multi-tier missile de-
fense system to protect Americans and allies 
in Northeast Asia; 

(5) supports continued bilateral security 
cooperation between the United States and 
South Korea and the consideration of addi-
tional measures to strengthen the alliance, 
including expanded foreign military sales, 
joint exercises, and other actions as appro-
priate; 

(6) reaffirms, in view of the ICBM threat by 
North Korea, the commitment of the United 
States to its alliances and to trilateral co-
operation with South Korea and Japan, 
which is critical for the preservation of 
peace and stability in Northeast Asia and 
throughout the world; 

(7) supports and urges the full implementa-
tion of the intelligence sharing agreement 
between Japan and South Korea signed on 
November 23, 2016, concerning the direct ex-
change of intelligence on North Korean 
threats; 

(8) calls upon the People’s Republic of 
China to use its considerable leverage to 
pressure North Korean leaders to cease their 
provocative behavior and abandon and dis-
mantle their nuclear and missile programs, 
and comply with all relevant United Nations 
Security Council resolutions; 

(9) calls on the United States to fully en-
force all existing economic sanctions on 
North Korea and to seek to continuously 
adapt the sanctions regime to address eva-
sive techniques employed by the North Ko-
rean regime; and 

(10) calls on the Secretary of State to un-
dertake a comprehensive and rigorous diplo-
matic effort to urge allies and other coun-
tries to fully enforce, and build upon, exist-
ing international sanctions on North Korea. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE). 
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GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
to include any extraneous material in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, let me begin here by 
thanking Mr. WILSON for his leadership 
on H. Res. 92. What this resolution does 
is to describe in alarming detail the 
growing sophistication of North Ko-
rea’s missile and nuclear weapons pro-
gram. This, of course, poses a direct 
threat to the United States as well as 
to our allies. 

Last year alone, North Korea, as we 
will recall, conducted more than 20 
missile tests, including one from a sub-
marine, and they are doing this in pur-
suit of an intercontinental ballistic 
missile capable of striking the United 
States. Kim Jong-un has detonated two 
separate nuclear devices in the same 
year, a first for this rogue regime. 
Today, the Kim regime’s aggression 
continues, and recent satellite imagery 
indicates that Pyongyang is now pre-
pared to detonate its sixth nuclear de-
vice. 

With every test, North Korea gains 
valuable knowledge that has enabled it 
to make significant improvements to 
this developing arsenal. Bear in mind 
that North Korea has cooperated on its 
program with these countries, and I 
would like the Members to think on 
this: they have cooperated with Iran, 
they have cooperated with Syria on a 
nuclear program, and they have co-
operated with Pakistan. This, of 
course, is undermining U.S. security, 
but, frankly, it undermines the secu-
rity of the entire global counter-pro-
liferation system. 

That is why I strongly support the 
passage of this resolution. I have been 
in North Korea, and let me tell you, 
this resolution, which condemns North 
Korea’s development of an ICBM and 
calls for the United States and others 
to immediately address this urgent 
threat, is very necessary at this time. 

Fortunately, the new administration 
already has several tools at its dis-
posal. One of those is a bill that we 
wrote up in the committee, a bill au-
thored by myself and ELIOT ENGEL, the 
North Korea Sanctions and Policy En-
hancement Act. It was signed last year, 
and it was also taken up at the U.N. 
Security Council and passed at the Se-
curity Council office. This resolution, 
among other things, empowers the 
President to ramp up pressure on the 
North Korean regime by sanctioning 
foreign companies that do business 
with—and therefore enable—the re-
gime. 

The deployment of the anti-missile 
defense system THAAD to the Korean 

Peninsula must also continue as quick-
ly as possible, and China should end its 
economic intimidation of our ally 
South Korea in response to this deploy-
ment. THAAD will serve as a vital first 
line of defense protecting U.S. per-
sonnel in the region and protecting our 
allies from Kim Jong-un. 

As this resolution notes, China needs 
to do its part to implement the sanc-
tions contained in multiple U.N. Secu-
rity Council resolutions. President 
Trump should press this issue with 
President Xi when the two meet this 
week. With these steps, I believe the 
United States can again exert effective 
pressure on the Kim regime. 

As H. Res. 92 emphasizes, Congress 
stands ready to help counter North Ko-
rea’s belligerent behavior and maintain 
peace and maintain stability in the 
Asia Pacific. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

Washington, DC, March 30, 2017. 
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you 
concerning H. Res. 92, a resolution ‘‘Con-
demning North Korea’s development of mul-
tiple intercontinental ballistic missiles, and 
for other purposes,’’ as amended. There are 
certain provisions in the legislation which 
fall within the Rule X jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

In the interest of permitting your com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to floor con-
sideration of this important legislation, I am 
willing to waive this committee’s further 
consideration of H. Res. 92. I do so with the 
understanding that by waiving consideration 
of the resolution the Committee on Armed 
Services does not waive any future jurisdic-
tional claim over the subject matters con-
tained in the legislation which fall within its 
Rule X jurisdiction. 

Please place a copy of this letter and your 
response acknowledging our jurisdictional 
interest into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the 
House floor. Thank you for the cooperative 
spirit in which you have worked regarding 
this matter and others between our respec-
tive committees. 

Sincerely, 
WILLIAM M. ‘‘MAC’’ THORNBERRY, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC, March 30, 2017. 
Hon. WILLIAM M. ‘‘MAC’’ THORNBERRY, 
Chairman, House Armed Services Committee, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for con-
sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs on H. Res. 92, Condemning North Ko-
rea’s development of multiple interconti-
nental ballistic missiles, and for agreeing to 
be discharged from further consideration of 
that resolution so that it may proceed expe-
ditiously to consideration by the House. 

I agree that your forgoing further action 
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, or prejudice its 
jurisdictional prerogatives on this resolution 
or similar legislation in the future. 

I will seek to place our letters on H. Res. 
92 into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration. I appreciate your cooperation 

regarding this legislation and look forward 
to continuing to work with your Committee 
as this measure moves through the legisla-
tive process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 

Chairman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H. Res. 92. 

I am the chief Democratic cosponsor 
and the gentleman from South Caro-
lina is the sponsor of this resolution 
condemning North Korea’s develop-
ment of multiple intercontinental bal-
listic missiles, and for other purposes. 
It should be noted that this resolution 
now has 120 bipartisan cosponsors, in-
cluding the ranking member and chair-
man of the committee, the chairman of 
the Asia and the Pacific Sub-
committee, and myself as ranking 
member of the Asia and the Pacific 
Subcommittee. 

This resolution is necessary at a time 
when the regime of Kim Jong-un is as 
belligerent as ever. His intentions are 
clear. He is conducting intermediate 
and intercontinental ballistic missile 
tests and nuclear tests for the purpose 
of being in a position to intimidate the 
United States and the rest of the 
world. Just this month the regime in 
Pyongyang released a fake propaganda 
video showing the imagined destruc-
tion of a U.S. aircraft carrier by its 
forces. 

In addition to the five nuclear weap-
ons North Korea has already tested, 
Kim Jong-un continues to test ballistic 
missiles, including submarine-launched 
ballistic missiles, and is moving to-
ward intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles. These missiles have as one of 
their chief purposes to be able to reach 
the continental United States and par-
ticularly the Pacific Coast of the 
United States. 

We used to have the luxury of saying 
that North Korea just wants attention; 
they just want this or that concession. 
But now their goal is clear. It is to 
threaten hundreds of millions of Amer-
icans. It is clear that North Korea is 
testing missiles and bombs for the pur-
pose of developing warheads that can 
do just that. 

The resolution we are considering 
today, H. Res. 92, condemns North Ko-
rea’s intercontinental ballistic missile 
tests, calls for the United States to 
apply economic sanctions on North 
Korea, and calls on China to pressure 
North Korean leaders to cease their 
provocative behavior, abandon and dis-
mantle their nuclear missile program, 
and it calls upon China to curtail, or at 
least threaten to curtail, their eco-
nomic support of Pyongyang. 

President Xi is coming to the United 
States. He will meet with our Presi-
dent in Florida. And I hope that the re-
cent comments that we are going to 
handle this issue on our own are not 
what comes out of Florida, because, in-
stead, we must demand that China 
pressure North Korea. 
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According to the U.S.-China Eco-

nomic and Security Review Commis-
sion, China accounts for over 90 per-
cent of North Korea’s foreign trade and 
approximately 95 percent of its foreign 
direct investment. Beijing needs to 
know that there are serious challenges 
to its relationship with the United 
States if it does not assist us in this ef-
fort. Officials in Beijing cannot assume 
that their companies will always have 
access to the United States market. 

There are those who say it is un-
thinkable to link our trading relation-
ship with China to its position on 
North Korea. I believe it is unthinkable 
for us not to use all the tools at our 
disposal to try to prevent the least pre-
dictable leader in the world—and per-
haps the least stable—from having the 
capacity to hit the United States main-
land with intercontinental nuclear- 
tipped ballistic missiles. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. WILSON), who 
is a senior member of both the Foreign 
Affairs Committee and the Armed 
Services Committee and the author of 
this resolution. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I was grateful to visit North 
Korea on a congressional delegation in 
2003 with House Foreign Affairs Rank-
ing Member ELIOT ENGEL on a delega-
tion led by Congressman Curt Weldon 
of Pennsylvania. While there, we wit-
nessed a regime obsessed with a 
Potemkin-like appearance and preser-
vation to the detriment of its own citi-
zens who have been reduced to destitu-
tion and starvation. 

b 1715 
After seeing the devastation of the 

people at the hands of the totalitarian 
regime, I have been even more invested 
in the need to hold the regime in 
Pyongyang accountable for threat-
ening neighbors. 

In early February, I introduced this 
bipartisan resolution in response to 
North Korea’s threat to test an inter-
continental ballistic. Their threat is 
concerning because an ICBM has the 
capability of reaching the West Coast 
of the United States. 

The rapid pace of North Korea’s 
growing offensive nuclear weapons de-
velopment is alarming to the United 
States and our allies. In just a few 
short months, North Korea has ap-
peared to successfully test an ICBM; 
launched a satellite; tested four simul-
taneous ballistic missiles, three of 
which landed in Japanese territorial 
waters; had a failed missile launch; and 
tested a ballistic missile engine. The 
regime also claims to be planning an-
other nuclear test for later this month. 

Sadly revealing, the regime in North 
Korea recently released a propaganda 
video depicting a missile striking a 
U.S. aircraft carrier and calling for the 
destruction of the American people. 

North Korea is rapidly advancing 
their capabilities, working to minia-

turize nuclear technology to deliver a 
nuclear weapon anywhere in the world. 
Sadly, 8 years of strategic patience 
only enabled the dictatorship. We can-
not afford to stand by as this regime 
grows in power and influence, threat-
ening the United States and our allies. 

I am grateful that President Donald 
Trump is taking the regime and its 
threats seriously. Secretary of Defense 
Jim Mattis and Secretary of State Rex 
Tillerson recently visited our allies in 
South Korea and Japan; and the U.S. 
Ambassador to the United Nations, 
Nikki Haley, has led the efforts for 
strengthening international sanctions 
against North Korea. 

The administration has also dem-
onstrated peace through strength by 
backing up their commitments to our 
allies with action. We have begun de-
ploying the THAAD missile defense 
system, recently resumed the annual 
military training exercises with South 
Korea, and deployed attack drones to 
support our servicemembers stationed 
in the region. This defends the extraor-
dinary people of South Korea, who 
have developed one of the most pros-
perous nations on Earth. 

As we work to check the growing in-
fluence and missile capability of North 
Korea, Congress, too, has a vital role, 
starting with passage of H. Res. 92 to 
forcefully condemn North Korea for 
these actions and call for the consider-
ation of all available sanctions on the 
regime and the individuals or busi-
nesses who sustain it. We are clear: the 
United States must stand strong 
against North Korea for American fam-
ilies and our South Korean allies. 

I appreciate the consideration of H. 
Res. 92, with 120 bipartisan cosponsors. 
I know that America is fortunate to 
have the leadership of House Foreign 
Affairs Chairman ED ROYCE, serving in 
a bipartisan manner with Ranking 
Member ELIOT ENGEL. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in sup-
port of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), the chair-
man emeritus of the committee who 
chairs the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on the Middle East and 
North Africa and has authored previous 
legislation to address the North Korean 
threat. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
commend the commitment that Chair-
man ROYCE and Ranking Member 
ENGEL have shown in holding North 
Korea accountable for its illicit activ-
ity, and it is a long list. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to also commend 
my good friend and colleague, Con-
gressman JOE WILSON, for authoring 
this important measure, H. Res. 92, 
condemning North Korea’s develop-
ment of multiple intercontinental bal-
listic missiles, or ICBMs. 

Recently, North Korea has made the 
calculation that it either needs to flex 

its muscles through the test of ballistic 
missiles or, at the very least, provoke 
an international response so that the 
regime can use it as propaganda 
against the West. 

We have seen dozens of missile tests 
over the past year, and, just as trou-
bling, at least two nuclear tests. I 
know that this is resolution con-
demning North Korea’s provocative ac-
tion, but I do think this is an oppor-
tunity to call attention to the Iranian 
nuclear and ballistic missile program. 
What I and some of my colleagues have 
been saying for years now is that Iran 
has been following the North Korea 
playbook. 

We signed a weak and dangerous nu-
clear deal with North Korea, and what 
was the result? A nuclear-armed 
Pyongyang that is testing and upgrad-
ing its ballistic and nuclear program 
unchecked and possibly even prolifer-
ating these materials, or at least the 
know-how, to Iran. 

We concluded a weak and dangerous 
nuclear deal with Iran, and you can be 
sure, if we don’t do more to press Iran, 
we will be welcoming another dan-
gerous regime to the nuclear weapons 
club. 

While we rightfully condemn North 
Korea for its provocations, we must be 
mindful that, if we follow the same 
path and make the same mistakes, it 
will be Iran in a few years that will 
have a nuclear weapon and ballistic 
missile program that can threaten 
global security, and that is in none of 
our interests. 

I urge my colleagues to fully support 
Mr. WILSON’s measure, Mr. Speaker, 
but I also urge them to realize the fail-
ures of past policies and what got us 
here to this point with North Korea 
and not to allow the same mistakes to 
happen with respect to Iran. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), a sen-
ior member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H. Res. 92, condemning 
North Korea’s development of multiple 
intercontinental ballistic missiles. 

Without question, North Korea’s re-
lentless effort to develop ballistic mis-
siles poses a serious threat to the secu-
rity of the United States, especially to 
our allies in the region, and possibly 
all across the globe. 

For the past several years, Kim Jong- 
un has made significant strides in their 
nuclear missile program. It seems like 
every few weeks we hear new reports 
concerning the growing North Korea 
nuclear threat. North Korea has con-
ducted multiple nuclear tests and dem-
onstrated that it is bound and deter-
mined to develop a ballistic missile ca-
pable of delivering a nuclear warhead 
to the continental United States. 

It has also become abundantly clear 
that the Kim regime will continue to 
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work toward a nuclear warhead, no 
matter the cost. Just today, a senior 
North Korean defector stated that the 
young, irresponsible dictator will do 
anything to remain in power and that 
Kim believes nuclear weapons will help 
guarantee his rule. 

We must condemn these actions and 
begin taking concrete steps to mitigate 
the growing North Korean threat. I 
also believe we must work closer than 
ever with our South Korean partners 
and increase our already strong secu-
rity alliance by assisting with techno-
logical developments, carrying out 
more joint exercises, and quickly mak-
ing the Terminal High Altitude Area 
Defense systems, or THAAD, in South 
Korea operational. 

I commend my friend, Mr. WILSON of 
South California, for his leadership in 
championing H. Res. 92. I also want to 
thank Chairman ROYCE and the rank-
ing member, Mr. ELIOT ENGEL, for, 
again, using the format of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee in a bipartisan man-
ner. 

This is one committee in the House— 
and there are a few others—that works 
very much in a bipartisan manner. 
This is one we do need to be united on. 
The threat from Kim Jong-un is seri-
ous. It is dangerous. It is a threat to 
world peace. We need to take it seri-
ously. H. Res. 92 goes in the right di-
rection. I, again, want to thank Mr. 
WILSON for proposing it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I will add a comment to 
the upcoming visit of President Xi to 
Florida and President Trump’s state-
ment in advance of that: Well, we don’t 
need China to get tough on North 
Korea. 

The fact is, President Trump has not 
given us a plan that would put effective 
pressure on Pyongyang that does not 
involve China. There is no magic road 
to dealing with the North Korean 
threat that does not go through Bei-
jing. 

My fear is that, in the guise of being 
the tough guy who doesn’t need China’s 
help, in fact, President Trump is pre-
paring to fail to get China’s help in 
controlling North Korea, is preparing 
to be weak in dealing with China and 
to weakly accept their unwillingness to 
act, and then disguising it all in some 
machismo statement of strength: Oh, 
we don’t need China. 

We do need China. There is no plan to 
control North Korea that doesn’t in-
volve China. Macho statements are not 
an excuse for real strength in dealing 
with President Xi. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. MIMI 
WALTERS of California). 

Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of 
H. Res. 92, condemning North Korea’s 
development of multiple interconti-
nental ballistic missiles. 

The world has watched in fear as this 
brutal dictatorship has labored to min-
iaturize a nuclear warhead capable of 
being delivered by an ICBM. Across the 
45th District, Californians are anxious 
about the growing threat from North 
Korea and its efforts to develop the ca-
pability to strike the West Coast. 

Orange County is home to a large Ko-
rean-American population who have 
spoken out forcefully against this 
rogue regime, fearing for the life of 
their Korean kin and the safety of the 
entire world. As I tell all concerned 
constituents when I am back home in 
California, and I will repeat here today: 
I share your concern and will do all I 
can to ensure we eliminate this threat. 

Mr. Speaker, just today, an interview 
with the most high-profile North Ko-
rean defector in two decades was re-
leased. The man’s warning was dire: 
Kim Jong-un will use nuclear weapons 
at the slightest sign of an imminent 
threat to his rule. 

The time for the old strategy of stra-
tegic patience has passed. We must 
take serious actions now to prevent a 
nuclear weapon from ever threatening 
the United States or one of our allies. 
I urge the President to address this 
grave threat with the Chinese Presi-
dent at their upcoming summit. 

I thank my friend, the gentleman 
from South Carolina, for undertaking 
this effort, and I am proud to join him 
in this fight. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would simply say that 
I commend the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. WILSON, for authoring 
this resolution, which has secured the 
support of 120 bipartisan cosponsors, 
including the chair and ranking mem-
ber of the full committee and the chair 
and, in my case, ranking member of 
the relevant subcommittee. 

I, again, call on my colleagues to join 
me in supporting H. Res. 92, con-
demning North Korea’s development of 
multiple intercontinental ballistic mis-
siles, and for other purposes. 

We need an official congressional 
condemnation of North Korea’s contin-
ued ballistic missile testing and its re-
lated nuclear program. We need to 
ramp up sanctions on North Korea, 
while applying pressure to China, hope-
fully later this week, for being North 
Korea’s economic lifeline. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, North Korea, as we all 
know, poses an urgent threat to the 
United States and to our allies. Ex-
perts say that, in less than 4 years, 
Kim Jung-un will likely have the abil-
ity to make a reliable intercontinental 
ballistic missile topped by a nuclear 
warhead capable of targeting the conti-
nental United States. They also expect 
that, by then, North Korea may have 
accumulated enough nuclear material 
to build up to 100 warheads for those 
ICBMs they have been making. 

In an interview, the President says 
he is going to discuss this growing 
threat and Kim Jung-un’s behavior 
with Chinese President Xi this week. 
As he says, China has great influence 
over North Korea, and China will ei-
ther decide to help us with North 
Korea or they won’t, but, if they do, 
that will be very good for China. 

It will be good for China because we 
have made it very clear that this is a 
key interest of the United States. We 
do not want to see North Korea able to 
proliferate this kind of weaponry. They 
have already tested this off of a sub-
marine. It would be irresponsible for 
us, China, and every member of the 
international community not to take 
steps now to cut off all hard currency 
into North Korea that allows that re-
gime to continue down this path. 

b 1730 

This threat is real, and that demands 
real response. I appreciate JOE WILSON 
bringing this resolution because, as he 
notes, one other point that I think we 
have to make, the deployment of 
THAAD needs to be completed as 
quickly as possible. 

The President must also utilize the 
economic tools that Congress has given 
him with the act authored by myself 
and Mr. ENGEL to cut off funding for 
the regime of Kim Jong-un. I would 
also encourage the administration to 
pursue all opportunities to strengthen 
our economic and security relation-
ships with our partners throughout the 
Asia Pacific right now because, as we 
know, our allies there are equally con-
cerned about this development. 

I thank the author of this resolution, 
Mr. JOE WILSON, and, of course, my 
committee’s ranking member, Mr. 
ENGEL. I want to thank Mr. SHERMAN 
as well for working on this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
stand in strong support of H. Res. 92, Con-
demning North Korea’s development of mul-
tiple intercontinental ballistic missiles. 

The security of our nation and allies rests 
on a global community of nations acting in a 
responsible manner. For too long the Asia-Pa-
cific region has been rocked with instability be-
cause of North Korea’s irresponsible behavior. 
Last year, the North Korean regime conducted 
two nuclear tests and twenty missile tests, in-
cluding successfully testing a submarine- 
launched ballistic missile. This is a marked in-
crease from two nuclear tests and 42 missile 
tests over the previous seven years. In Feb-
ruary 2017, North Korea fired a ballistic mis-
sile that landed in the sea between the Korean 
Peninsula and Japan, sending shockwaves 
among our two closest allies in the Asia-Pa-
cific. 

Passing this resolution will reaffirm our com-
mitment to trilateral missile defense coopera-
tion with South Korea and Japan and to an 
interoperable, multi-tier missile defense sys-
tem that will protect Americans and our allies 
on the Korean Peninsula. At a time of increas-
ing belligerence by North Korea, our allies 
need such security assurances. This bill will 
also urge the President to promptly deploy the 
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Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) 
system in South Korea, apply all available 
economic sanctions on North Korea, and con-
sider additional measures to strengthen bilat-
eral security cooperation with South Korea, in-
cluding increases in foreign military sales and 
joint exercises. 

Like many of my colleagues, the constitu-
ents whom I represent want assurance that 
the United States is secure from all external 
threats, including the potential threat of 
weaponized intercontinental ballistic missiles 
(ICBMs). ICBMs are designed to travel be-
tween 5,500 km and 10,000 km. California is 
about 9,000 km from North Korea. Given that 
the North Korean regime has made steady ad-
vances in its nuclear weapons program over 
the past few years, it is not surprising that my 
California colleagues are increasingly alarmed 
by Pyongyang’s actions. 

The level of bipartisan support for H. Res. 
92 reflects the importance of the threat North 
Korea poses to global stability. Our security 
and the security of our allies is an issue that 
crosses party lines. It is imperative to our na-
tional security interests that North Korea does 
not develop a weaponized ICBM capable of 
reaching any part of our country. 

This resolution provides more assurance to 
our allies in the Asia-Pacific and sends a mes-
sage to the North Korean regime that all 
Americans are united in our determination to 
safeguard our country against foreign threats. 
I strongly urge my colleagues to vote yes on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 92, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

REAFFIRMING THE UNITED 
STATES-ARGENTINA PARTNER-
SHIP AND RECOGNIZING ARGEN-
TINA’S ECONOMIC REFORMS 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 54) re-
affirming the United States-Argentina 
partnership and recognizing Argen-
tina’s economic reforms, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 54 

Whereas, on November 22, 2015, the citizens 
of the Argentine Republic elected Mauricio 
Macri as their President; 

Whereas President Macri has pledged to 
promote greater national unity, rebuild the 
economy, combat domestic corruption, 
strengthen freedom of the press, defend 
human rights abroad, attract foreign direct 
investment, return to international credit 

markets, and reassert Argentina’s leadership 
globally; 

Whereas President Macri has emphasized 
his intention to seek closer ties with the 
United States and restore the bilateral part-
nership previously enjoyed by both coun-
tries; 

Whereas the Argentine Republic has been a 
major non-NATO ally of the United States 
since 1998 and is the only country designated 
as such in Latin America; 

Whereas United States-Argentina relations 
are historically characterized by comprehen-
sive commercial ties and strong bilateral co-
operation on human rights, peacekeeping, 
science and technology, non-proliferation, 
and education, as well as on regional and 
global issues; 

Whereas, in an appearance with President 
Macri at the Casa Rosada in Buenos Aires in 
March 2016, President Barack Obama said 
that ‘‘our countries share profound values in 
common—respect for human rights, for indi-
vidual freedoms, for democracy, for justice, 
and for peace’’; 

Whereas Secretary of State John Kerry 
visited Argentina in August 2016 to launch a 
High-Level Dialogue to develop and sustain 
cooperation on bilateral, regional, and global 
challenges, including democratic develop-
ment and protection of human rights in 
Latin America; 

Whereas Secretary Kerry, during his visit, 
stated that ‘‘the United States strongly sup-
ports President Macri’s effort to deepen Ar-
gentina’s integration with the global econ-
omy’ ’’ and that ‘‘our governments will be 
supporting policies that are aimed at strong, 
sustainable, and balanced economic growth’’; 

Whereas the United States Department of 
the Treasury no longer opposes multilateral 
development banks lending to Argentina be-
cause of the Government of Argentina’s 
‘‘progress on key issues and positive eco-
nomic policy trajectory’’; 

Whereas President Macri prioritized Ar-
gentina resolving its 15-year standoff with 
private creditors stemming from the 2001- 
2002 economic crisis, which facilitated Ar-
gentina’s return to international financial 
markets; 

Whereas the Macri Administration lifted 
controls on trade, currency, and poultry, en-
hanced the quality and transparency of gov-
ernment data, and eliminated subsidies on 
electricity, water, and gas; 

Whereas Argentina is Latin America’s 
third largest economy and the International 
Monetary Fund, in April 2016, claimed the 
Macri Administration ‘‘embarked on an am-
bitious, much needed transition to remove 
domestic imbalances and distortions and 
correct relative prices’’; and 

Whereas the Government of Argentina has 
expressed a renewed commitment to bring 
the perpetrators of the 1994 bombing of the 
Asociación Mutual Israelita Argentina 
(AMIA) building, that occurred in Buenos 
Aires on July 18, 1994, killing 85 people and 
injuring hundreds, to justice: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) upholds its commitment to the partner-
ship between the United States and Argen-
tina and reaffirms that the Argentine Repub-
lic is a major non-NATO ally of the United 
States; 

(2) encourages the Department of State to 
coordinate a new interagency strategy to in-
crease cooperation with the Government of 
Argentina on areas of bilateral, regional, and 
global concern; 

(3) commends the Government of Argen-
tina for making far-reaching economic re-
forms that will benefit the people of Argen-
tina, stimulate economic growth, and deepen 

Argentina’s integration with the global 
economy; 

(4) praises the Government of Argentina 
for resolving most of its business disputes at 
the World Bank’s International Centre for 
the Settlement of Investment Disputes 
(ICSID) thereby hastening their re-entry 
into world financial markets to the benefit 
of the Argentine people; and 

(5) encourages the Government of Argen-
tina to continue to investigate and prosecute 
those responsible for the 1994 bombing of the 
Asociación Mutual Israelita Argentina 
(AMIA) building in Buenos Aires, as well as 
the January 2015 death of AMIA special pros-
ecutor Alberto Nisman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SIRES) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
to put any extraneous material in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Let me just start by thanking Mr. 
SIRES, the author of this measure, and 
I rise in support of it. It reaffirms the 
United States-Argentina partnership. 

After over a decade of economic mis-
management and corruption and alli-
ances with the likes of Iran—well, we 
should say the Ayatollah in Iran—and 
alliances with the regime in Venezuela, 
the people of Argentina used their vote 
to usher in a new era of what I would 
call economic common sense and a new 
era of regional leadership. 

Since assuming the Presidency in De-
cember 2015, President Macri has un-
dertaken difficult economic reforms to 
undo the damage caused by his prede-
cessor’s policy and taken reforms to re-
turn to the global markets. He tore up 
the laughable agreement that Presi-
dent Cristina Kirchner signed with Iran 
to investigate the 1994 Hezbollah bomb-
ing of the Jewish community center, 
which killed 85 and injured hundreds of 
other people in the Jewish community 
in Argentina. He has shown regional 
leadership in condemning Venezuela’s 
human and democratic rights viola-
tions. 

As the new Argentinian Government 
undertakes difficult reforms, it needs 
the moral support of its allies in the 
region, including the support of this 
body. This measure seeks to reaffirm 
the partnership, the friendship that we 
share with Argentina. It commends the 
government’s hard work in bringing 
Argentina back from economic ruin. 

This measure also encourages the 
Government of Argentina to make 
good on its promise to finally bring the 
perpetrators of the 1994 bombing there 
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of the Jewish community center to jus-
tice, while thoroughly investigating 
the January 2015 death of special pros-
ecutor Alberto Nisman. As my col-
leagues know, immediately before his 
mysterious death, Nisman was set to 
issue a thorough report on his findings 
that the government of Cristina 
Kirchner had colluded with Iran to con-
ceal Iran’s role in orchestrating that 
1994 terrorist attack at the hands of 
the Iranian proxy in this case, 
Hezbollah. 

Mr. Speaker, let me just mention an-
other subject here. In South America, 
we are watching Venezuela lose any 
semblance of democracy or human 
rights. Last week, Venezuela’s demo-
cratically elected National Assembly 
was dissolved. The Venezuelan people 
are greatly suffering. As Argentina has 
dropped its support of these authoritar-
ians and stands with the rest of the re-
gion in strong condemnation of 
authoritarianism in Venezuela, the 
Venezuelan Government is now more 
isolated than ever. 

Back to H. Res. 54. This reflects this 
body’s support of and friendship with 
Argentina, and it reflects our gratitude 
for Argentine leadership in support of 
economic and democratic reform. 

Again, I thank Mr. SIRES for this res-
olution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
resolution. 

I would like to start by thanking 
Chairman ROYCE, Ranking Member 
ENGEL, and their staffs for working 
with me to bring H. Res. 54 to the floor. 
I would like to thank my friend from 
South Carolina, Chairman JEFF DUN-
CAN, who is in charge of the Sub-
committee on the Western Hemisphere 
and led a delegation to Argentina last 
March to help restart relations with 
the Macri administration. 

H. Res. 54 reaffirms the strong U.S. 
partnership with Argentina and ac-
knowledges their President Mauricio 
Macri for his efforts to make the nec-
essary changes and bring Argentina 
back into the international commu-
nity. President Macri worked hard to 
stimulate growth and bring Argentina 
back as a powerful player in the region 
after years of isolationist views from 
the Kirchners. 

I was pleased to visit Argentina last 
year and see, firsthand, the changes 
the new government was making, and 
it was refreshing to see the progress al-
ready being made. Most importantly, 
we received assurances from the Macri 
administration that they will restart 
the investigation into the horrific 1994 
bombing of the AMIA Jewish center in 
Buenos Aires, which left 85 dead and 
hundreds more injured, and the un-
timely and suspicious death of pros-
ecutor Alberto Nisman, who was found 
dead on the eve of delivering his explo-
sive report which outlined the connec-
tions between the bombing, Iran, and 

former Argentina President Cristina 
Kirchner’s efforts to cover up these 
links. Unfortunately, the victims of 
these attacks and their families still 
lack answers to what really occurred, 
and the troubling reports of Iran’s role 
in the bombing deserves thorough in-
vestigation that finally brings the per-
petrators to justice. 

Argentina is a great partner and a 
friend, and I believe we must continue 
to support our friends and continue to 
grow this critical relationship. Once 
again, I thank my colleagues for their 
support of this resolution and urge 
Members of the House to support H. 
Res. 54 to further strengthen the great 
ties our country has with Argentina. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN), 
who chairs the Subcommittee on the 
Western Hemisphere of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. He is the primary 
cosponsor of this measure. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I briefly want to mention the 
country of Colombia. Tremendous 
flooding and mudslides there have 
taken more than 200 lives. Colombia is 
in my prayers, the prayers of the Sub-
committee on the Western Hemisphere, 
and the prayers of all of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H. Res. 54, which reaffirms Amer-
ica’s partnership with Argentina, and 
applaud the economic reforms under-
taken in recent years. 

I applaud Ranking Member SIRES for 
his leadership on this issue. Last year, 
he and I led a congressional delegation 
to Argentina to see the differences in 
the country under the new leadership 
of President Macri and to reextend a 
hand of friendship of the United States. 

Though the previous government fol-
lowed the path of ruinous economic 
and foreign policies, I saw new opti-
mism that the new Macri administra-
tion would right these wrongs. For ex-
ample, at the Organization of Amer-
ican States, Argentina has been sup-
portive of the actions of OAS Secretary 
General Almagro, urging the Ven-
ezuelan Government to respect democ-
racy, human rights, and the rule of 
law. 

In addition, President Macri is work-
ing to find justice for the 1994 AMIA 
bombing terrorist attack—the largest 
loss of life from an act of terror in this 
hemisphere prior to 9/11—and the mur-
der of the AMIA special prosecutor, 
Alberto Nisman. It is my sincerest 
hope that he will find the perpetrators 
and hold them accountable for these 
heinous acts of terror. 

In conclusion, the United States 
should be very clear that we are thank-
ful for President Macri’s courage and 
willingness to take unpopular but prin-
cipled positions. I urge the new Trump 
administration to do all in its power to 
take the steps outlined in this legisla-
tion and advance a deeper bilateral re-
lationship. 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN). 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H. Res. 54 and com-
mend its authors and cosponsors. 

With the new administration of 
President Macri, I think that there will 
be a deepening relationship between 
the United States and Argentina, and 
this resolution recognizes that. It also 
encourages the Argentine Government 
to continue to investigate and pros-
ecute those responsible for the 1994 
bombing of the Argentine-Israeli Mu-
tual Association, located then in the 
center of Buenos Aires, and the death 
of Argentine special prosecutor Alberto 
Nisman, who died mysteriously 1 day 
before he was going to submit a report 
to the Argentine Congress regarding 
that 1994 bombing. 

I think it is apparent that that 1994 
bombing was conducted by Iran in co-
operation with Hezbollah, and we all 
want to encourage the Argentine Gov-
ernment to find out whether there was 
foul play in the death of Alberto 
Nisman and, if so, who was behind what 
has all the hallmarks of an assassina-
tion designed to prevent that report 
from being submitted to the Argentine 
people and Congress. 

I commend the authors of this legis-
lation. I urge its adoption. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN), chairman emeritus of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and a co-
sponsor of this measure. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Chairman ROYCE for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am so proud to be 
standing here in strong support of the 
measure of my very good friend from 
New Jersey, Mr. ALBIO SIRES. H. Res. 54 
is so important. It reaffirms the U.S.- 
Argentina partnership and recognizes 
Argentina’s economic reforms. As Mr. 
ROYCE said, I am proud to be an origi-
nal cosponsor of Mr. SIRES’ important 
resolution. 

Up until the recent election of Presi-
dent Macri, Argentina was going in the 
wrong direction. Since Macri came to 
office, he has made some tough but 
much-needed economic reforms. He has 
shown that Argentina is willing to be 
engaged in areas of mutual interest to 
our two countries and expand our bilat-
eral relations. President Macri’s com-
mitment to these reforms should be 
commended. 

But he hasn’t just shown strong lead-
ership on economic reforms. President 
Macri has shown strong character and 
leadership to the rule of law and pur-
suit of justice. He has done so by an-
nouncing his intention to continue to 
investigate and prosecute those respon-
sible for the 1994 bombing of the Argen-
tine-Israeli Mutual Association, AMIA, 
in Buenos Aires, Argentina. 

Last month, we marked the 25th an-
niversary of the terrorist attack on the 
Israeli Embassy in Buenos Aires, which 
was followed by the 1994 AMIA attack. 
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It is no secret that the Iranian-backed 
terrorist group Hezbollah was respon-
sible for these attacks; yet, to this day, 
Mr. Speaker, Iran and Hezbollah have 
evaded justice. 

b 1745 

The United States should support 
President Macri as he continues his in-
vestigation and seeks to hold those re-
sponsible accountable to make sure 
that he can bring them to justice for 
their deadly terror attacks. 

We should also applaud and support 
his decision to investigate the sus-
picious circumstances involving the 
death of the special prosecutor of these 
cases, Alberto Nisman. Alberto had un-
covered links between Hezbollah and 
these terror attacks, and I would speak 
with Alberto frequently about these 
troublesome ties. 

Nisman was a good man and a strong 
supporter of human rights. We must 
help President Macri and the people of 
Argentina continue Nisman’s work and 
legacy by bringing those responsible 
for his death and for those dastardly 
terrorist attacks to justice. 

We can start by signaling to the peo-
ple of Argentina that we support their 
government and that we value our bi-
lateral relationship. Passing Mr. SIRES’ 
resolution will do just that. We will 
send that message. 

I urge my colleagues to support Mr. 
SIRES’ measure. 

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume for 
the purpose of closing. 

In conclusion, let me say that the 
U.S.-Argentina relationship is critical, 
and I stand in strong support of H. Res. 
54. 

Argentina’s new President, Mauricio 
Macri, has done a tremendous job re-
forming their outdated and isolationist 
economic policies. Most importantly, 
the Macri administration has renewed 
its efforts to find the long sought after 
justice for the bombing of the AMIA 
Jewish Cultural Center, whose per-
petrators are still evading justice. 

His efforts have improved the lives of 
countless Argentines, and I look for-
ward to working with his government 
to continue building on the progress we 
have already made. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting this resolution and thank 
them all for their support. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
leagues; I want to thank Mr. SIRES, 
ranking member of the Subcommittee 
on Western Hemisphere; and I thank 
the chairman of that committee, Mr. 
DUNCAN, for their leadership in bring-
ing this measure to the floor. 

This important resolution reaffirms 
our relationship with the people and 
the government of Argentina. It calls 
on the State Department to develop an 
interagency strategy to maximize our 

cooperation with Argentina as our 
countries work together to promote de-
mocracy, to promote human rights, 
and to promote economic freedom 
across the Americas. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to support this measure, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 54, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NORTH KOREA STATE SPONSOR 
OF TERRORISM DESIGNATION 
ACT OF 2017 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 479) to require a re-
port on the designation of the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea as a 
state sponsor of terrorism, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 479 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘North Korea 
State Sponsor of Terrorism Designation Act 
of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. REPORT ON DESIGNATION OF GOVERN-

MENT OF NORTH KOREA AS A STATE 
SPONSOR OF TERRORISM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The United States Government des-
ignated the Government of North Korea a 
state sponsor of terrorism on January 20, 
1988. 

(2) On October 11, 2008, North Korea’s des-
ignation as a state sponsor of terrorism was 
rescinded, following commitments by the 
Government of North Korea to dismantle its 
nuclear weapons program. However, North 
Korea has failed to live up to these commit-
ments. 

(3) On October 22, 2015, the United States 
Special Representative for North Korea Pol-
icy with the Department of State, testified 
before the House Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Nonproliferation, 
and Trade that North Korea’s ‘‘conduct poses 
a growing threat to the United States, our 
friends in the region, and the global non-
proliferation regime’’ and the Deputy Coor-
dinator for Homeland Security, Screening, 
and Designations with the U.S. Department 
of State noted that ‘‘weapons transfers that 
violate nonproliferation or missile control 
regimes could be a relevant factor for consid-
eration, depending on the circumstances, 
consistent with the statutory criteria for 
designation as a state sponsor of terrorism’’. 

(4) The Government of North Korea has 
harbored members of the Japanese Red Army 
since a 1970 hijacking and continues to har-
bor the surviving hijackers to this day. 

(5) On July 16, 2010, in the case of Calderon- 
Cardona v. Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea (case number 08–01367), the United 

States District Court for the District of 
Puerto Rico found that the Government of 
North Korea provided material support to 
the Japanese Red Army, designated as a for-
eign terrorist organization between 1997 and 
2001, in furtherance of a 1972 terrorist attack 
at Lod Airport, Israel that killed 26 people, 
including 17 Americans. 

(6) In the case of Chaim Kaplan v. 
Hezbollah (case number 09–646), a United 
States district court found in 2014 that North 
Korea materially supported terrorist attacks 
by Hezbollah, a designated foreign terrorist 
organization, against Israel in 2006. 

(7) In June 2010, Major Kim Myong-ho and 
Major Dong Myong-gwan of North Korea’s 
Reconnaissance General Bureau pled guilty 
in a South Korean court to attempting to as-
sassinate Hwang Jang-yop, a North Korean 
dissident in exile, on the orders of Lieuten-
ant General Kim Yong-chol, the head of 
North Korea’s Reconnaissance General Bu-
reau. The court sentenced each defendant to 
10 years in prison. 

(8) In March 2015, the Government of South 
Korea concluded that North Korea was re-
sponsible for a December 2014 cyber attack 
against multiple nuclear power plants in 
South Korea. The South Korean Government 
stated that the attacks were intended to 
cause a malfunction at the plants’ reactors, 
and described the attacks as acts of ‘‘cyber- 
terror targeting our country’’. 

(9) On December 19, 2015, the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation (FBI) concluded that 
North Korea was responsible for a cyber at-
tack on Sony Pictures Entertainment and a 
subsequent threat of violence against thea-
ters that showed the film ‘‘The Interview’’. 
The FBI concluded that the ‘‘Guardians of 
Peace’’, which sent the threat to Sony Pic-
tures Entertainment, was a unit of North 
Korea’s Reconnaissance General Bureau, its 
foreign intelligence service. 

(10) Malaysian authorities have alleged 
that officials from North Korea’s secret po-
lice and Foreign Ministry were involved in 
the poisoning and killing of the estranged 
half-brother of the country’s leader, Kim 
Jong-nam, using the chemical weapon VX 
nerve agent, a substance banned for use as a 
weapon by the United Nations Chemical 
Weapons Convention, on February 13, 2017, in 
Kuala Lumpur. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
the Congress that the Government of North 
Korea likely meets the criteria for designa-
tion as a state sponsor of terrorism and, if so 
should be so designated. 

(c) DETERMINATION.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a de-
termination as to whether the Government 
of North Korea meets the criteria for des-
ignation as a state sponsor of terrorism. 

(d) FORM.—The determination required by 
subsection (c) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but may include a classified 
annex, if appropriate. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) NORTH KOREA.—The term ‘‘North 
Korea’’ means the Government of the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea. 

(3) STATE SPONSOR OF TERRORISM.—The 
term ‘‘state sponsor of terrorism’’ means a 
country the government of which the Sec-
retary of State has determined, for purposes 
of section 6(j) of the Export Administration 
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Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. 4605(j)) (as in effect pur-
suant to the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act), section 620A of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371), 
section 40 of the Arms Export Control Act (22 
U.S.C. 2780), or any other provision of law, is 
a government that has repeatedly provided 
support for acts of international terrorism. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROYCE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
to include any extraneous material in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, last month, I was 
pleased to hear Secretary of State Rex 
Tillerson say that the State Depart-
ment is considering a range of meas-
ures to respond to Kim Jong-un’s dan-
gerous provocations in Northeast Asia. 
One immediate step should be listing 
North Korea as a state sponsor of ter-
rorism, a status it should have never 
lost. 

In 2008, North Korea’s designation as 
a state sponsor of terror was rescinded 
following the regime’s promise to dis-
mantle its nuclear weapons program. 
Well, North Korea got its delisting, but 
it kept its nuclear program, as proven 
by its fourth test and as proven by its 
fifth test last year. 

Since 2008, not only has North Ko-
rea’s nuclear weapons program ad-
vanced, so too has its support for ter-
rorism. Let me explain that. The Kim 
regime has continued to supply sur-
face-to-air missiles and explosives to 
terrorist groups like Hezbollah. In ad-
dition to that, the actions taken by 
North Korea include the firing of re-
peated rounds on South Korean civil-
ians on the island of Yeonpyeong and 
carrying out targeted assassinations of 
North Korean defectors, including the 
recent assassination of Kim Jong-un’s 
half brother, who had been living in 
exile. 

Recall that this murder, which took 
place in broad daylight at Kuala 
Lumpur International Airport, in-
volved the use of VX nerve agent, 
which is a chemical weapon banned 
under international law. Now, a liter of 
this substance contains enough lethal 
doses to kill 1 million people. It has no 
other purpose than being an instru-
ment of death. This they used to assas-
sinate the President’s own half broth-
er. 

Mr. Speaker, the Foreign Affairs 
Committee has focused extensively on 
the urgent threat by North Korea to 

the U.S. and our allies in Asia. It is 
critical that we use every tool at our 
disposal to ramp up the pressure on the 
Kim regime. 

I know just how aggressive North 
Korea can be. I saw a ship of the South 
Korean Navy that had been lifted from 
the bottom of the sea. It had been split 
in two by a torpedo fired by a North 
Korean submarine. Over 40 South Ko-
rean sailors were killed in that attack. 

This is the kind of behavior we have 
seen from Kim Jong-un. This is why I 
rise in support of Judge TED POE’s bill, 
H.R. 479, which pushes the State De-
partment to relist North Korea as a 
state sponsor of terrorism. 

The state sponsor of terrorism label 
is a very powerful one. In addition to 
imposing sanctions and other restric-
tions, the designation itself earns a 
state pariah status internationally. 
And that is deserved. After all, these 
are countries whose governments 
backed the killings of innocent people, 
innocent civilians, as a matter of pol-
icy. 

Frankly, the Department should 
never have removed North Korea’s des-
ignation in the first place. 

I am glad that this legislation de-
mands a reevaluation. I think I know 
what that result will be. 

I thank the bill’s author, Judge TED 
POE, who has a deep sense, as a former 
judge, of justice and has pursued this 
issue for a long time. I also thank the 
ranking member for working with our 
offices on this important and timely 
measure. The flawed delisting of North 
Korea has also been a particular focus 
to the chairman emeritus of the For-
eign Affairs Committee, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, and so I want to recognize 
her contributions as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 

Washington, DC, April 3, 2017. 
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing with 
respect to H.R. 479, the ‘‘North Korea State 
Sponsor of Terrorism Designation Act of 
2017.’’ As a result of your having consulted 
with us on provisions on which the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means has a jurisdic-
tional interest, I will not request a sequen-
tial referral on this measure. 

The Committee on Ways and Means takes 
this action with the mutual understanding 
that we do not waive any jurisdiction over 
the subject matter contained in this or simi-
lar legislation, and the Committee will be 
appropriately consulted and involved as the 
bill or similar legislation moves forward so 
that we may address any remaining issues 
that fall within our jurisdiction. The Com-
mittee also reserves the right to seek ap-
pointment of an appropriate number of con-
ferees to any House-Senate conference in-
volving this or similar legislation, and re-
quests your support for such request. 

Finally, I would appreciate your response 
to this letter confirming this understanding, 
and would ask that a copy of our exchange of 
letters on this matter be included in the 

Congressional Record during floor consider-
ation of H.R. 479. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN BRADY, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC, April 3, 2017. 
Hon. KEVIN BRADY, 
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: Thank you for con-
sulting with the Foreign Affairs Committee 
on H.R. 479, the North Korea State Sponsor 
of Terrorism Designation Act of 2017, and for 
agreeing to forgo a sequential referral re-
quest so that the bill may proceed expedi-
tiously to the House floor. 

I agree that your declining to pursue a se-
quential referral in this case does not dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, or prejudice its 
jurisdictional prerogatives on this bill or 
similar legislation in the future. I would sup-
port your effort to seek appointment of an 
appropriate number of conferees from your 
committee to any House-Senate conference 
on this legislation. 

I will seek to place our letters on this bill 
into the Congressional Record during floor 
consideration of the bill. I appreciate your 
cooperation regarding this legislation and 
look forward to continuing to work with the 
Committee on Ways and Means as this meas-
ure moves through the legislative process. 

Sincerely, 
EDWARD R. ROYCE, 

Chairman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support 
H.R. 479, the North Korea State Spon-
sor of Terrorism Designation Act of 
2017. 

I want to associate myself with the 
chairman’s remarks. He summarizes 
well the need to adopt this legislation. 
I want to commend Judge POE for in-
troducing this legislation. I was very 
pleased to introduce it alongside him. 

We earlier considered H. Res. 92. In 
that debate, we discussed the nuclear 
and missile program of North Korea. 
Now it is time to focus for the next few 
minutes on their use of terrorism. 

We need to consider North Korea’s 
obvious state support of terrorism 
around the world. North Korea has en-
gaged in kidnappings, targeted assas-
sination, cyber attacks, and support to 
terrorist organizations in various re-
gions. 

North Korea was designated as a 
state sponsor of terrorism in 1988, but 
it was taken off that list in 2008, fol-
lowing commitments by Pyongyang to 
dismantle its nuclear weapons pro-
gram. We dismantled their status as a 
state sponsor of terrorism. North 
Korea certainly has not dismantled its 
nuclear program. 

Kim Jong-un has only increased the 
pace of his nuclear ballistic missile 
testing and is nowhere near disman-
tling that program. So now it is time 
to focus again on North Korea’s ter-
rorist actions around the world. 

We can go back several decades when 
the North Korean Government kid-
napped Japanese civilians—some be-
cause of their talents in making mov-
ies; most in order to force them to 
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teach Japanese etiquette to North Ko-
rean spies. 

Now, you may say: Well, that was 
decades ago. Why are we designating 
them as a state sponsor of terrorism 
now? 

Well, those people still have not been 
released to this day. And, if they have 
passed on, their bodies have not been 
returned to their families. 

We are all aware of how North Korea 
engaged in cyberterrorism against 
Sony Pictures because Sony Pictures 
made a movie they didn’t like. 

We know that, just a month or so 
ago, a North Korean agent killed Kim 
Jong-nam, the half brother of North 
Korean leader Kim Jong-un. This act of 
terrorism took place at the airport in 
Malaysia and was summarized by the 
chairman. 

In the case of Chaim Kaplan v. 
Hezbollah, a United States District 
Court found that, in 2014, North Korea 
materially supported terrorist attacks 
by Hezbollah, a designated foreign ter-
rorist organization. 

And finally—and this list is incom-
plete but last on my list—is North Ko-
rea’s assistance in helping Assad try to 
develop nuclear weapons of his own. We 
are aware that Assad’s nuclear facility, 
built almost entirely based on North 
Korean technology and using North 
Korean equipment, was destroyed in 
2007. Assad has murdered hundreds of 
thousands, it looks like the figure is 
now half a million, of his own citizens. 
Imagine the destruction Assad would 
have engaged in had he been able to de-
velop nuclear weapons with the support 
and technology of North Korea. 

H.R. 479, the North Korea State 
Sponsor of Terrorism Designation Act, 
expresses the sense of Congress that 
North Korea likely meets the criteria 
to be designated as a state sponsor of 
terrorism and requires a determination 
by the Secretary of State within 90 
days as to whether or not North Korea 
meets that standard. 

This bill is an important step in con-
fronting North Korea’s support for ter-
rorism around the world and for the 
danger that it poses to the civilized 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, I call upon my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this 
bill, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

b 1800 
Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-

er, I would also like to recognize the 
contribution here of Mr. SHERMAN, who 
is the ranking member on the com-
mittee, and to acknowledge also the 
force of his argument. 

Kim Jong-un is an individual who not 
only kidnaps his neighbors, but also, in 
the past, this rogue regime has become 
expert at transferring the methods to 
kill civilians to other rogue regimes 
around the world. And based upon his 
past behavior, it is only too plausible 
that if they get this weapon, they will 
do it again. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE), the 

chairman of the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Nonprolifera-
tion, and Trade, and the dogged author 
of this bill who has pushed this issue 
for a long time. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the chairman and the ranking 
member, Mr. SHERMAN, for his cospon-
sorship of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, North Korea was on the 
State Sponsors of Terrorism list for 20 
years. It was taken off in 2008 for pure-
ly diplomatic reasons. 

North Korea agreed to freeze and dis-
able its nuclear program as the result 
of international efforts known as the 
Six-Party Talks. In exchange, the 
United States decided to remove North 
Korea from the State Sponsors of Ter-
rorism list. 

Fast forward 9 years later, North 
Korea remains off the list while it 
races toward the capability to send a 
nuclear warhead to American shores. 
There has been no secret about this. 
Little Kim has said he wants to send 
intercontinental ballistic missiles to 
the United States. 

North Korea has conducted four nu-
clear tests since 2008. Recent satellite 
images suggest that it is preparing for 
yet another nuclear test. 

North Korea is also doing all the 
things that got it placed on the State 
Sponsors of Terrorism list in the first 
place. North Korea harbored Japanese 
Red Army terrorists who participated 
in the hijacking of a jet in 1970. These 
terrorists are still living happily in 
North Korea today. Press reports sug-
gests that little Kim is even arming 
and training Hamas and Hezbollah ter-
rorists. 

A U.S. district court actually found 
in 2014 that North Korea materially 
supported terrorist attacks by 
Hezbollah against Israel. 

North Korea has also moved toward a 
new form of terrorism: cyber warfare. 
We all remember the 2014 North Korea 
cyber attack against Sony Pictures 
that included direct threats against its 
employees and a warning to ‘‘Remem-
ber the 11th of September 2001.’’ In 
March of 2015, North Korea launched a 
cyber attack against nuclear power 
plants in South Korea. 

North Korea is not just active over 
cyber. It has a long history of actually 
killing folks, dissidents in particular, 
all over the world. In February, North 
Korean agents killed little Kim’s half 
brother in Malaysia using a chemical 
VX nerve agent. 

North Korea has helped Assad de-
velop chemical weapons. Thankfully, 
Israel took out those chemical weapons 
some time ago. 

Mr. Speaker, North Korea’s actions 
have not gotten any better. They have 
only become more dangerous and more 
treacherous. In addition, North Korea 
is working with Iran, the world’s num-
ber one state sponsor of terror, on de-
veloping nuclear weapons and inter-
continental ballistic missiles. 

It is clear that North Korea is a state 
sponsor of terrorism. At the very least, 

the State Department should go back 
to the drawing board and assess wheth-
er or not North Korea meets the cri-
teria for designation as a state sponsor 
of terrorism. And that is what this bill 
does, H.R. 479, the North Korea State 
Sponsor of Terrorism Designation Act. 

It is high time we call out little Kim, 
the loose cannon of East Asia, for what 
he is: a terrorist in a terrorist state. 

And that is just the way it is. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would 

note that this bill passed our com-
mittee without any opposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN), and I thank the gentle-
woman from Florida again for her con-
tribution on this legislation. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
stand in full support of Judge POE’s 
bill, H.R. 479, the North Korea State 
Sponsor of Terrorism Designation Act 
of 2017. 

Over the years, as the chairman has 
said, I have repeatedly and explicitly 
called for Pyongyang to be redesig-
nated as a state sponsor of terrorism, 
SST, country. 

I stood in ardent opposition to the 
Bush administration’s decision to re-
move North Korea from the SST list, 
and in the years past, I introduced 
similar legislation to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. POE), which would see 
Pyongyang back on the list where it 
belongs. 

The removal from the list was a fail-
ure of the nuclear negotiations with 
North Korea, a concession given for 
nothing but empty promises in return. 

In much the same way that the 
Obama administration removed Cuba 
from the SST list 2 years ago, the Bush 
administration got empty promises in 
return for these terrible concessions, 
while the Obama administration 
couldn’t even get empty promises. 

These designations are much more 
important than just tools for negotia-
tion, Mr. Speaker. They are there be-
cause these countries actively support 
terror or they support or facilitate 
countries that do support terror. They 
pose a very serious risk to U.S. na-
tional security and global stability. 
This is not something to take lightly, 
and removing North Korea from the 
SST list was a very serious error in 
judgment. 

It is far past time, Mr. Speaker, to 
correct this mistake, and it has to 
start by having an honest and trans-
parent determination made on 
Pyongyang, its support for terror, and 
its ties to other state sponsor of ter-
rorism states like Iran. 

I support Judge POE’s bill, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

In closing, this bill is an important 
step in confronting North Korea’s sup-
port for terrorism around the world. 
We should not stand idle while North 
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Korea engages in terrorism, including 
kidnappings, target assassinations, 
cyber attacks, support for other ter-
rorist organizations, and nuclear pro-
liferation. 

I again call upon my colleagues to 
join me in passing this bill, H.R. 479, 
the North Korea State Sponsor of Ter-
rorism Designation Act of 2017. 

I note that this bill passed our full 
committee without a single opponent. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I again want to thank Judge POE for 
his determination to have North Korea 
labeled as a terrorist state. As Judge 
POE notes, that is just the way it is. 

With the passage of this bill today, 
we are going to take another step, I 
think, toward pushing back on that re-
gime’s destructive ambitions. 

I think also it is worth noting that 
we have a recently published U.N. 
panel of experts on North Korea. They 
put out this report that says that 
North Korea continues to illicitly ship 
dual-use items to both Syria and Iran. 
Now, those are two terrorist regimes. 

So I hope that the new administra-
tion will move quickly to relist North 
Korea and continue to seek ways to in-
crease pressure on the regime through 
the sanctions bill that we passed out of 
here today and other measures. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this important measure, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 479, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, April 3, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
April 3, 2017, at 4:32 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 544. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

PRINCIPLES FOR REFORMING THE 
MILITARY SELECTIVE SERVICE 
PROCESS—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 115–27) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Armed Services 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
I transmit herewith Principles for 

Reforming the Military Selective Serv-
ice Process, in accordance with section 
555 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public 
Law 114–328), which calls for the Presi-
dent to establish principles for reform 
of the military selective service proc-
ess in support of the National Commis-
sion on Military, National, and Public 
Service. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, April 3, 2017. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 10 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOODALL) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1343, ENCOURAGING EM-
PLOYEE OWNERSHIP ACT OF 2017 

Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–75) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 240) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1343) to direct the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission to re-
vise its rules so as to increase the 
threshold amount for requiring issuers 
to provide certain disclosures relating 
to compensatory benefit plans, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1304, SELF-INSURANCE PRO-
TECTION ACT 

Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–76) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 241) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1304) to amend the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974, the Public Health Service 
Act, and the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to exclude from the definition of 

health insurance coverage certain med-
ical stop-loss insurance obtained by 
certain plan sponsors of group health 
plans, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 1219, SUPPORTING AMER-
ICA’S INNOVATORS ACT OF 2017, 
AND PROVIDING FOR PRO-
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD 
FROM APRIL 7, 2017, THROUGH 
APRIL 24, 2017 

Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–77) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 242) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1219) to amend the Invest-
ment Company Act of 1940 to expand 
the investor limitation for qualifying 
venture capital funds under an exemp-
tion from the definition of an invest-
ment company, and providing for pro-
ceedings during the period from April 
7, 2017, through April 24, 2017, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H. Res. 92, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 479, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

CONDEMNING NORTH KOREA’S DE-
VELOPMENT OF MULTIPLE 
INTERCONTINENTAL BALLISTIC 
MISSILES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 92) condemning 
North Korea’s development of multiple 
intercontinental ballistic missiles, and 
for other purposes, as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, as 
amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 398, nays 3, 
not voting 28, as follows: 

[Roll No. 209] 

YEAS—398 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 

Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barr 

Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
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Beyer 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Ellison 
Emmer 
Eshoo 

Espaillat 
Esty 
Evans 
Farenthold 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanabusa 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 

Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 

Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 

Shuster 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 

Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—3 

Amash Jones Massie 

NOT VOTING—28 

Abraham 
Barletta 
Barton 
Bishop (GA) 
Bridenstine 
Butterfield 
Clay 
Davis, Danny 
Engel 
Faso 

Gohmert 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Jenkins (WV) 
Kind 
Lieu, Ted 
McClintock 
Murphy (FL) 
Palazzo 
Richmond 

Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Simpson 
Slaughter 
Thompson (MS) 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Yoho 

b 1852 

Ms. MOORE changed her vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I was un-

avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 209. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I rise to 
give notice of my intent to raise a 
question of the privileges of the House. 

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

A resolution expressing the sense of 
the House of Representatives that 
President Donald Trump shall publicly 
disclose his tax return information, 
which would conform with an impor-
tant tradition connected to occupancy 
of the White House, as well as uphold 
his promise to the American people 
that he would release his tax returns. 

Whereas, every President since Ger-
ald Ford has disclosed his tax return 
information to the American people; 

Whereas, in May 2014 Donald Trump 
stated during a television interview: 
‘‘If I decide to run for office I’ll 

produce my tax returns absolutely. I 
would love to do that’’; 

Whereas, in February 2015 Donald 
Trump stated during a radio interview: 
‘‘I have no objection to certainly show-
ing tax returns’’; 

Whereas, in February 2016 Donald 
Trump stated during a televised Repub-
lican Presidential debate: ‘‘I will abso-
lutely give my returns, but I’m being 
audited now for two or three years, so 
I can’t do it until the audit is finished, 
obviously’’; 

Whereas, in May 2016 Donald Trump 
stated during a television interview: ‘‘I 
will really gladly give them. When the 
audit ends, I’ll present them. That 
should be before the election’’; 

Whereas, the IRS has made clear that 
any taxpayer, including Donald Trump, 
may release his tax returns at any 
time while under audit; 

Whereas, the House of Representa-
tives by constitutional design is the in-
stitution closest to the American peo-
ple, and an overwhelming majority of 
the American people think Donald 
Trump should release his tax returns 
immediately; 

Whereas, 17 different intelligence 
agencies in the United States have con-
cluded that Vladimir Putin and his 
Russian regime interfered with our 
Presidential election for the purpose of 
helping Donald Trump; 

Whereas, multiple high-level Trump 
associates were in regular contact with 
Russian operatives and intelligence 
agents during the same time that Rus-
sia was hacking into our democracy; 

Whereas, multiple high-level Trump 
associates have financial ties to the 
Russian regime; 

Whereas, Paul Manafort, Donald 
Trump’s former campaign chairman, 
engineered a pro-Russia change in the 
Republican Party platform in July 2016 
and has received millions of dollars 
from pro-Russian oligarchs to advance 
Putin’s agenda; 

Whereas, Michael Flynn, Donald 
Trump’s first National Security Ad-
viser, resigned in disgrace for mis-
leading to Vice President Mike Pence 
about potentially unlawful phone calls 
to the Russian Ambassador and failed 
to disclose financial compensation re-
ceived from a Russian propaganda 
media outlet closely tied to Vladimir 
Putin; 

Whereas, Carter Page, a top foreign 
policy adviser to the Trump campaign, 
has now acknowledged visiting the 
Kremlin in the midst of the 2016 Presi-
dential election; 

Whereas, Jeff Sessions, Donald 
Trump’s Attorney General, misled the 
Senate under oath by failing to dis-
close his meetings with the Russian 
Ambassador that took place in July 
2016 at the Republican National Con-
vention and again in September of 2016; 

Whereas, Michael Cohen, Donald 
Trump’s personal attorney, now ac-
knowledges being in contact with Rus-
sian operatives at the same time the 
attacks on our democracy were taking 
place; 
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Whereas, Jared Kushner, a senior 

White House advisor and Donald 
Trump’s son-in-law, now acknowledges 
previously undisclosed meetings with 
the Russian Ambassador; 

Whereas, Roger Stone, a self-de-
scribed political trickster and Donald 
Trump’s long-time consigliere, now ac-
knowledges being in contact with the 
Russian-aligned hacker Guccifer II and 
predicted during the campaign that 
John Podesta’s emails would soon be 
exposed; 

Whereas, Ian Fleming, the renowned 
British author has observed, ‘‘Once is 
happenstance. Twice is coincidence. 
Three times is enemy action’’; 

Whereas, Donald Trump has shown 
an unrestrained willingness to criticize 
and insult allies of the United States of 
America; 

Whereas, Donald Trump wrongly ac-
cused Great Britain, our closest ally, of 
wiretapping Trump Tower in New York 
City; 

Whereas, Donald Trump declined to 
shake German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel’s hand while seated together 
during their recent joint appearance at 
the White House; 

Whereas, Donald Trump stated in a 
recent C-PAC speech that ‘‘Paris is no 
longer Paris’’; 

Whereas, Donald Trump threatened 
to cancel a refugee transfer agreement 
with our ally Australia and reportedly 
hung up on the Prime Minister; 

Whereas, Donald Trump told the 
President of Mexico that America 
would deploy military personnel to 
that sovereign nation if our southern 
neighbor does not deal with its ‘‘bad 
hombres’’; 

Whereas, Donald Trump has repeat-
edly criticized our strategic and mili-
tary alliance with Western European 
allies and called NATO ‘‘obsolete’’; 

Whereas, Donald Trump refuses to 
say a negative word about Vladimir 
Putin or his corrupt Russian regime; 

Whereas, Bill O’Reilly interviewed 
Donald Trump on Super Bowl Sunday 
and asked about Putin’s brutal and 
murderous regime; 

Whereas, Donald Trump responded, 
‘‘There are a lot of killers. You think 
our country’s so innocent?’’, suggesting 
a moral equivalence between the 
United States and Russia; 

Whereas, Yogi Berra, the great Yan-
kee catcher and philosopher-King, once 
observed ‘‘that’s too coincidental to be 
a coincidence’’; 

Whereas, Donald Trump tweeted on 
January 11: ‘‘I have nothing to do with 
Russia—no deals, no loans, no nothing’’ 

Whereas, Donald Trump Jr. once 
stated: ‘‘Russians make up a pretty 
disproportionate cross-section of a lot 
of our assets. We see a lot of money 
pouring in from Russia’’; 

Whereas, disclosure of Donald 
Trump’s tax returns will help the 
American people and their elected Rep-
resentatives in this House better un-
derstand Trump’s financial ties, if any, 
to Putin’s Russia; 

Whereas, the American people have a 
right to know whether financial con-

flicts of interest exist between the 
President of the United States and a 
hostile foreign power; 

Whereas, the chairmen of the House 
Ways and Means Committee, Joint 
Committee on Taxation, and Senate 
Finance Committee have the authority 
to request Donald Trump’s tax returns 
under section 6103 of the Tax Code; and 

Whereas, the FBI is conducting a 
criminal and counterintelligence inves-
tigation into Russian interference with 
the recent Presidential election, in-
cluding possible collusion between the 
Trump campaign and the Kremlin: 

Now, therefore, be it resolved that 
the House of Representatives shall: 

One, immediately request tax return 
information of Donald J. Trump for tax 
years 2007 through 2016 for review in 
closed executive session by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, as provided 
under section 6103 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code, and vote to report the infor-
mation therein to the full House of 
Representatives; and 

Two, postpone consideration of com-
prehensive tax reform legislation until 
after the elected Representatives of the 
American people in this House have 
been able to review Trump’s tax re-
turns and ascertain how any changes to 
the Tax Code might financially benefit 
the President of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from New York will appear in 
the RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 

NORTH KOREA STATE SPONSOR 
OF TERRORISM DESIGNATION 
ACT OF 2017 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 479) to require a report on the 
designation of the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea as a state sponsor of 
terrorism, and for other purposes, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 394, nays 1, 
not voting 34, as follows: 

[Roll No. 210] 

YEAS—394 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barr 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 

Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Ellison 
Emmer 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty 
Evans 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanabusa 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 

Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
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Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 

Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 

Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—1 

Massie 

NOT VOTING—34 

Abraham 
Amodei 
Barletta 
Barton 
Bishop (GA) 
Bridenstine 
Butterfield 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Comstock 
Cummings 
Davis, Danny 

Duffy 
Engel 
Gohmert 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Kind 
Lieu, Ted 
Lofgren 
McClintock 
Murphy (FL) 
Palazzo 
Pelosi 

Polis 
Richmond 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Simpson 
Slaughter 
Speier 
Thompson (MS) 
Visclosky 
Yoho 

b 1915 
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-

tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING WORLD AUTISM 
AWARENESS DAY 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, yesterday, the world cele-
brated Autism Awareness Day. 

Each year, Autism Speaks asks peo-
ple across the Nation and around the 
globe to ‘‘Light It Up Blue’’ in an effort 
to increase understanding and accept-
ance. 

Last night, right here in our Nation’s 
Capital, the White House joined hun-
dreds of iconic landmarks as it illumi-
nated the exterior blue. Individuals 
wore blue clothing or turned their on-
line profile photos blue. 

Autism spectrum disorders affect an 
estimated 1 out of every 68 children in 

the United States. These families face 
enormous challenges in assisting their 
loved ones over the course of their life-
times. Each year, an estimated 50,000 
youth will turn 18 in the United States, 
and many face a services cliff when 
school-based programs end. 

Men and women living on the autism 
spectrum have made incredible con-
tributions to our society. We must con-
tinue to research the causes of autism 
and work to strengthen opportunities 
for individuals with autism to live full 
lives. 

Together, we can increase under-
standing and acceptance as we cele-
brate and support so many Americans 
who live with autism. 

f 

GORSUCH NOMINATION 
(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, Judge Neil Gorsuch’s lifelong 
appointment to the Supreme Court 
would have serious consequences for all 
Americans, but especially the health 
and well-being of African-American 
women. 

In 2013, by ruling that corporations 
have the right to deny access to con-
traceptives on employer-sponsored 
health insurance plans, Judge Gorsuch 
proved that he believes the reproduc-
tive decisions of women nationwide can 
and should impact their livelihood. 
This is problematic and troubling. 

For Black women and so many 
women across the world, birth control 
is a matter of health and life. We rely 
on contraception to treat endo-
metriosis, manage uterine fibroids, un-
planned pregnancies, and quell PMS 
symptoms. 

In 2013, Judge Neil Gorsuch made the 
decision that his overarching commit-
ment to religious freedom as a con-
stitutional and statutory right is more 
important than lifesaving reproductive 
care. 

In 2013, he proved he should not be 
confirmed to the United States Su-
preme Court. For this reason and a 
host of others, I implore my colleagues 
in the Senate to take all available 
steps to oppose Judge Gorsuch’s nomi-
nation. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE CITY OF WEST 
MIAMI ON ITS 70TH ANNIVERSARY 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise tonight to pay tribute to the city 
of West Miami in recognition of its 
70th anniversary. 

What began as a small town of 700 
residents has flourished into a haven 
for nearly 7,000 south Floridians, in-
cluding my constituents, Senator 
MARCO RUBIO and Miami-Dade County 
commissioners and former West Miami 
Mayor Rebeca Sosa, who are proud to 
call West Miami home. 

While the city itself is less than 1 
square mile, the tremendous growth 
that has graced West Miami in the past 
70 years has led to the creation of some 
of the finest public parks and summer 
camps in our State. 

To celebrate its founding, local offi-
cials, businesses, residents, and their 
families will gather together on Satur-
day, April 8, at Cooper Park, in cele-
bration of this incredible milestone. 

I am honored to represent the city of 
West Miami, and I thank all who have 
dedicated countless hours to making 
this corner of south Florida special for 
all of us to enjoy. 

f 

HONORING EQUAL PAY DAY 
(Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to speak in honor of Equal 
Pay Day, which is tomorrow. 

Women in our country earn, on aver-
age, 78 cents for every dollar that a 
man makes. For women of color, that 
gap is larger. Even in my own district, 
the Eighth Congressional District of Il-
linois, where the overall disparity is 
smaller, women still only earn 83 cents 
on the dollar. 

The pay gap is not simply a women’s 
issue, but a challenge for all Ameri-
cans. Gender wage disparities are a 
fundamental obstacle to millions of 
families trying to make ends meet. 

At a time when nearly two-thirds of 
mothers are primary, sole, or co-bread-
winners for their families, the pay gap 
makes it that much harder to pay for 
groceries, housing, child care, and all 
the other necessities of daily life. 

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of the Paycheck Fairness Act and 
hope all my colleagues will join me in 
supporting this bill to address pay dis-
crimination. 

f 

PROTESTING THE ARREST OF 
REVEREND CAO SAN QIANG 

(Mr. CONAWAY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to shed light on the religious 
persecution of Christians by the Chi-
nese Government. 

On March 5 of this year, Reverend 
Cao San Qiang, also known as ‘‘Pastor 
John,’’ was arrested and is still behind 
bars in the Yunnan province of south-
west China. I believe that his arrest 
and detention was for inflated charges 
leveled against him simply because he 
is a Christian. 

Pastor John has been a permanent 
resident of the United States since 
1990, where he attended seminary and 
became a pastor in Greensboro, North 
Carolina. He is married, with two chil-
dren, and is kind and humble. Even 
though he was living a comfortable life 
in the United States, he kept his Chi-
nese citizenship so he could continue to 
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travel there and spread the good word 
of Jesus Christ. 

He has been ministering to the im-
poverished people of Myanmar and the 
Yunnan province of China for over a 
decade. In these last 3 years, he helped 
build and staff 16 schools in northern 
Myanmar. 

For years, Pastor John regularly 
crossed the border on his small motor-
cycle loaded with food and medicine, 
without incident. For some reason, this 
time, he was arrested and charged as a 
smuggler. 

Since his arrest, Chinese officials 
have raided and threatened a number 
of Christian churches in several prov-
inces. I urge the State Department to 
seek Pastor John’s immediate release 
from Chinese custody and to stop fur-
ther raids before other innocent indi-
viduals become casualties of aggressive 
religious persecution. 

f 

CONGRATULATING FAIRMONT 
HEIGHTS HORNETS 

(Mr. BROWN of Maryland asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to congratulate the Fairmont 
Heights Hornets for winning their first 
State basketball championship in 36 
years. 

After trailing by as much as 9 points, 
the Hornets, under the leadership of 
Coach Chuck Henry, won the 1A boys 
State title by a score of 65–52. The 
team of young scholars was resilient, 
played hard, and never panicked. 

Credit is due to Coach Henry, who 
has taken his team to the State cham-
pionship after only 2 years on the job. 
He is a role model, had high expecta-
tions for his students, and constantly 
pushed them to play better on the 
court and achieve more in the class-
room. Throughout the season, Coach 
Henry never lost faith in his young 
team. 

Mr. Speaker, the students on the 
winning Fairmont Heights team may 
not go on to play in the NCAA or the 
NBA, but the memories of this mo-
ment, the bonds they have built, and 
the lessons they have developed will 
stay with them for a lifetime. 

Fairmont Heights High School has a 
proud legacy. When it opened its doors 
in 1950, it was only one of two high 
schools in the State of Maryland for 
African Americans. Now, nearly 70 
years later, the school has made his-
tory again. This team has made Prince 
George’s County and the entire Fourth 
Congressional District very proud. 

Go, Hornets. 
f 

PROTECTING OUR BORDER 

(Mr. ROTHFUS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, the past 
several days, I had my first-ever tour 

of our southwest border. During my 
visit, I met with Border Patrol agents 
in New Mexico and Texas, as well as 
ranchers and business leaders on the 
border. 

Border security was a significant 
issue in the last election, as Americans 
are concerned about the flow of illegal 
narcotics and aliens across the border. 
Although gaps in security remain, I 
saw an impressive array of assets, in-
cluding drones and manned aircraft, 
walls, cameras, and other materiel. 

More impressive, however, are the 
men and women who work for Customs 
and Border Protection, who, at no 
small risk to themselves, work to keep 
America secure. They are very encour-
aged lately as they see policy changes 
coming that will allow them to enforce 
our laws. Mr. Speaker, these individ-
uals are literally on the front line de-
fending our Nation and communities, 
and I thank them for their service. 

I understand that there are job op-
portunities with Border Patrol. For 
those seeking a public service career 
doing something bigger than them-
selves, that is something to consider. 

f 

EQUAL PAY DAY 

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, over 50 
years ago, President John F. Kennedy 
signed into law the Equal Pay Act, 
landmark legislation which requires 
that men and women in the same work-
place be given equal pay for equal 
work. 

Unfortunately, equal pay for equal 
work has not become a reality. In fact, 
women are paid between 79 and 80 cents 
for every dollar that men are paid for 
doing the exact same job. In fact, it 
takes women until tomorrow, April 4, 
to earn what men were paid in the pre-
vious year. 

For women of color, the gap is even 
wider. In 2015, African-American 
women made 65 cents for every dollar 
earned by their White male counter-
parts. For Hispanic women, it is even 
worse. They earn 58 cents for every dol-
lar earned by their White male coun-
terparts. 

Women pay a huge price because of 
the wage gap. Today, families rely in-
creasingly on women’s wages to make 
ends meet; and with less take-home 
pay, women have less money to cover 
the everyday needs of their family. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for Congress 
to right the wrong. Let’s pass the Pay-
check Fairness Act and send it to the 
President’s desk for signature. 

f 

b 1930 

END COMMERCIAL WHALING 

(Mr. GAETZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, our great 
ally Australia has long been the lead-

ing voice in the world to end commer-
cial whaling. I rise to let them know 
that they are not alone and to an-
nounce the filing of bipartisan legisla-
tion to support an end to commercial 
whaling. 

Another of our valued allies, Japan, 
unfortunately continues this depraved 
practice. In fact, the Japanese whaling 
fleet has just returned home, having 
killed 333 Antarctic minke whales. 

Despite the global ban on commer-
cial whaling, Japan continues the 
slaughter on the seas under a thinly 
veiled claim of research. Research into 
whales is important, but all available 
science shows that this research can be 
conducted with nonlethal testing and 
biopsies. 

The Japan whale hunt isn’t about re-
search. It is about whale meat. In 2012, 
a Japanese minister even commented 
that the minke whale offers great fla-
vor and aroma as sashimi. I think that 
is disgusting. 

The Japanese whalers shoot the 
world’s majestic mammals with ex-
ploding harpoons and electric lances. 
Death can often take hours. 

Commercial and fake research hunt-
ing of whales must end. I thank Aus-
tralia for its leadership. I ask Japan to 
be honest with the world and end this 
barbaric practice. 

f 

JOBS SHOULD BE JOB ONE 

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, the consensus for 
this Friday’s Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics jobs report is that it will show the 
economy added about 178,000 new pri-
vate sector jobs in March. That is a 
good number, though not as good as 
the March numbers in recent years. 

As The New York Times put it: 
‘‘Growth in the first 3 months of the 
Trump administration is looking much 
the way it did’’ in the growth under 
President Obama. 

But because of the current adminis-
tration’s inaction on vital economic 
issues, like infrastructure spending, 
right now about one in three market 
experts now think that a near-term 
stock market correction may be in the 
cards. 

Instead of doing the things we need 
to do to rev up the economy, this body 
has been spending time trying to make 
it harder for women to access contra-
ceptives, gutting our right to privacy 
on the internet, and trying to take 
health care away from millions of 
Americans. That is no way, Mr. Speak-
er, to create jobs. 

How about we do what the President 
said he wanted to do? Let’s make the 
investments that we need now that will 
stimulate the creation of good jobs— 
good-paying jobs for Americans. That 
should be job number one for this Con-
gress. 
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HAPPY 108TH BIRTHDAY TO MARY 

COFFEY 

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, 100 years is 
a century. It is a really long time. 108 
years of life is a blessing. 

A young lady I work for in the Texas 
22nd Congressional District, who lives 
in my hometown of Sugar Land, is such 
a blessing. Her name is Mary Coffey, 
and she celebrated her 108th birthday 
on March 20. 

In a recent article in the Fort Bend 
Star, Mary described her keys to being 
blessed: Number one, trust Jesus and 
lead several Bible studies with your 
friends; number two, get plenty of exer-
cise; number three, eat healthy; and 
number four is about personal hygiene, 
have jar after jar after jar of Pond’s 
cold cream available when you need it 
most. 

For 108 years, Mary has inspired all 
of us. 

Happy 108th birthday, Mary. Let’s go 
out; maybe go out dancing if you prom-
ise not to wear me out. 

f 

INVESTIGATION INTO RUSSIAN 
CONNECTIONS IS LONG OVERDUE 

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, today 
The Washington Post reported that the 
United Arab Emirates arranged a se-
cret meeting in January between 
Blackwater founder and major Trump 
contributor Erik Prince and a Russian 
close to President Vladimir Putin. The 
meeting was an apparent effort to es-
tablish a back-channel line of commu-
nication between Moscow and Presi-
dent-elect Donald Trump, according to 
U.S., European, and Arab officials. 

Erik Prince, by the way, is the broth-
er to Betsy DeVos, the Secretary of 
Education. The UAE’s incentive to 
broker this meeting comes from the de-
teriorating relationship between them 
and Iran. They wanted to drive a wedge 
between Russia, Iran, and Syria. Agree-
ment on that deal would need a hand-
some reward, like the easing of U.S. 
sanctions on the Russian Federation 
for its invasion of Ukraine. 

Blackwater is the private security 
firm that became infamous for U.S. 
abuses in Iraq after a series of inci-
dents, including one in 2007 in which 
the company’s guards were charged and 
criminally convicted of killing civil-
ians. 

‘‘Officials said Zayed and his brother, 
the UAE’s national security adviser, 
coordinated the Seychelles meeting 
with Russian Government officials 
with the goal of establishing an unoffi-
cial back channel between Trump and 
Putin.’’ The UAE at one point paid 
Erik Prince’s firm a reported half a bil-
lion dollars to consult on defensive se-
curity. 

An independent bipartisan commis-
sion to investigate Trump officials and 
Russian connections is long overdue. 

[From the Washington Post, Apr. 3, 2017] 
BLACKWATER FOUNDER HELD SECRET 

SEYCHELLES MEETING TO ESTABLISH TRUMP- 
PUTIN BACK CHANNEL 
(By Adam Entous, Greg Miller, Kevin Sieff 

and Karen DeYoung) 
The United Arab Emirates arranged a se-

cret meeting in January between Blackwater 
founder Erik Prince and a Russian close to 
President Vladimir Putin as part of an ap-
parent effort to establish a back-channel line 
of communication between Moscow and 
President-elect Donald Trump, according to 
U.S., European and Arab officials. 

The meeting took place around Jan. 11— 
nine days before Trump’s inauguration—in 
the Seychelles islands in the Indian Ocean, 
officials said. Though the full agenda re-
mains unclear, the UAE agreed to broker the 
meeting in part to explore whether Russia 
could be persuaded to curtail its relationship 
with Iran, including in Syria, a Trump ad-
ministration objective that would likely re-
quire major concessions to Moscow on U.S. 
sanctions. 

Though Prince had no formal role with the 
Trump campaign or transition team, he pre-
sented himself as an unofficial envoy for 
Trump to high-ranking Emiratis involved in 
setting up his meeting with the Putin con-
fidant, according to the officials, who did not 
identify the Russian. 

Prince was an avid supporter of Trump 
who gave $250,000 last year to support the 
GOP nominee’s campaign, records show. He 
has ties to people in Trump’s circle, includ-
ing Stephen K. Bannon, now serving as the 
president’s chief strategist and senior coun-
selor. Prince’s sister Betsy DeVos serves as 
education secretary in the Trump adminis-
tration. And Prince was seen in the Trump 
transition offices in New York in December. 

U.S. officials said the FBI has been scruti-
nizing the Seychelles meeting as part of a 
broader probe of Russian interference in the 
2016 U.S. election and alleged contacts be-
tween associates of Putin and Trump. The 
FBI declined to comment. 

The Seychelles encounter, which one offi-
cial said spanned two days, adds to an ex-
panding web of connections between Russia 
and Americans with ties to Trump—contacts 
that the White House has been reluctant to 
acknowledge or explain until they have been 
exposed by news organizations. 

‘‘We are not aware of any meetings and 
Erik Prince had no role in the transition,’’ 
said Sean Spicer, the White House press sec-
retary. 

‘‘Erik had no role on the transition team. 
This is a complete fabrication,’’ said a 
spokesman for Prince in a statement. ‘‘The 
meeting had nothing to do with President 
Trump. Why is the so-called underresourced 
intelligence community messing around 
with surveillance of American citizens when 
they should be hunting terrorists?’’ 

Prince is best known as the founder of 
Blackwater, a security firm that became a 
symbol of U.S. abuses in Iraq after a series of 
incidents including one in 2007 in which the 
company’s guards were accused—and later 
criminally convicted—of killing civilians in 
a crowded Iraqi square. Prince sold the firm, 
which was subsequently rebranded, but has 
continued building a private paramilitary 
empire with contracts across the Middle 
East and Asia. 

Prince would probably have been seen as 
too controversial to serve in any official ca-
pacity in the Trump transition or adminis-
tration. But his ties to Trump advisers, expe-
rience with clandestine work and relation-

ship with the royal leaders of the Emirates— 
where he moved in 2010 amid mounting legal 
problems for his American business—would 
have positioned him as an ideal go-between. 

The Seychelles meeting came after private 
discussions in New York involving high- 
ranking representatives of Trump, Moscow 
and the Emirates. 

The White House has acknowledged that 
Michael T. Flynn, Trump’s original national 
security adviser, and Trump adviser and son- 
in-law Jared Kushner met with the Russian 
ambassador to the United States, Sergey 
Kislyak, in late November or early December 
in New York. 

Flynn and Kushner were joined by Bannon 
for a separate meeting with the crown prince 
of Abu Dhabi, Sheikh Mohamed bin Zayed al- 
Nahyan, who made an undisclosed visit to 
New York later in December, according to 
the U.S., European and Arab officials who 
spoke on the condition of anonymity to dis-
cuss sensitive matters. 

In an unusual breach of protocol, the UAE 
did not notify the Obama administration in 
advance of the visit, though officials found 
out because Zayed’s name appeared on a 
flight manifest. 

Officials said Zayed and his brother, the 
UAE’s national security adviser, coordinated 
the Seychelles meeting with Russian govern-
ment officials with the goal of establishing 
an unofficial back channel between Trump 
and Putin. 

Officials said Zayed wanted to be helpful to 
both leaders who had talked about working 
more closely together, a policy objective 
long advocated by the crown prince. The 
UAE, which sees Iran as one of its main en-
emies, also shared the Trump team’s interest 
in finding ways to drive a wedge between 
Moscow and Tehran. 

Zayed met twice with Putin in 2016, ac-
cording to Western officials, and urged the 
Russian leader to work more closely with 
the Emirates and Saudi Arabia—an effort to 
isolate Iran. 

At the time of the Seychelles meeting and 
for weeks afterward, the UAE believed that 
Prince had the blessing of the new adminis-
tration to act as its unofficial representa-
tive. The Russian participant was a person 
whom Zayed knew was close to Putin from 
his interactions with both men, the officials 
said. 

When the Seychelles meeting took place, 
official contacts between members of the in-
coming Trump administration and the Rus-
sian government were under intense scru-
tiny, both from federal investigators and the 
press. 

Less than a week before the Seychelles 
meeting, U.S. intelligence agencies released 
a report accusing Russia of intervening clan-
destinely during the 2016 election to help 
Trump win the White House. 

The FBI was already investigating commu-
nications between Flynn and Kislyak. The 
Washington Post’s David Ignatius first dis-
closed those communications on Jan. 12, 
around the time of the Seychelles meeting. 
Flynn was subsequently fired by Trump for 
misleading Vice President Pence and others 
about his discussions with Kislyak. 

Yousef Al Otaiba, the UAE’s ambassador in 
Washington, declined to comment. 

Government officials in the Seychelles said 
they were not aware of any meetings be-
tween Trump and Putin associates in the 
country around Jan. 11. But they said luxury 
resorts on the island are ideal for clandestine 
gatherings like the one described by the 
U.S., European and Arab officials. 

‘‘I wouldn’t be surprised at all,’’ said Barry 
Faure, the Seychelles secretary of state for 
foreign affairs. ‘‘The Seychelles is the kind 
of place where you can have a good time 
away from the eyes of the media. That’s even 
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printed in our tourism marketing. But I 
guess this time you smelled something.’’ 

Trump has dismissed the investigations of 
Russia’s role in the election as ‘‘fake news’’ 
and a ‘‘witch hunt.’’ 

The level of discretion surrounding the 
Seychelles meeting seems extraordinary 
given the frequency with which senior 
Trump advisers, including Flynn and 
Kushner, had interacted with Russian offi-
cials in the United States, including at the 
high-profile Trump Tower in New York. 

Steven Simon, a National Security Council 
senior director for the Middle East and 
North Africa in the Obama White House, 
said: ‘‘The idea of using business cutouts, or 
individuals perceived to be close political 
leaders, as a tool of diplomacy is as old as 
the hills. These unofficial channels are desir-
able precisely because they are deniable; 
ideas can be tested without the risk of fail-
ure.’’ 

Current and former U.S. officials said that 
while Prince refrained from playing a direct 
role in the Trump transition, his name sur-
faced so frequently in internal discussions 
that he seemed to function as an outside ad-
viser whose opinoins were valued on a range 
of issues, including plans for overhauling the 
U.S. intelligence community. 

He appears to have particularly close ties 
to Bannon, appearing multiple times as a 
guest on Bannon’s satellite radio program 
over the past year as well as in articles on 
the Breitbart Web site that Bannon ran be-
fore joining the Trump campaign. 

In a July interview with Bannon, Prince 
said those seeking forceful U.S. leadership 
should ‘‘wait till January and hope Mr. 
Trump is elected.’’ And he lashed out at 
President Barack Obama, saying that be-
cause of his policies ‘‘the terrorists, the fas-
cists, are winning.’’ 

Days before the November election, Prince 
appeared on Bannon’s program again, saying 
that he had ‘‘well-placed sources’’ in the New 
York City Police Department telling him 
they were preparing to make arrests in the 
investigation of former congressman An-
thony Weiner (D–N.Y.) over allegations he 
exchanged sexually explicit texts with a 
minor. Flynn tweeted a link to the Breitbart 
report on the claim. No arrests occurred. 

Prince went on to make a series of un-
founded assertions that damaging material 
recovered from Weiner’s computers would 
implicate Hillary Clinton and her close ad-
viser, Huma Abedin, who was married to 
Weiner. He also called Abedin an ‘‘agent of 
influence very sympathetic to the Muslim 
Brotherhood.’’ 

Prince and his family were major GOP do-
nors in 2016. After the Republican conven-
tion, he contributed $250,000 to Trump’s cam-
paign, the national party and a pro-Trump 
super PAC led by GOP mega-donor Rebekah 
Mercer. The Center for Responsive Politics 
reported that the family gave more than $2.7 
million to GOP candidates and super PACs, 
including about $2.7 million from his sister, 
DeVos, and her husband. 

Prince’s father, Edgar Prince, built his for-
tune through an auto-parts company. Betsy 
married Richard DeVos Jr., heir to the 
Amway fortune. 

Erik Prince has had lucrative contracts 
with the UAE government, which at one 
point paid his firm a reported $529 million to 
help bring in foreign fighters to help assem-
ble an internal paramilitary force capable of 
carrying out secret operations and pro-
tecting Emirati installations from terrorist 
attacks. 

The Trump administration and the UAE 
appear to share a similar preoccupation with 
Iran. Current and former officials said that 
Trump advisers were focused throughout the 
transition period on exploring ways to get 
Moscow to break ranks with Tehran. 

‘‘Separating Russia from Iran was a com-
mon theme,’’ said a former intelligence offi-
cial in the Obama administration who met 
with Trump transition officials. ‘‘It didn’t 
seem very well thought out. It seemed a lit-
tle premature. They clearly had a very spe-
cific policy position, which I found odd given 
that they hadn’t even taken the reins and ex-
plored with experts in the U.S. government 
the pros and cons of that approach.’’ 

Michael McFaul, former U.S. ambassador 
to Russia, said he also had discussions with 
people close to the Trump administration 
about the prospects of drawing Russia away 
from Iran. ‘‘When I would hear this, I would 
think, ‘Yeah that’s great for you guys, but 
why would Putin ever do that?’ ’’ McFaul 
said. ‘‘There is no interest in Russia ever 
doing that. They have a long relationship 
with Iran. They’re allied with Iran in fight-
ing in Syria. They sell weapons to Iran. Iran 
is an important strategic partner for Russia 
in the Middle East.’’ 

Following the New York meeting between 
the Emiratis and Trump aides, Zayed was ap-
proached by Prince, who said he was author-
ized to act as an unofficial surrogate for the 
president-elect, according to the officials. He 
wanted Zayed to set up a meeting with a 
Putin associate. Zayed agreed and proposed 
the Seychelles as the meeting place because 
of the privacy it would afford both sides. ‘‘He 
wanted to be helpful,’’ one official said of 
Zayed. 

Wealthy Russians and Emirati royalty 
have a particularly large footprint on the is-
lands. Signs advertising deep-sea fishing 
trips are posted in Cyrillic. Russian billion-
aire Mikhail Prokhorov owns North Island, 
where Prince William and Catherine, Duch-
ess of Cambridge, went on their honeymoon 
in 2011. Sheikh Khalifa bin Zayed al-Nahyan, 
president of the UAE, built a hilltop palace 
for himself with views across the chain of is-
lands. 

The Emiratis have given hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars to the Seychelles in recent 
years for causes including public health and 
affordable housing. But when the Emirati 
royal family visits, they are rarely seen. 

‘‘The jeep comes to their private jet on the 
tarmac and they disappear,’’ said one 
Seychellois official who spoke on the condi-
tion of anonymity because he did not want 
to be seen as criticizing the Emiratis. 

Zayed, the crown prince, owns a share of 
the Seychelles Four Seasons, a collection of 
private villas scattered on a lush hillside on 
the main island’s southern shore, over-
looking the Indian Ocean, according to offi-
cials in the Seychelles. The hotel is tucked 
away on a private beach, far from the near-
est public road. 

Current and former U.S. officials who have 
worked closely with Zayed, who is often re-
ferred to as MBZ, say it would be out of 
character for him to arrange the Jan. 11 
meeting without getting a green light in ad-
vance from top aides to Trump and Putin, if 
not the leaders themselves. ‘‘MBZ is very 
cautious,’’ said an American businessman 
who knows Zayed. ‘‘There had to be a nod.’’ 

The Seychelles meeting was deemed pro-
ductive by the UAE and Russia but the idea 
of arranging additional meetings between 
Prince and Putin’s associates was dropped, 
officials said. Even unofficial contacts be-
tween Trump and Putin associates had be-
come too politically risky, officials said. 

Sieff reported from the Seychelles. Julie 
Tate, Devlin Barrett, Matea Gold, Tom Ham-
burger and Rosalind S. Helderman contrib-
uted to this report. 

HONORING CHIEF CLINT 
GREENWOOD 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, early 
this morning, Precinct 3 Assistant 
Chief Clint Greenwood put on his uni-
form, secured his badge over his heart, 
and he headed off to work. 

As he arrived at the courthouse at 7 
a.m., shots suddenly rang out. After 
the smoke cleared, Chief Greenwood 
was shot in the neck. His fellow offi-
cers rushed to his aid, and he was air-
lifted to a nearby Houston hospital, 
but it was too late. Texas lost another 
one of its finest men in blue. 

The suspect is still at large, but not 
for long. As the investigation develops, 
it is still unclear if Deputy Chief 
Greenwood was specifically targeted or 
if he was ambushed because he wore 
the uniform. Law enforcement will do 
everything in their power to find and 
apprehend the murderous outlaw. 

Chief Greenwood dedicated 30 years 
of his life to the law. I knew Clint when 
I worked as a judge in Houston, Texas. 
He was a prosecutor. He was a defense 
lawyer. He worked for the sheriff’s de-
partment, and now more recently as a 
member of the constable’s office. He 
was of strong character and a proud 
Texas lawman. 

Texas prays for Chief Greenwood’s 
family and the Harris County, Texas, 
constable’s office. Our men and women 
who wear the badge are the best we 
have. They protect and serve our com-
munities. Chief Greenwood’s life may 
be gone, but his memory serves as a re-
minder of all those who give their lives 
for the thin blue line. Back the blue, 
Mr. Speaker. Back the blue. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

ELECTRIC UTILITY TRANSMISSION 
LINES IN NATIONAL FORESTS 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
I am pleased to announce the Electric 
Reliability and Forest Protection Act 
of 2017, cosponsored by my colleague 
Representative SCHRADER of Wash-
ington. 

Thousands of miles of electric utility 
transmission lines run through our na-
tional forests, key infrastructure that 
literally keeps the lights on across the 
West. Unfortunately, existing Forest 
Service rules hinder effective removal 
of hazardous trees and safe manage-
ment of transmission rights-of-way. In 
too many cases, the inability to ad-
dress hazards in a timely fashion re-
sults in blackouts, damaged infrastruc-
ture, and even forest fires, something 
we have too much of in the West, as 
you know. This all could be prevented 
if electric utilities were allowed to re-
move the dangers in a timely fashion. 

This bill will reform that broken sys-
tem by streamlining the process for 
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utilities to receive Forest Service ap-
proval for long-term transmission 
maintenance plans, allowing them to 
take immediate action to remove haz-
ardous trees as soon as they are identi-
fied, before they cause a fire. 

This is a widely supported rule by 
rural communities, rural electric co-
operatives, and many others. It is a 
good bipartisan effort. Let’s get it 
done. 

f 

THE SMITH FAMILY ACHIEVED 
THE AMERICAN DREAM 
THROUGH HARD WORK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BERGMAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the 
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX) is recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the majority leader. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, last month I 
had the privilege of meeting Lisa and 
Chad Smith and their charming son 
Jamil during a visit to Newland, North 
Carolina, in the Fifth District. 

The Smiths are the proprietors of 
Forage Soaps, which began in 2014 with 
a $50 purchase of supplies and a trip to 
the Avery County Farmers Market to 
sell their first batch of wild-crafted 
soaps made in their kitchen. Wild- 
crafted refers to plants collected from 
their natural or indigenous habitat. 
The Smiths handpicked these 
botanicals fresh from the trail with 
minimal environmental impact to en-
sure long-term sustainability. 

Well, that first batch turned into a 
second batch and a third batch, and so 
on. As they continued to make soap, 
they bought better equipment and in-
vested in larger orders of supplies. 
Word spread about their soap, and be-
fore they knew it, the Smiths were re-
ceiving invitations to attend craft and 
artisan shows. They were invited to put 
their soap in several local galleries, 
and it wasn’t long before they were fill-
ing their first wholesale order. 

Today their business includes a retail 
location that also functions as their 
studio as well as several small satellite 
locations and an online store. Chad 
works for Mountain Electric Coopera-
tive full time, and Lisa has a master’s 
degree in organic chemistry and biol-
ogy. She has been making soap for 
more than 20 years. 

The Smiths adopted Jamil when he 
was 18 months old. They were told he 
would never be able to speak and may 
never be able to walk. Today he does 
both and is attending school and thriv-
ing with their loving care. He even 
helps out with the business, where he 
loves to mix oils and wild-craft herbs. 
Their older children help with deliv-
eries and during special events, while 
their grandchildren like to come on 
weekends to help stock shelves and run 
the cash register. It is truly a family 
affair. 

Lisa likes to say she and Chad built 
their business one bar of soap at a 
time. They didn’t take out business 
loans or expect to be an overnight suc-

cess. Instead, they started small and 
grew a little bit at a time, working 
long, hard hours, and eventually rein-
vesting in their business. 

The Smiths are living proof that one 
can achieve the American Dream 
through hard work. It is an honor to 
represent them in Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. GAETZ). 

THE FLORIDA EVERGLADES 

Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding. 

I rise to speak on an issue important 
to so many Floridians, and that is the 
Florida Everglades. The Everglades are 
Florida. They are as iconic as the Blue 
Angels, the space shuttle, and even the 
orange. No one in Florida is unaffected 
by the fate of the Everglades. This is 
why I join my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle in encouraging President 
Trump to remain focused on Ever-
glades restoration. 

Congress has invested in these 
projects before, and the Everglades 
ecosystem is improving as a result. But 
there is debate about how to proceed. 
In short, the question is: Should the 
government buy more Everglades land? 

I say no. Forty-two percent of the 
land in south Florida is already owned 
by the government. We should get the 
government out of the real estate busi-
ness, not deeper into it. 

Instead of a land buy, we must finish 
the Comprehensive Everglades Res-
toration Plan. Since 2000, this plan has 
enjoyed bipartisan support. Taxpayer 
dollars go toward important environ-
mental work. The plan respects private 
property rights, doesn’t harm agricul-
tural communities who play a critical 
role in Florida’s economies, and ad-
vances the cause of restoration. 

Florida’s Everglades are a national 
treasure. We can’t afford to lose them. 
Finishing the Comprehensive Ever-
glades Restoration Plan will ensure 
that our river of grass will be around 
for generations to come. 

Mr. Speaker, I take particular pride 
in thanking both Congressmen ROO-
NEYs from my State for their out-
standing leadership. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

b 1945 

CONFIRMATION OF NEIL GORSUCH 
TO THE SUPREME COURT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to come to the floor this 
evening to coanchor the Congressional 
Black Caucus hour about the present 
nominee to the Supreme Court, Neil 
Gorsuch. 

I am very pleased that my good 
friend from Texas, Representative 
SHEILA JACKSON LEE, a distinguished 

member of the Judiciary Committee, 
has agreed to coanchor this hour with 
me. 

Mr. Speaker, I am chair of the work-
ing group for the Congressional Black 
Caucus that looks at nominees for Fed-
eral courts. So, I have buried myself in 
the record of Neil Gorsuch and wrote 
the testimony that we submitted to 
the Senate. 

What I will do is speak for a few min-
utes generally about the nominee, and 
then I will go to my good friend from 
Texas. I am very pleased that another 
good friend, Mr. DON PAYNE, Jr., is here 
from the State of New Jersey, and we 
will hear from him as well. 

Now, just as the Congress has been 
polarized so has the court been polar-
ized, if you look at the liberal and con-
servative blocks in that way. But, of 
course, since the death of Supreme 
Court Justice Antonin Scalia, there 
has been a 4–4 split. Justice Anthony 
Kennedy, who is still a Member of the 
Court is not always a predictable con-
servative, though he tends to vote with 
the conservatives. 

What has happened in the Senate is 
entirely predictable, at least today. In 
an unprecedented move, the Senate re-
fused to hear from or even meet the 
nominee of President Obama. There 
was almost a full year, yet the Senate 
refused to take up that nominee. 

What happened today was not pay-
back. If you listened to the testimony, 
you would see that there are good rea-
sons why the Senate Democrats today 
decided to filibuster Judge Gorsuch. 

I want to begin because I am speak-
ing for the Congressional Black Caucus 
with his views as they affect African- 
Americans and, by definition, others 
who depend upon the antidiscrimina-
tion laws and the Constitution of the 
United States. 

There is more than enough in the 
record on race related matters from 
Judge Gorsuch’s 10th Circuit service to 
oppose his nomination. But let me 
focus for a moment on his pre-court 
service, which seems to have predicted 
what he would do in the court of ap-
peals. 

He was a principal deputy to the 
principal who had jurisdiction over the 
Civil Rights Division. We have to pay 
attention to the fact that the inspector 
general, during Judge Gorsuch’s time 
in the Justice Department, found that 
the Civil Rights Division, where he had 
some oversight, had been politicized in 
order to stifle civil rights enforcement. 
As you might imagine, the Congres-
sional Black Caucus had to pay atten-
tion to that finding by a neutral inves-
tigator. 

We also are very concerned about 
how Gorsuch is a Justice Department 
Official treated a Georgia election law. 
As we know, election laws from the 
South—of course, there has been a his-
toric decision that has made the Vot-
ing Rights Act far less effective than it 
was—but certainly during most of the 
time of the Act, Southern states had to 
go through the Justice Department to 
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see if the laws in southern States, that 
had kept African-Americans from vot-
ing for reasons of race, to see if newly 
enacted laws affecting voting rights, in 
fact, discriminated against African- 
Americans and others or not. 

A Georgia election law was found by 
the Civil Rights Division to be dis-
criminatory. Judge Gorsuch was part 
of the team that overturned the Civil 
Rights Division. That was, of course, 
challenged in the courts. And the rul-
ing of the Justice Department that pre- 
cleared the law—that said it was all 
right to go ahead with this law that 
the Civil Rights Division had found dis-
criminated against Blacks—the court 
overturned that finding of the Justice 
Department. 

It used quite pregnant language. The 
District Court said that the Georgia 
election law was reminiscent of Jim 
Crow laws. Those words have special 
meaning in our history—and I speak 
not here about African-Americans 
alone. But if you have found yourself in 
the minority on any issue—it could be 
a First Amendment issue, it could be a 
criminal justice issue—you want a 
court that will protect your rights, not 
only the rights of the majority. 

But this nominee has shown a hos-
tility to litigation in the courts that 
have been the primary ways we have 
vindicated constitutional rights and 
the rights of minorities of every kind. 
In a telling op-ed, this nominee, Mr. 
Gorsuch, said: ‘‘American liberals have 
become addicted to the courtroom, re-
lying on judges and lawyers rather 
than elected leaders and the ballot box, 
as the primary means of effecting their 
social agenda.’’ 

What? What else was there? The ma-
jority had enforced laws against the 
minority—in this case, African-Ameri-
cans. He conceded that Brown v. Board 
of Education the school desegregation 
decision. But he went on to say that 
liberals should ‘‘kick their addiction’’ 
to constitutional litigation. This is a 
man who wants to get on the Court 
whose most important mission is con-
stitutional litigation. 

I submit to you that even the Justice 
who epitomized conservatism, Justice 
Scalia, never showed hostility coming 
to Court to vindicate the rights of peo-
ple who felt themselves to be offended. 
So in that respect, I think it is clear 
that—and this is a very important re-
spect—Judge Gorsuch is more conserv-
ative than Justice Scalia was on the 
Court. 

Nothing could be more concerning 
than a Justice who says: Look, the pre-
ferred way to vindicate your rights is 
the political process. 

Who would disagree with that? 
It is the failure of the political proc-

ess that sends people to the court. 
It shows, it seems to me, little appre-

ciation for the Bill of Rights itself. The 
entire Bill of Rights is about the rights 
of the minority. And again, the word 
‘‘minority’’ means any of us could be in 
that minority at any given point. You 
could be in that minority when it 

comes to religious rights. You could be 
in that minority because of a search 
and seizure case. You could be in that 
minority because of a free speech case. 
And, yes, you could be in that minority 
because you are part of a classic minor-
ity group. 

That is why the 13th, 14th, and 15th 
Amendments were added to the Bill of 
Rights. The Framers, of course, shared 
Gorsuch’s preference for the political 
process. A Constitution is a, small D, 
democratic document. But they cre-
ated a separation of powers govern-
ment knowing full well that 
majoritarian democracy sometimes 
treads on the rights of minorities. That 
is why we have the Supreme Court of 
the United States which Mr. Gorsuch 
seeks a seat. 

Mr. Speaker, before I go on to discuss 
some cases, I yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey, (Mr. PAYNE), my 
good friend from New Jersey’s 10th 
Congressional District. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s leadership through-
out the years on many of these issues. 

Mr. Speaker, confirmation of Judge 
Gorsuch to the Supreme Court would 
be detrimental to the interests of 
working Americans, particularly Afri-
can-Americans and other vulnerable 
communities. 

Just as President Trump’s agenda 
prioritizes special interests, Judge 
Gorsuch’s record shows that he favors 
powerful interests and businesses over 
regular people. His hostility to class 
action lawsuits would threaten protec-
tions for workers, especially African- 
Americans and other minorities. 

What is particularly of concern to me 
is Gorsuch’s opinion in what is known 
as the ‘‘frozen trucker’’ case. Gorsuch 
ruled against an African-American 
truck driver who, after breaking down 
in freezing weather, ignored his super-
visor by unhitching the broken trailer 
from his truck and driving away in 
search of assistance. 

In freezing cold weather, the truck 
driver is nearly freezing to death. He 
has a truck that won’t work with fro-
zen brakes. They are telling him to 
move—to use the truck and drive away. 
If he takes his truck with frozen 
brakes, the harm potentially to other 
citizens is great. An 18-wheeler truck 
with no brakes, that doesn’t seem log-
ical. 

Gorsuch believed that the employee 
should have followed the orders, even 
though the driver’s life was at risk. 
Gorsuch was the sole vote against the 
driver, who was put in the position of 
having to choose between freezing to 
death, driving an unsafe vehicle and 
endangering the lives of others, or 
unhitching his trailer and seeking help. 

b 2000 

Judge Gorsuch’s record is also trou-
bling when it comes to issues around 
police accountability. Gorsuch believes 
in granting police qualified immunity, 
which protects law enforcement from 

being held liable for any excessive use 
of force. Now, this is deeply concerning 
given the widespread use of excessive 
force against African Americans by po-
lice and the increasing number of po-
lice shooting deaths of unarmed Afri-
can Americans. 

This is particularly concerning to 
me. I come from Newark, New Jersey, 
and the police department is being 
overseen by a Federal monitor fol-
lowing a 2014 review that determined 
officers repeatedly violated citizens’ 
civil rights. 

Additionally, Gorsuch’s record on 
civil rights is deeply troubling. The Na-
tional Bar Association, our Nation’s 
oldest and largest national association 
of predominantly African-American 
lawyers and judges, notes that Gorsuch 
has shown a strong tendency to be bi-
ased in favor of powerful corporate in-
terests and unapologetically biased 
against workers and victims of civil 
and human rights violations. 

The confirmation of Gorsuch would 
threaten the protections and the rights 
of African Americans. Gorsuch is in 
lockstep with the President, favoring 
the wealthy over ordinary Americans. 
This is why I oppose his confirmation. 

Even those who disagree that 
Gorsuch would bring a biased view to 
the Court should see the necessity in 
delaying consideration of Gorsuch, 
given the ongoing controversy over the 
Trump-Russia connection. It is inap-
propriate to rush forward with a life-
time appointment made by a President 
who is under investigation by the FBI 
and trapped in scandal. The Senate 
should delay consideration of Gorsuch 
until an independent commission in-
vestigates Russia’s election inter-
ference and any ties between Trump 
and Russia. 

Let me just say that Judge Gorsuch 
has put on a very good show in front of 
the Senate, seeming to be very con-
fident and thoughtful, but never really 
answering a lot of the questions that 
were asked of him. 

We feel that this jurist should not sit 
on the highest court in the land be-
cause of the bias that he has shown 
against working people and regular 
citizens in this country. Justice is sup-
posed to be blind, but it seems that 
this jurist has a bias against the Amer-
ican working class person, the normal 
Joe, the minority looking for an equal 
break, and to have him sit on the high-
est court in the land would be a grave, 
grave mistake. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PAYNE) for those cogent remarks. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PAYNE) for his very careful scru-
tiny of Judge Gorsuch and for partici-
pating with us tonight. 

It gives me great privilege to join 
with the distinguished Congresswoman 
from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON) to be able to really articulate 
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what is at stake with the potential for 
Gorsuch to be the ninth member of the 
United States Supreme Court. 

As I do that, allow me to offer a per-
sonal note of sympathy to my home-
town, to the Constable’s Office, in the 
shooting and death of Chief Clinton 
Greenwood, to his family for his tragic 
death, and to acknowledge the service 
that he has given in many, many ways 
as a law enforcement officer and attor-
ney committed to the implementation 
of the law. My sympathy goes to his 
family and to his colleagues. 

I also want to acknowledge the trag-
edy in Russia and the loss of life, which 
indicates how close all of us are around 
the world and that we should be com-
mitted to the fight against terrorism, 
wherever it may be. 

If I might, I applaud the Democratic 
Senators, in this instance, in the other 
body to express my appreciation for 
taking a fight that many would be crit-
ical of. Now, that fight I don’t put in 
the context of politics or partisanship. 
I have not heard one Senator who is op-
posing Judge Gorsuch and is not sup-
porting or participating in the fili-
buster mention one word about the po-
litical elections or the process that oc-
curred in 2016. 

I have heard truly deliberative anal-
ysis that I think is important to re-
count, Congresswoman NORTON. I am 
delighted with the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia and the dis-
tinguished leadership that the gentle-
woman gives us as the chair of the Ju-
dicial Nominating Committee for the 
Congressional Black Caucus, a position 
that the gentlewoman has served ably 
for years and has resulted in some out-
standing jurists because of her leader-
ship that the Congressional Black Cau-
cus has been able to advocate for. 

During the tenure of President 
Barack Obama, as the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia worked 
very closely on his nominees, distin-
guished jurists have been placed on the 
Federal bench and in the Supreme 
Court to no one’s complaint. In addi-
tion, President Obama followed pro-
tocol and consulted with Members of 
the other party in the United States 
Senate. 

Unfortunately, we are now ending 
this process with the nomination of 
Judge Gorsuch by the President of the 
United States, this President who an-
nounced it as a campaign trick by 
issuing a list of individuals that he had 
not vetted but had been given by those 
who were bartering: This is a list, and 
you will have our support in the elec-
tion. 

My fear is that that is not the con-
text in which distinguished jurists 
should be appointed to the Supreme 
Court. There is no doubt that this was 
bait for voters to be able to fall in the 
column of this particular individual 
who now holds the office. 

So no criticism should go to my col-
leagues in the other body who realize 
that this is about life-or-death mat-
ters. This is about the millions of 

Americans who will suffer at the hands 
of Judge Gorsuch on the United States 
Supreme Court. I am more convinced 
now. 

I am grateful for their debate be-
cause, as they have debated in a very 
detailed, passionate manner, I hope 
that they have been able to provide 
light and education to Americans who 
may be watching and trying to under-
stand the ‘‘no’’ vote and the ‘‘yes’’ 
vote, the filibuster, that it is not in 
any way anyone’s political desire to 
not have the Supreme Court working 
on behalf of the American people, ad-
hering to the high calling and ultimate 
judgment of the Supreme Court, which 
is to recognize settled law and to be 
able to respect the rights of all Ameri-
cans and not skew this Court to the 
point that some Americans will be left 
out in the hall of justice. 

Why should my friends in the other 
body who have taken this courageous 
stand yield to false criticism and pon-
tificating and grandstanding about 
they have never seen this before, the 
other persons who have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
have never seen this before, this is out-
rageous, a qualified individual. 

I have no angst against the person. 
He has ascended to the Tenth Circuit 
Court of Appeals. He has colleagues 
who respect him. He showed himself re-
spectful before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee; in fact, some called him 
charming and engaging. Again, I make 
mention of the fact that this is about 
life and death. 

So let me put in the context a very 
important statement made by Amanda 
Bronstad in the National Law Journal 
article, February 28, 2017: ‘‘Neil 
Gorsuch ‘Piercingly Textual’ and Often 
Pro-Defense on Class Actions and Arbi-
tration.’’ 

‘‘According to a careful review of 
Gorsuch’s decisions, his textualist ap-
proach, more than ideology, is the 
common theme of his opinions on class 
actions, arbitration, and mass torts. 
And yet, though some of his decisions 
have favored plaintiffs, Gorsuch’s care-
ful judicial reasoning and parsing of 
statutory language has more often led 
him to side with the defense,’’ leaving 
most others out in the cold. 

In addition, Judge Gorsuch has a dis-
dain for those who seek to redress their 
civil rights and other remedies of law. 

In a 2015 article published in the con-
servative National Review, these are 
his words: 

‘‘American liberals have been ad-
dicted to the courtroom, relying on 
judges and lawyers rather than elected 
leaders and the ballot box, as the pri-
mary means of effecting their social 
agenda on everything from gay mar-
riage to assisted suicide to the use of 
vouchers for private school education. 

‘‘This overweening addiction to the 
courtroom as the place to debate social 
policy is bad for the country and bad 
for the judiciary.’’ 

Well, Judge Gorsuch, let me tell you 
a thing or two. I grew up in a seg-
regated America. At my birth, African 

Americans were treated unequally in 
terms of education as well as accom-
modations, as well as the right to vote. 
We couldn’t even march in some places 
in the Deep South without being shot 
at, losing our lives, being hosed at, and 
dogs making sure that our young kids 
were intimidated and even bitten. 

Maybe he fails to remember the four 
little girls in the 16th Street Baptist 
Church in Birmingham, called the 
bombing in Birmingham, in 1963. 
Maybe he fails to remember the trag-
edy of the Edmond Pettus Bridge or 
Jimmie Lee Jackson shot dead in the 
streets of Selma. Or maybe he doesn’t 
understand Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation, Roe v. Wade, Miranda v. Ari-
zona, Gideon v. Wainwright, New York 
Times v. Sullivan, Obergefell v. 
Hodges, and Shelby County v. Holder. 
These cases are dealing with issues 
such as the right to vote, the right to 
an equal education, the Fourth Amend-
ment interpretation of the right to be 
protected from unreasonable search 
and seizure, and the First Amendment 
right to freedom of the press. 

b 2015 

Maybe he doesn’t understand that 
these cases have brought to America 
the image and the recognition of jus-
tice. It doesn’t seem that he has that 
interpretation. 

So I just want to read another inter-
pretation of his record by the Leader-
ship Conference on Civil and Human 
Rights. 

‘‘Judge Gorsuch’s decade-long record 
on the Federal bench, as well as his 
writings, speeches, and activities 
throughout his career, demonstrate he 
is a judge with an agenda.’’ 

What a frightening proposition, that 
he goes to the Supreme Court, having 
given the impression that he is just an 
open book, genuinely concerned. 

‘‘His frequent dissents and concur-
rences show he is out of the main 
stream of legal thought and unwilling 
to accept the constructs of binding 
precedent and stare decisis when they 
dictate results he disfavors.’’ 

Stare decisis is something that we 
learned in law school, but that is a 
very appropriate and important basis 
of decisions. 

‘‘If confirmed to the Supreme Court, 
which is closely divided on many crit-
ical issues, Judge Gorsuch would tip 
the balance in a direction that would 
undermine many of our core rights and 
legal protections. He lacks the impar-
tiality and independence the American 
people expect and deserve from the 
Federal bench.’’ 

Let me make one or two other points 
that I think are so very important. I 
hope to put my entire statement into 
the RECORD, and we will be engaging, 
and I know that my colleague will have 
further comments, but I want to make 
sure that we point back to those who 
are criticizing a very courageous 
stance because they are taking the 
stance, my friends in the other body, in 
the backdrop of all these accolades and 
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how genuine and charming he is. I have 
said that before. 

But he is going against the backdrop 
of protocol—no engagement with the 
Democratic Senators, no adherence to 
the President, when he was President- 
elect, who pledged to the Nation that 
he would be the President of all Ameri-
cans—because it rings hollow to tens of 
millions of Americans. 

My colleague from New Jersey men-
tioned the truck driver story. It was a 
2–1 decision. He was dissenting. No per-
son with common sense and knowledge 
of the law would reject the under-
standing that this individual acted not 
against the instructions of his em-
ployer in leaving a truck that—by the 
way, the cargo area of the truck—noth-
ing was violated, no product was taken, 
with bad brakes, and in jeopardy of his 
life, if he had left the cargo portion of 
the truck and tried to drive away on 
this frozen night, after waiting 3 hours 
in a cabin where he was freezing to 
death, he would have died. 

Yet Judge Gorsuch did not think that 
was important enough to rule in favor 
of this African-American who had a 2– 
1 decision. He thought that the em-
ployer could fire him; and there was no 
factual basis for that, that he did 
something when it was a balmy day, 
and he just went off recklessly because 
he didn’t want to be bothered or he was 
tired or he was hungry. That was not 
the case. 

That is cruel, Judge Gorsuch. Your 
conservative ideology and professed ju-
dicial philosophy of original intent has 
harmed many. 

He is not an unbiased judge. At best, 
he is a younger, more charming version 
of Judge Robert Bork, who was re-
jected 58–42 by the Senate in 1987. So he 
has a history of ruling against people 
who have used the legal system to hold 
government officials accountable. 

The gentleman who was fired was 
fired, I think, 7 years ago, and has not 
been able to find a job yet. 

By the way, the truck’s heater didn’t 
work. 

His words were—Judge Gorsuch dis-
sented and said the employee should 
have followed orders, even at the risk 
of serious injury. 

In NLRB v. Community Health Serv-
ices, Judge Gorsuch again dissented 
from a majority opinion that found in 
favor of employees, where a hospital 
was required to award back pay to 13 
employees whose hours had been re-
duced, in violation of the National 
Labor Relations Act. 

As the ranking member on the Sub-
committee on Crime, Terrorism, Home-
land Security and Investigations, we 
are trying to find the right kind of bal-
ance between police and community. 
But Judge Gorsuch has ruled that there 
is no reason to give police any punish-
ment, such as the case when an indi-
vidual used a stun gun and the victim 
died. 

Judge Gorsuch’s judicial record on 
police accountability minimized the 
Fourth Amendment protections 
against warrantless search and seizure. 

I will continue my discussions of 
Judge Gorsuch. I will come back again 
and finish my comments on issues deal-
ing with, again, civil rights and the 
rights of women. 

I am delighted to cohost and coman-
age this hour dealing with the nomina-
tion of Judge Gorsuch. 

Ms. NORTON. I thank my friend for 
her comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I was the chair, before I 
came to Congress, in another life, of 
the Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission, dealing with job discrimi-
nation in our country. I was interested, 
in my own research on Judge Gorsuch 
to find that he has written more opin-
ions in discrimination cases than other 
cases. 

Now, the Rocky Mountain States of 
the Tenth Circuit do not have large 
numbers of African Americans, but the 
way in which the Supreme Court has 
interpreted antidiscrimination laws 
doesn’t, in fact, basically differ from 
one group. 

The EEOC also has jurisdiction over 
disability discrimination. For example, 
the Court has always indicated that 
anti-discrimination laws should be read 
broadly in order to capture discrimina-
tion. Whether we are talking about the 
antidiscrimination laws as they affect 
women or racial or ethnic minorities or 
religious minorities, the Supreme 
Court simply will not read these laws 
narrowly. 

But that is not how Judge Gorsuch 
has operated on the Tenth Circuit. He 
has given a cramped interpretation of 
the antidiscrimination laws, and yet it 
is interesting to note that, when there 
is a claim of discrimination based on 
religion, he gives a very broad interpre-
tation. 

He is perhaps best known for his 
opinion in the so-called Hobby Lobby 
case. This is the case in which he found 
that a closely held corporation was 
within its rights when it refused to 
adopt the Affordable Health Care Act’s 
mandate that women and men be 
granted contraceptive protection as a 
part of health insurance. Judge 
Gorsuch found that this was a viola-
tion of the rights of the closely held 
corporation, the first time there has 
been such a holding. 

It is very interesting also to note 
that right after that, there was a case 
called Little Sisters of the Poor. Now, 
the Little Sisters of the Poor, unlike 
the closely held corporation, is, in fact, 
a religious organization, and they too 
said they do not wish to have contra-
ception be a part of any of the institu-
tions that they govern. 

Remember, we had a religious organi-
zation there, not a closely held cor-
poration. The Court found that, to ac-
commodate both women and the reli-
gious scruples of the Little Sisters, the 
Little Sisters had only to acknowledge 
that they did not desire to enforce the 
contraceptive mandate, and then it 
would be taken away from them and 
would be done by a third party, by the 
government. That was allowed as a 

way to accommodate the Little Sis-
ters. Judge Gorsuch opposed that and 
wrote an opposing opinion. 

So to see this difference in the way 
he treats discrimination, reading anti-
discrimination statutes affecting mi-
norities of every kind in a narrow fash-
ion; when he finds religious discrimina-
tion by statute, he reads those statutes 
very broadly. 

His technical rulings are of statutes 
that the Supreme Court has broadly in-
terpreted, would have made these stat-
utes worthless. You simply cannot en-
force antidiscrimination statutes by 
treating them as though they were 
technical statutes that, for example, 
govern financial dealings. And yet this 
nominee has brought that kind of in-
terpretation of antidiscrimination 
statutes. 

I was shocked at his holding in 
Hwang v. Kansas State University, 
which illustrates what I am saying. 
There, a professor brought a case be-
cause her university had refused to fol-
low the guidance of the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission. She 
was entitled to a 6-month leave to ac-
commodate her condition. This is a 
statute involving disability rights. She 
took that 6-month leave and asked to 
have it extended until a day certain, 
not indefinitely, to recover further 
from cancer and a bone marrow trans-
plant. 

Now, the EEOC guidance said that an 
additional leave beyond 6 months was 
possible as an accommodation to an 
employee unless there was an undue 
hardship. There was no undue hardship. 

But this nominee, Judge Gorsuch, 
found that the ‘‘6 months was more 
than enough to comply with the law in 
nearly every case’’—yes, in nearly 
every case—but the EEOC guidance 
said that there obviously could be ex-
tensions. I can think of no case that 
would call for more of an extension 
than a professor who said: I will come 
back on a date certain, but I have a 
cancer diagnosis, and I have had a bone 
marrow transplant. 

I hope that that case would give 
some pause to anyone who hears about 
it. The nominee has been quite con-
sistent in how he has ruled in the 
Tenth Circuit, which gives every rea-
son to believe that he is going to carry 
that consistency to the Supreme Court. 

I was very interested to see how he 
ruled on a Planned Parenthood case 
where the Governor of Utah had seen 
these notorious false videos that pur-
ported to show the sale of fetal tissue. 

b 2030 
Now, those videos—every court that 

has considered those videos have found 
that they had nothing to do with 
Planned Parenthood and what it actu-
ally did. So this matter has been liti-
gated in a number of circuits. It was 
litigated in the 10th Circuit in a case 
called Planned Parenthood Association 
of Utah v. Herbert; and the 10th Circuit 
found, as the other circuits have, that 
these videos were not, in fact, associ-
ated with Planned Parenthood—the 
false videos that surfaced. 
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Interestingly, the court, on rehear-

ing, which Judge Gorsuch had sought, 
characterized his dissenting opinion as 
‘‘mischaracterization of this litigation 
and the panel opinion at several 
turns.’’ 

Here again, we see Judge Gorsuch 
going out of his way to rule in a fash-
ion that he sees as necessary to sustain 
his broad views of religious claims. I 
am trying to give you an overview of 
Judge Gorsuch’s opinions in a number 
of different areas, and I am mystified 
by how he would reach the conclusions 
he has reached in discrimination cases. 

Here is one that is very revealing: 
A.F. ex rel Christine B. v. Espanola 
Public Schools, where a student was 
found by Judge Gorsuch not to be able 
to sue for violation of the Americans 
with Disabilities Act because she had 
earlier settled a suit for violations of 
another act, the so-called IDEA Act. 

Well, she has a right under both laws. 
She would have obviously raised per-
haps different claims, but his view was 
that she should not be in court. This 
closing of the courts must be taken se-
riously in evaluating Judge Gorsuch. 
Because if you can’t get into court in 
the first place, particularly if you are a 
member of a minority group, or for the 
moment find yourself in the minority 
on a particular issue, then you are out 
of court before you are in court. You 
have lost before you cross the thresh-
old. 

I can’t imagine why Judge Gorsuch 
didn’t allow a student to continue 
when she had, in frustration, left her 
school because of violations of her dis-
ability rights. That frustration, as far 
as he was concerned, closed the court-
house door to her. 

Why would we want to interpret dis-
crimination laws in a fashion that you 
can’t get into court to make your case? 

A particularly cruel case, Compass 
Environmental v. OSHRC, a case where 
Gorsuch wrote the dissent, involved a 
worker who was electrocuted and died 
as a result. The corporation had 
trained its workers. This worker hap-
pened to be hired after the training had 
taken place; therefore, was not aware 
of all of the safeguards. 

The Occupational Safety and Health 
Review Commission found that the 
electrocution of the worker could have 
been avoided if the corporation, Com-
pass Environmental, had provided the 
necessary training. So it cited Compass 
and it fined Compass. Gorsuch dis-
sented. He found that the company had 
not violated the law. The company 
hadn’t provided the requisite training. 
The man was electrocuted, and it is 
very instructive what Judge Gorsuch 
said: 

‘‘Administrative agencies enjoy remark-
able powers in our legal order. Their inter-
pretations of ambiguous statutes control 
even when everyone thinks Congress really 
meant something else.’’ 

He didn’t like the administrative rul-
ing, so he dissented and would have 
ruled against the family of a man who 
was electrocuted. 

That is not a man I want on the Su-
preme Court. This is not a man who 
knows how to interpret the discrimina-
tion statutes which have always been 
interpreted broadly by the Federal 
courts. This is not a man who should 
sit on the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE), my good friend who is co-
anchoring this hour with me, who 
would like to say a few words. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for again ar-
ticulating the really egregious opin-
ions, judicial approach, and tempera-
ment of Judge Gorsuch. 

I will conclude my remarks with a 
focus on the issues of women’s rights 
as well as some cases dealing with im-
migration. 

Immigration, Mr. Speaker, is a cru-
cial issue that we are addressing now. 
In fact, I will cite an incident that hap-
pened in our district—or in my district 
or in my community just a few days 
ago, which means, as we proceed, there 
may be a number of cases coming to 
the Federal courts and the district 
court because I think, as my colleague 
has indicated—both of us have indi-
cated—that the courts are for peti-
tioning. That is what the courts are 
for. 

It seems that Judge Gorsuch wants 
to slam the door. And this is a—how 
should I say it—a metaphor. It is not a 
precise comment by the judge, but an-
noyed that people have to come and 
use the courts. As he has indicated, mi-
norities and women and others want to 
use the court for their social agenda. 

And for fear of being redundant, I feel 
moved—my passion is so strong be-
cause, Judge Gorsuch: Have you 
walked at any moment in your life in 
my shoes as a woman and as a minor-
ity? 

Have you walked in the shoes of the 
little children who made the plaintiffs 
of Brown v. Board of Education of To-
peka? 

Were you in any way discriminated 
against with respect to education? 

Have you ever been a victim of stop 
and frisk? 

Have you ever been incarcerated for 
something you did not do? 

Have you ever been a woman who had 
been subjected to sexual harassment or 
discrimination? 

Do you understand the purpose of 
title VII? 

Do you understand the value of af-
firmative action both in policy and in 
law? 

Just a few weeks ago we got an effec-
tive and important decision on affirma-
tive action out of this Supreme Court, 
in a court that is 4–4. 

I don’t think that is the case. And I 
just, again, want to take this as I cite 
these cases. I just want to, again, cite 
Amanda Bronstad, that some of his de-
cisions may have favored one or two 
plaintiffs. I am not going to deny that. 
But Gorsuch’s careful judicial rea-

soning and parsing of statutory lan-
guage has more than often led him to 
side with the defense. 

That is not the role of a Supreme 
Court Justice. It is not to side with 
anyone. It is to have the view on the 
basis of the appeal within the context 
of precedence and others how a deci-
sion should be rendered. 

So these are Judge Gorsuch’s deci-
sions: 

In Strickland v. UPS, Gorsuch dis-
sented from a ruling giving a female 
UPS driver a chance to prove sex dis-
crimination, arguing that the plaintiff 
had not provided evidence that she was 
treated less favorably than her male 
colleagues, even though in the docu-
ments submitted in the lower court, 
her coworkers testified and gave writ-
ten testimony detailing the level of 
mistreatment they witnessed her re-
ceiving while employed by UPS. 

In Hwang v. Kansas State University 
involved a professor employed by Kan-
sas State University who was diag-
nosed with cancer, and after treat-
ments, requested an extension of her 
disability—another woman—due to a 
flu outbreak on campus which could 
potentially compromise her health. 
And Judge Gorsuch talked about 
‘‘showing up’’ as an essential job func-
tion, and that the Rehabilitation Act 
should not be used as a safety net for 
employees who cannot work. I think 
her request was an extension, not a for-
ever. 

Two women, among others, that he 
found no reason to be supportive of. He 
could not find no legal precedent, noth-
ing that would give him the ability to 
make a decision that was within the 
law and humane, even though he was in 
the dissent. 

And then in Planned Parenthood As-
sociation of Utah v. Herbert, the Gov-
ernor of that State, again, he dissented 
against the court’s majority, impact-
ing women’s health, to decline a full 
court review of the case—the court’s 
majority decision to decline a full 
court review of the case, in which Gov-
ernor Herbert of Utah stripped Federal 
funding away from Planned Parent-
hood. Neither party requested a full 
court review; however, Judge Gorsuch 
decided to deviate from court practices 
and norms to signal his favor of Gov-
ernor Herbert’s decision. 

Other women—he continues to show 
hostility toward women’s rights and 
his willingness to overlook institutions 
that discriminate against women. His 
record indicates that. 

Let me finish with this comment on 
immigration—and if I might, Mr. 
Speaker, how much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNN). The gentlewoman has 2 minutes 
remaining. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let 
me finish quickly and let my colleague 
from the District of Columbia close. 

Let me indicate an immigration case, 
and he voted to affirm the district’s 
court granting of summary judgment 
which blocked a title VII national ori-
gin discrimination case from going to 
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trial, despite evidence of animus, un-
lawful reverification and document 
abuse by the employer. 

Mr. Speaker, as a senior member of the 
House Committee on the Judiciary, Ranking 
Member of the Judiciary Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security, and In-
vestigations, and member of the Congres-
sional Voting Rights Caucus, I rise today to 
express my views regarding the nomination of 
Judge Neil Gorsuch to be Associate Justice of 
the Supreme Court. 

The Supreme Court is the highest court in 
the land and the final arbiter of our Constitu-
tion and laws, and its rulings can impact the 
lives and rights of all Americans as shown in 
the cases of Brown v. Board of Education, 
Roe v. Wade; Miranda v. Arizona; Gideon v. 
Wainwright; New York Times v. Sullivan; 
Obergefell v. Hodges; and Shelby County v. 
Holder, to name but a few. 

Judge Gorsuch is a judge with an agenda, 
as demonstrated by his record on the federal 
bench, as well as his writings, speeches, and 
activities throughout his career. 

Judge Gorsuch’s frequent dissents and con-
currences show he is out of the mainstream of 
legal thought and unwilling to accept the con-
structs of binding precedent and stare decisis 
when they dictate results he disfavors. 

Judge Gorsuch’s appointment to the Court 
would tip the balance in a direction that would 
undermine many of the core rights and legal 
protections Americans cherish. 

For the reasons I will discuss in detail, the 
Senate should reject his nomination and not 
consent to his confirmation as the next Asso-
ciate Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court. 

On Election Night the President-Elect 
pledged to the nation that he would be a 
president to all Americans. 

That pledge will ring hollow to tens of mil-
lions of Americans in light of his nomination of 
Judge Neil M. Gorsuch to be an Associate 
Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Perhaps nothing would do more to reassure 
the American people that the President is 
committed to unifying the nation than the nom-
ination and appointment of a person to be As-
sociate Justice who has a record of cham-
pioning and protecting, rather than opposing 
and undermining, the precious right to vote; 
the constitutionally guaranteed right of privacy, 
criminal justice reform, and support for reform 
of the nation’s immigration system so that it is 
fair and humane. 

That is not to be found in the record or 
character of Judge Gorsuch. 

It should not be forgotten that the vacancy 
at issue was created in February 2016 by the 
death of Justice Antonin Scalia and should 
have been filled by the confirmation of the 
eminently qualified Judge Merrick Garland, 
Chief Judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the D.C. Circuit. 

In fact, the only reason Judge Garland is 
not now on the Court is because Republican 
Senators disregarded a century of precedent 
and their constitutional oaths and refused to 
consider the nomination because it was made 
by President Obama. 

Judge Gorsuch’s conservative ideology and 
professed judicial philosophy of ‘‘original in-
tent,’’ which more accurately should be called 
the doctrine of predetermined result, has been 
at the core of his prior legal decisions. 

He is not an unbiased judge; at best, he is 
a younger, more charming version of Judge 

Robert Bork, who was rejected 58–42 by the 
Senate in 1987. 

Unlike his predecessors, Presidents Obama, 
Clinton, Reagan, Eisenhower among them, the 
current President did not consult in advance 
with the bipartisan leadership of the Senate 
and its Judiciary Committee. 

Instead, the President selected Judge 
Gorsuch from the list of names provided him 
by the right-wing legal group, the Federalists 
Society. 

Judge Gorsuch’s adherence to originalism is 
alarming and should raise concerns for all 
Americans because on a narrowly divided 
Court, his could be the deciding vote to dis-
mantle many of the constitutional safeguards 
and protections upheld by the Court that have 
moved the country forward and made it better. 

Judge Gorsuch has a history of ruling 
against people who have used the legal sys-
tem to hold government officials accountable. 

He has also used the bench to rule in favor 
of large corporations routinely and against the 
rights of workers. 

He has been lenient on those that have 
used excessive force and police brutality. 

His record demonstrates hostility towards 
equal opportunity, worker’s rights, women’s 
access to reproductive healthcare services, 
and protections for persons with disabilities. 

For example, in TransAm Trucking, Inc. v. 
Administrative Review Board, the majority held 
that a trucking company unlawfully fired an 
employee in violation of federal whistleblower 
protections. 

The employee, Alphonse Maddin, was a 
truck driver whose brakes broke down in the 
middle of a freezing January night in Illinois. 

The truck heater didn’t work either, and he 
got so cold that he couldn’t feel his feet or 
torso, and he had trouble breathing. 

Nonetheless, his boss ordered him to wait in 
the truck until a repairperson arrived. 

After waiting for three hours, Mr. Maddin fi-
nally drove off in the truck and left the trailer 
behind, in search of assistance. 

His employer fired him a week later for vio-
lating company policy by abandoning his load 
while under dispatch. 

The panel majority said the firing was un-
lawful, but Judge Gorsuch dissented and said 
the employee should have followed orders 
even at the risk of serious injury. 

In NLRB v. Community Health Services, 
Inc., Judge Gorsuch again dissented from a 
majority opinion that found in favor of employ-
ees, where a hospital was required to award 
back pay to 13 employees whose hours had 
been reduced in violation of the National 
Labor Relations Act. 

Judge Gorsuch’s frequent and recurring dis-
sents in workers’ rights cases suggest a re-
fusal to follow binding case law when it leads 
to results that favor workers rather than busi-
nesses and employers. 

In Strickland v. UPS, Gorsuch dissented 
from a ruling giving a female UPS driver a 
chance to prove sex discrimination, arguing 
that the plaintiff had not provided evidence 
that she was treated less favorably than her 
male colleagues even though her coworkers 
testified and gave written testimony detailing 
the level of mistreatment they witnessed her 
receiving while employed by UPS. 

Hwang v. Kansas State University involved 
a professor employed by Kansas State Univer-
sity who was diagnosed with cancer, and after 
treatments requested an extension for her dis-

ability due to a flu outbreak on the campus, 
which could potentially compromise her health. 

Judge Gorsuch ruled that ‘‘showing up’’ for 
work is an essential job function and that the 
Rehabilitation Act should not be used as a 
safety net for employees who cannot work. 

In Planned Parenthood Association of Utah 
v. Herbert, Judge Gorsuch dissented against 
the court’s majority decision to decline a full 
court review of the case, in which, Governor 
Herbert of Utah stripped federal funding away 
from Planned Parenthood. 

Neither party requested a full court review, 
however, Judge Gorsuch desired to deviate 
from court practices and norms to signal his 
favor for Governor Herbert’s decision. 

This particular case amplifies Judge 
Gorsuch’s inability to remain impartial when 
deciding cases that may conflict with his per-
sonal beliefs. 

Throughout his tenure as a Judge, 
Gorsuch’s record indicates his hostility toward 
women’s rights and his willingness to overlook 
institutions that discriminate against women. 

Women will likely be disproportionately im-
pacted by Judge Gorsuch’s appointment to the 
United States Supreme Court and any deci-
sions related to health, labor, and reproductive 
justice. 

Judge Gorsuch’s record shows that he be-
lieves police officers always should be granted 
qualified immunity, allowing police officers and 
other government officials to avoid being held 
accountable for the excessive use of force. 

His record on police immunity aligns with 
President Trump’s belief in police impunity. 

In cases where victims of excessive force 
did not pose an imminent threat to police safe-
ty, Judge Gorsuch has a tendency to side with 
police. 

Judge Gorsuch’s judicial record on police 
accountability minimizes the Fourth Amend-
ment protections against warrantless search 
and seizure. 

In three separate cases, Gorsuch ruled in 
favor of police searches of vehicles without a 
warrant. 

As an Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, Judge Gorsuch 
would be one of the nine individuals tasked 
with one of the most critical systems of Amer-
ican democracy. 

Because of the decisions rendered by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, women 
have been granted reproductive rights, de jure 
segregation and discrimination against African- 
Americans has been abolished and their right 
to vote protected, workers have been granted 
security from exploitative labor practices; and 
marriage equality is the law of the land. 

If confirmed to a evenly divided United 
States Supreme Court, it is unlikely that Judge 
Gorsuch would have a balanced, unbiased 
view of important issues. 

Judge Gorsuch’s extreme judicial philosophy 
of original intent would likely lead him to cast 
decisive, out-of-the mainstream votes that re-
verse significant gains in the areas of police 
accountability, civil rights and liberties, wom-
en’s reproductive rights, and workers’ rights. 

Judge Gorsuch’s record in each of these 
areas should raise concerns for all Americans. 

Opposing Judge Gorsuch is not a difficult 
decision; for members of the communities rep-
resented by CBC members, it is a matter of 
survival, of life and death. 

An Associate Justice would be expected to 
be an independent jurist capable of rendering 
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judicial decisions that prevent executive over-
reach. 

No senator should vote to confirm the nomi-
nation of Judge Neil Gorsuch as Associate 
Justice if he or she has the slightest doubt 
that he possesses the character, qualities, in-
tegrity, and commitment to justice and equality 
needed for this position. 

There is so much to say about Judge 
Gorsuch, so much to say about the 
stance that is being taken by col-
leagues who are not being political, 
who are not talking about the 2016 
election, who are simply talking about 
the courthouse door being slammed in 
the face of the most vulnerable. 

I believe that this judge should not 
ascend to the United States Supreme 
Court. 

Ms. NORTON. I thank my good friend 
for helping us document why we be-
lieve this is not the time for this Jus-
tice to be on the Supreme Court. 

We recognize that it is not the House 
of Representatives that decides this 
matter, but the Congressional Black 
Caucus represents 17 million Ameri-
cans who will be deeply affected by who 
sits on this Court. I appreciate that we 
have had this full hour to express our 
views. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of 
delayed by weather. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, April 4, 2017, at 10 a.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

953. A letter from the Assistant Director 
for Legislative Affairs, Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, transmitting the Bu-
reau’s Consumer Response Annual Report, 
pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 5493(b)(3)(C); Public 
Law 111-203, Sec. 1013(b)(3)(C); (124 Stat. 1969); 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

954. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations; Taze-
well County, IL [Docket No.: FEMA-2016- 
0002] received March 28, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

955. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations; Ot-

sego County, New York [Docket No.: FEMA- 
2016-0002] received March 28, 2017, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

956. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Financial Institutions Examination Council, 
transmitting the Council’s 2016 Annual Re-
port to Congress, pursuant to Sec. 1006(f) of 
the Financial Regulatory and Interest Rate 
Control Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3305); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

957. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final NUREG — Reactor Pressure Vessel 
Internals [Section 3.9.5] received March 30, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

958. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Requirements to Submit Prior Notice of Im-
ported Food; Technical Amendments [Dock-
et No.: FDA-2017-N-0011] received March 31, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

959. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 73.202(b), 
Table of Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations 
(Mullin, Texas) [MB Docket No.: 16-362] (RM- 
11776) received March 30, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

960. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final NUREG — Control Rod Drive Systems 
[Section 3.9.4] received March 30, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

961. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final evaluation of vendor submittal — Safe-
ty Evaluation by the Office of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulation License Renewal Appendix A 
for ‘‘BWRVIP-241: BWR Vessel and Internals 
Project, Probabilistic Fracture Mechanics 
Evaluation for the Boiling Water Reactor 
Nozzle-to-Vessel Shell Welds and Nozzle 
Blend RADII’’, and ‘‘BWRVIP-108NP: BWR 
Vessel and Internals Project, Technical Basis 
for the Reduction of Inspection Require-
ments for the Boiling Water Reactor Nozzle- 
to-Vessel Shell Welds and Nozzle Blend’’ 
[Project No. 704] received March 30, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

962. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final NUREG — Dynamic Testing and Anal-
ysis of Systems, Structures, and Components 
[Section 3.9.2] received March 30, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

963. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final NUREG — Functional Design, Quali-
fication, and Inservice Testing Programs for 
Pumps, Valves, and Dynamic Restraints 
[Section 3.9.6] received March 30, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

964. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Export Administration, Bureau 

of Industry and Security, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Removal of Certain Persons 
from the Entity List [Docket No.: 170103009- 
7300-02] (RIN: 0694-AH28) received March 30, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

965. A letter from the General Counsel, Ad-
ministrative Conference of the United 
States, transmitting the Conference’s FY 
2016 No FEAR Act report, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law 107-174, 203(a) 
(as amended by Public Law 109-435, Sec. 
604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

966. A letter from the Director, Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity and Inclusion, Farm 
Credit Administration, transmitting the Ad-
ministration’s FY 2016 No FEAR Act report, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law 
107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public Law 109- 
435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

967. A letter from the Director, Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity and Inclusion, Farm 
Credit System Insurance Corporation, trans-
mitting the Corporation’s FY 2016 No FEAR 
Act report, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; 
Public Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by 
Public Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 
3242); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

968. A letter from the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s FY 2016 No FEAR Act report, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law 107- 
174, 203(a) (as amended by Public Law 109-435, 
Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

969. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Equal Employment Opportunity Programs, 
National Archives and Records Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s FY 
2016 No FEAR Act report, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law 107-174, 203(a) 
(as amended by Public Law 109-435, Sec. 
604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

970. A letter from the Acting Assistant At-
torney General, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s FY 2016 No FEAR Act report, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public Law 
107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public Law 109- 
435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

971. A letter from the Acting OEEO Direc-
tor, Securities and Exchange Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s FY 2016 No 
FEAR Act report, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 
note; Public Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended 
by Public Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 
3242); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

972. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Affairs and Public Relations, U.S. 
Trade and Development Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s FY 2016, No FEAR Act re-
port, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 2301 note; Public 
Law 107-174, 203(a) (as amended by Public 
Law 109-435, Sec. 604(f)); (120 Stat. 3242); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

[Omitted from the Record of 3/30/2017] 
Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-

ciary. H.R. 732. A bill to limit donations 
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made pursuant to settlement agreements to 
which the United States is a party, and for 
other purposes, with an amendment (Rept. 
115–72). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

[Submitted March 31, 2017] 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. House Resolution 184. Resolution of 
inquiry requesting the President and direct-
ing the Attorney General to transmit, re-
spectively, certain documents to the House 
of Representatives relating to communica-
tions with the government of Russia, with an 
amendment; adversely (Rept. 115–74). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar. 

[Submitted April 3, 2017] 

Mr. BUCK: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 240. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1343) to direct the 
Securities and Exchange Commission to re-
vise its rules so as to increase the threshold 
amount for requiring issuers to provide cer-
tain disclosures relating to compensatory 
benefit plans (Rept. 115–75). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BYRNE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 241. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1304) to amend the 
Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974, the Public Health Service Act, and 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude 
from the definition of health insurance cov-
erage certain medical stop-loss insurance ob-
tained by certain plan sponsors of group 
health plans (Rept. 115–76). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BUCK: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 242. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1219) to amend the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 to expand 
the investor limitation for qualifying ven-
ture capital funds under an exemption from 
the definition of an investment company, 
and providing for proceedings during the pe-
riod from April 7, 2017, through April 24, 2017 
(Rept. 115–77). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself, 
Mr. WALDEN, and Mr. HIGGINS of Lou-
isiana): 

H.R. 1848. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro-
gram on the use of medical scribes in Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs medical centers; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. TROTT: 
H.R. 1849. A bill to amend the Fair Debt 

Collection Practices Act to exclude law 
firms and licensed attorneys who are en-
gaged in activities related to legal pro-
ceedings from the definition of a debt col-
lector, to amend the Consumer Financial 
Protection Act of 2010 to prevent the Bureau 
of Consumer Financial Protection from exer-
cising supervisory or enforcement authority 
with respect to attorneys when undertaking 
certain actions related to legal proceedings, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. AMASH (for himself, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. 
HUIZENGA, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. BERGMAN, 
Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. TROTT, 
Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. CON-
YERS, and Mr. UPTON): 

H.R. 1850. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 

907 Fourth Avenue in Lake Odessa, Michi-
gan, as the ‘‘Donna Sauers Besko Post Of-
fice’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 
H.R. 1851. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Homeland Security to develop and imple-
ment a fully automated electronic system 
for travel authorization for the Guam and 
Northern Mariana Islands visa waiver pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on Homeland Security, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CORREA (for himself, Mr. 
O’HALLERAN, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. TITUS, Mr. FOSTER, 
Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. KIHUEN, Mrs. 
TORRES, Mr. TED LIEU of California, 
Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. BASS, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. HUFFMAN, 
and Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER): 

H.R. 1852. A bill to require the White House 
and each agency to provide an official 
website in Spanish, Chinese, Tagalog, and 
Vietnamese, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 
H.R. 1853. A bill to authorize the Attorney 

General, in consultation with the Director of 
the National Institute of Mental Health, to 
carry out a pilot program in correctional fa-
cilities in order to provide mental health 
services and other social services to eligible 
individuals, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia (for 
himself and Mr. RYAN of Ohio): 

H.R. 1854. A bill to require the use of pre-
scription drug monitoring programs and to 
facilitate information sharing among States; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. JONES (for himself and Mr. 
MASSIE): 

H.R. 1855. A bill to repeal the authoriza-
tions for office space, office expenses, frank-
ing and printing privileges, and staff for 
former Speakers of the House of Representa-
tives; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. 

By Mr. LYNCH: 
H.R. 1856. A bill to amend title 28, United 

States Code, with respect to certain tort 
claims arising out of the criminal mis-
conduct of confidential informants, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. LYNCH (for himself and Mr. 
CUMMINGS): 

H.R. 1857. A bill to require Federal law en-
forcement agencies to report to Congress se-
rious crimes, authorized as well as unauthor-
ized, committed by their confidential in-
formants; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. MARINO (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. EVANS, 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 

SHUSTER, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. DENT, Mr. 
SMUCKER, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and Mr. 
MURPHY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 1858. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
4514 Williamson Trail in Liberty, Pennsyl-
vania, as the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Ryan Scott 
Ostrom Post Office‘‘; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. MARINO: 
H.R. 1859. A bill to amend the Intermodal 

Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 
1991 to designate a portion of United States 
Route 15 in Pennsylvania as part of the 
Interstate System, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. MEEKS: 
H.R. 1860. A bill to ensure fairness in the 

recoupment of certain Federal disaster as-
sistance, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. RENACCI (for himself, Mr. PAS-
CRELL, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. KIND, Mr. MAC-
ARTHUR, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. STIVERS, 
Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. KINZINGER, 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 
KNIGHT, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. JOYCE of 
Ohio, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. STEFANIK, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. ROE 
of Tennessee, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. SIRES, 
Mr. VALADAO, Mrs. MURPHY of Flor-
ida, Mr. SOTO, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. KIL-
MER, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. KING of 
New York, Mr. WELCH, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, 
Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. RICHMOND, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. NADLER, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, 
Mr. BYRNE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. TURNER, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. BISHOP 
of Utah, Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. VARGAS, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. CLAY, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. STEWART, Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. SMITH of 
Texas, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. HOLDING, 
Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. TIBERI, 
Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. ISSA, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
WALKER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
MARINO, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. HUNTER, 
Mr. COOK, Mr. YODER, and Mr. BRAT): 

H.R. 1861. A bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal in honor of Lawrence Eugene 
‘‘Larry’’ Doby in recognition of his achieve-
ments and contributions to American major 
league athletics, civil rights, and the Armed 
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Forces during World War II; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mrs. ROBY: 
H.R. 1862. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to expand the scope of certain 
definitions pertaining to unlawful sexual 
conduct, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself 
and Mr. ENGEL): 

H.R. 1863. A bill to designate the area be-
tween the intersections of Wisconsin Avenue, 
Northwest and Davis Street, Northwest and 
Wisconsin Avenue, Northwest and Edmunds 
Street, Northwest in Washington, District of 
Columbia, as ‘‘Boris Nemtsov Plaza’’, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself and 
Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER): 

H.R. 1864. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
allow local educational agencies to use Fed-
eral funds for programs and activities that 
address chronic absenteeism; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. WAGNER (for herself, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. ROYCE of California, 
Mrs. ROBY, Mr. KINZINGER, and Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas): 

H.R. 1865. A bill to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to clarify that section 230 of 
such Act does not prohibit the enforcement 
against providers and users of interactive 
computer services of Federal and State 
criminal and civil law relating to sexual ex-
ploitation of children or sex trafficking, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. WEBER of Texas: 
H.R. 1866. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to disallow certain bio-
diesel and alternative fuel tax credits for 
fuels derived from animal fats; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 1867. A bill to amend the Alaska Na-

tive Claims Settlement Act to provide for 
equitable allotment of land to Alaska Native 
veterans; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona (for him-
self and Mr. ROYCE of California): 

H.J. Res. 93. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to protect the rights of crime 
victims; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. SMITH 
of New Jersey, Ms. BASS, and Mr. 
ELLISON): 

H. Res. 239. A resolution supporting ongo-
ing efforts by the United States Government, 
in concert with the United Nations and the 
donor community, to respond to drought and 
food insecurity in the Horn of Africa; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself and Mr. 
STIVERS): 

H. Res. 243. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of ‘‘Financial Literacy 
Month’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. GAETZ (for himself, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. TENNEY, and Mr. HASTINGS): 

H. Res. 244. A resolution expressing support 
for Japan to end its whaling in all forms and 
to strengthen measures to conserve whale 
populations; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and in addition to the Committee on 

Natural Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GARRETT (for himself, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. BRAT, and Mr. 
TAYLOR): 

H. Res. 245. A resolution expressing support 
for designation of April 23 as ‘‘Barbara Johns 
Day’’ to highlight the important role Ms. 
Barbara Rose Johns (Powell) played in the 
Civil Rights Movement, in Brown v. Board of 
Education and the desegregation of schools, 
and her role in the history of the United 
States and the lives of United States citi-
zens; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

16. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of South Da-
kota, relative to House Concurrent Resolu-
tion No. 1014, expressing the strongest sup-
port for, and unity with, the State of Israel 
and recognizing Jerusalem, as Israel’s undi-
vided capital; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

17. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Nevada, relative to Senate Joint 
Resolution No. 2, ratifying the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that equality of 
rights under the law shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any 
state on account of sex; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

18. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to House 
Joint Resolution No. 2, requesting the Con-
gress of the United States call a convention 
of the states to propose amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

19. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to Senate 
Joint Resolution No. 2, requesting the Con-
gress to enact legislation requiring revenues 
received by the federal government from 
wind and solar energy developments on lands 
of the United States be shared equally with 
the state in which those developments are 
located; jointly to the Committees on Nat-
ural Resources and Agriculture. 

20. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming, relative to House 
Joint Resolution No. 8, urging Congress to 
ensure that the federal government upholds 
the federal trust responsibility to provide for 
the health care needs of American Indians by 
continuing access to adequate Medicaid re-
sources with one hundred percent (100%) fed-
eral coverage; jointly to the Committees on 
Natural Resources and Energy and Com-
merce. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 
H.R. 1848. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 

By Mr. TROTT: 
H.R. 1849. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. AMASH: 
H.R. 1850. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 states: ‘‘The 

Congress shall have Power . . . To establish 
Post Offices and post Roads.’’ 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 
H.R. 1851. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted Congress under Article IV, Section 3 
of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. CORREA: 
H.R. 1852. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
(1) The U.S. Constitution including Article 

1, Section 8. 
By Mr. CROWLEY: 

H.R. 1853. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia: 
H.R. 1854. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 1855. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 5, and Article I, Section 

8 
By Mr. LYNCH: 

H.R. 1856. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. LYNCH: 
H.R. 1857. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. MARINO: 
H.R. 1858. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have Power to . . . establish Post 
Offices and Post Roads.’’ 

By Mr. MARINO: 
H.R. 1859. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution 
By Mr. MEEKS: 

H.R. 1860. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Necessary and proper clause, Article 1, 

Section 8, Clause 18 of the Constitution 
By Mr. RENACCI: 

H.R. 1861. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18, to make all 

laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing powers 

By Mrs. ROBY: 
H.R. 1862. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States 
By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 

H.R. 1863. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 
H.R. 1864. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8: To make all Laws 

which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mrs. WAGNER: 
H.R. 1865. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Amendment XIII of the Constitution, 

which states that ‘‘Section 1. Neither slavery 
nor involuntary servitude, except as a pun-
ishment for crime whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States, or any place subject to 
their jurisdiction. Section 2. Congress shall 
have power to enforce this article by appro-
priate legislation.’’ 

Amendment XIV of the Constitution, 
which states that ‘‘nor shall any State de-
prive any person of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law; nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal pro-
tection of the laws.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution, which states ‘‘To regulate com-
merce with foreign nations, and among the 
several states, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

By Mr. WEBER of Texas: 
H.R. 1866. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Aticle I, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress 

shalls have Power to lay and collect Taxas, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common defence 
and general Welfare of the United State; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 1867. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona: 
H.J. Res. 93. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article V: ‘‘The Congress, whenever two 

thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec-
essary, shall propose Amendments to this 
Constitution’’ 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 19: Mr. FASO. 
H.R. 24: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 31: Mr. OLSON. 
H.R. 36: Mr. ARRINGTON and Mr. COLLINS of 

New York. 
H.R. 37: Mr. ARRINGTON. 
H.R. 44: Mr. PETERS and Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 60: Mr. MARSHALL and Ms. WILSON of 

Florida. 
H.R. 91: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 111: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H.R. 147: Mr. ARRINGTON. 
H.R. 198: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 253: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. 
H.R. 299: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BRADY of Penn-

sylvania, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
WALDEN, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 351: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ and Mr. MAR-
SHALL. 

H.R. 352: Mr. ARRINGTON. 
H.R. 365: Mr. BANKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 367: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. RUTHERFORD, 

and Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH. 
H.R. 390: Mr. SHERMAN. 
H.R. 392: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. COOK, Mr. 

RUTHERFORD, Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. KILMER, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

H.R. 421: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. 
H.R. 429: Mr. GALLAGHER. 
H.R. 457: Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. RYAN of 

Ohio, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. 
HIMES. 

H.R. 465: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 474: Mr. POLIQUIN. 
H.R. 477: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 
H.R. 530: Ms. JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 553: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 
H.R. 635: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 656: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 
H.R. 664: Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 669: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 
H.R. 671: Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 672: Mr. SUOZZI. 
H.R. 676: Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. CASTOR of Flor-

ida, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. PANETTA, 
Mr. BROWN of Maryland, and Mr. CARSON of 
Indiana. 

H.R. 721: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 746: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 747: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. COOK, and 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 800: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 807: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 813: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 

New Mexico. 
H.R. 820: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. HARPER, 

and Mr. RASKIN. 
H.R. 828: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER and Mrs. 

COMSTOCK. 
H.R. 846: Mr. BROWN of Maryland, Mr. ROE 

of Tennessee, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. DESJARLAIS, and Mr. GAR-
RETT. 

H.R. 849: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. LONG, Mr. HILL, Ms. 
TENNEY, Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee, Mr. 
KATKO, Mr. ROTHFUS, and Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio. 

H.R. 880: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. GUTH-
RIE, and Mr. KILMER. 

H.R. 898: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 904: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 919: Mr. NEAL. 
H.R. 930: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. ELLI-

SON, Mr. MASSIE, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Mr. PITTENGER, Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. SOTO, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
SMITH of Washington, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. WEBSTER of 
Florida, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. CLAY, Mr. PAS-
CRELL, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Ms. ADAMS, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. THOMAS J. 
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. RUSH, Mr. SERRANO, 
Ms. STEFANIK, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 
STEWART, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mrs. NOEM, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, 
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER, Mr. HASTINGS, Mrs. MURPHY of 
Florida, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. 
FASO. 

H.R. 941: Mr. BANKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 959: Mr. ENGEL and Ms. JENKINS of 

Kansas. 
H.R. 977: Mr. RASKIN. 
H.R. 986: Mr. ISSA, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 

and Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 1022: Mr. POCAN, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 

MCCOLLUM, and Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1038: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 1054: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. 

MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1057: Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. CARTER of 

Georgia, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 1072: Mr. GAETZ. 
H.R. 1099: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 1115: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 

H.R. 1116: Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. ARRINGTON, and Mr. 
DESANTIS. 

H.R. 1120: Mr. CÁRDENAS and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 1136: Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr. COSTA, Mr. 

HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr. JONES, Mr. GRIF-
FITH, Mr. BLUM, and Mr. CUELLAR. 

H.R. 1143: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 1144: Ms. JAYAPAL, 
H.R. 1148: Mrs. DAVIS of California and Mr. 

ENGEL. 
H.R. 1155: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 1175: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. SMUCKER. 
H.R. 1192: Mr. ARRINGTON. 
H.R. 1206: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 1222: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 1223: Mr. BACON and Mr. WEBSTER of 

Florida. 
H.R. 1243: Ms. NORTON and Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 1251: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 1279: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 1284: Ms. PINGREE and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 1299: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 1303: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1318: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 1326: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1334: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia and Mr. 

GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 1337: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 1361: Mr. HARPER. 
H.R. 1380: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 1384: Mr. BACON, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. 

EMMER, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota, Mr. HAR-
PER, and Ms. ROSEN. 

H.R. 1399: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1406: Mr. MEEKS. 
H.R. 1409: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 1426: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. TIPTON. 
H.R. 1438: Mr. PETERS and Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1442: Ms. NORTON and Mr. 

FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 1445: Mr. CORREA and Mr. O’ROURKE. 
H.R. 1454: Mr. PALMER and Mr. BRAT. 
H.R. 1457: Mrs. ROBY. 
H.R. 1473: Ms. PINGREE and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 1491: Mrs. TORRES, Mr. COOK, and Mr. 

MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 1494: Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. PETERS, and 

Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1496: Mr. RUIZ and Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 1552: Mr. HUNTER, Mr. LONG, Mr. 

SMITH of Missouri, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. SMUCKER, Mrs. HARTZLER, 
Mr. ROUZER, and Mr. HUDSON. 

H.R. 1563: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. LANCE, and Mr. 
DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 1569: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 1584: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 1589: Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. MATSUI and 

Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1612: Ms. JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 1626: Mr. ALLEN, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 

YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, 
and Mr. ARRINGTON. 

H.R. 1627: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. VELA, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
HUIZENGA, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 1639: Mr. RUSH and Mr. HECK. 
H.R. 1644: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia and 

Mr. GUTHRIE. 
H.R. 1661: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. 
H.R. 1672: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1676: Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. DUNCAN of 

Tennessee, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. SPEIER, 
Mr. GALLEGO, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. COHEN, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
BARR, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. ROE 
of Tennessee, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. PETER-
SON. 

H.R. 1694: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. YOHO. 
H.R. 1697: Mrs. LOVE, Mr. THOMAS J. ROO-

NEY of Florida, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. ROSS, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. BISHOP of Michi-
gan, Mr. NUNES, Mr. COFFMAN, Mrs. WAGNER, 
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Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. PERRY, Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida, Mr. HILL, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, and Ms. 
BARRAGÁN. 

H.R. 1698: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. ROE of Ten-
nessee, Mr. PALLONE, Mrs. WAGNER, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. PERRY, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mr. JOYCE of 
Ohio, Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. MAST, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. BROWN of Maryland, 
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mex-
ico, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Mr. KATKO, and Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 1701: Mrs. LOVE and Mr. BRAT. 
H.R. 1711: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. 

PRICE of North Carolina, and Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico. 

H.R. 1716: Ms. ADAMS. 
H.R. 1718: Mr. YOHO, Mr. DUNCAN of South 

Carolina, and Mr. GAETZ. 
H.R. 1721: Mr. PITTENGER and Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 1737: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 1748: Mr. ESPAILLAT and Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 1784: Mr. MOULTON. 

H.R. 1794: Mr. BERA, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. GON-
ZALEZ of Texas, Mr. SCHNEIDER, and Mr. 
COFFMAN. 

H.R. 1810: Mr. POLIS, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and Mr. HECK. 

H.R. 1828: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 1832: Mr. SUOZZI, Ms. WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ, and Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 1847: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. REED, Mr. 

KATKO, Mr. HARRIS, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. DOG-
GETT, and Ms. STEFANIK. 

H.J. Res. 33: Mr. CARBAJAL. 
H.J. Res. 51: Mr. BOST and Mr. HARRIS. 
H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. POCAN and Mr. RYAN of 

Ohio. 
H. Res. 15: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. YODER, Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas, Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. 
BROWN of Maryland, and Mr. CLEAVER. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. KIHUEN. 
H. Res. 43: Mr. GALLAGHER. 
H. Res. 92: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of Cali-

fornia. 
H. Res. 129: Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. TIP-

TON, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. JONES, Mrs. WAG-

NER, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. SINEMA, 
Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. WEB-
STER of Florida, and Mr. SESSIONS. 

H. Res. 140: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H. Res. 142: Mr. COSTA. 
H. Res. 145: Mr. SUOZZI. 
H. Res. 188: Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mr. 

PETERS, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
DELANEY, Mr. COOK, and Mr. GARRETT. 

H. Res. 214: Mr. HECK. 
H. Res. 219: Mr. COMER. 
H. Res. 220: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 

and Mrs. LAWRENCE. 
H. Res. 222: Mr. COLE. 
H. Res. 232: Mr. MESSER and Mrs. 

WALORSKI. 
H. Res. 235: Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. LAN-

GEVIN, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. VELA, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Miss RICE of New York, Mr. CORREA, Mrs. 
DEMINGS, and Ms. BARRAGÁN. 
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