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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 21, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN J. 
DUNCAN, Jr. 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. All time shall be 
equally allocated between the parties, 
and in no event shall debate continue 
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other 
than the majority and minority leaders 
and the minority whip, shall be limited 
to 5 minutes. 

f 

WORLD REFUGEE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. GUTIÉRREZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday was World Refugee Day, a day 
set aside by the United Nations to re-
flect upon those in crisis and dedicate 
ourselves to helping those we can help. 

To mark this solemn occasion, today, 
the Judiciary Committee House Repub-
licans will vote to slash refugee reset-
tlement numbers, cut back aid to those 
fleeing violence and persecution for 
their religious or political beliefs, and 

make it harder for children fleeing vio-
lence, especially those from Central 
America, from receiving asylum from 
the richest, most powerful Nation in 
the world. 

Tell me, how does that make Amer-
ica great again, Mr. Speaker? 

According to the U.N. High Commis-
sioner for Refugees, there are more 
than 65 million people—a record num-
ber today—who have been forcibly dis-
placed from their homes. More than 21 
million are refugees. Eighty-six per-
cent of the world’s refugees are now 
finding refuge in the developing world, 
with only 14 percent finding refuge in 
developed countries like the U.S. or 
European nations. 

Worldwide, more than half of all refu-
gees are children. So when anti-immi-
grant leaders, websites, and TV net-
works paint those fleeing the Middle 
East, Africa, and Asia as hardened 
jihadists, or those fleeing Central 
America as gangbangers and drug deal-
ers, remember, most of them are just 
kids—little kids. That is what we are 
talking about, fleeing their country for 
their lives. 

Mr. Speaker, America has, through-
out our history, been a beacon of hope 
to refugees fleeing religious attacks, 
facing government intolerance and per-
secution, ethnic strife, or 
unsustainable poverty. 

Beginning in the 1840s, when the po-
tato crop disappeared because of a 
blight in Ireland, the Irish people were 
left starving. Over 8 million people in 
Ireland, 3 to 4 million of them faced 
starvation. About 1 million died mostly 
of starvation and disease. 

Another 2 million came where? 
To America. 
According to a recent article in The 

Irish Times: ‘‘Panic had set in by the 
winter of 1846/47. People risked winter 
voyages across the Atlantic on unsani-
tary, unsafe ‘coffin ships.’ ’’ 

The article continues: ‘‘People were 
placed in quarantine stations, or held 
onboard ships docked at ports.’’ 

‘‘Refugees experienced violent and 
racist reactions. Liverpool, Glasgow’’ 
. . . ‘‘Montreal, Boston, New York, and 
Philadelphia sought unsuccessfully to 
restrict entry’’ of the Irish. 

A lot of this sounds familiar to me 
today when we discuss the Muslim ban 
that the courts have blocked and which 
motivated thousands of Americans to 
go to airports to demand that the 
United States honor its visas and honor 
its commitment to refugees, or as the 
House Judiciary Committee meets 
today, to punish children for fleeing for 
their lives. 

Roughly 32 million Americans trace 
their roots to Ireland. That is about 10 
percent of the U.S. population. And 
let’s be clear, the British rulers over 
Ireland were not sending what they 
consider their best people. They were 
poor, they were uneducated, and U.S. 
politicians at the time said that they 
were sending rapists, murderers, and 
drunks, even as some, they assumed, 
were good people. 

They were from a religion that 
threatened the United States. They 
were Catholics who were as foreign to 
American Protestants, in some re-
gards, as Muslims are today. 

But who can imagine America with-
out the Irish today? 

You look down the list of generals, 
Presidents, Members of Congress, and 
every aspect of American society 
today, and we can all say, to some de-
gree, we are Irish. 

As House Republicans vote today to 
pass bills to keep out the wretched 
refuse of your teeming shores, as we 
pass laws to pull up the drawbridge and 
put a big ‘‘Do Not Enter’’ sign on the 
Statue of Liberty, I hope my Repub-
lican colleagues who can trace roots 
back to someone who came across the 
water and risked everything and bet 
their lives on the United States, I hope 
all of us will reflect on those ancestors 
as we deliberate laws and how we 
would have kept so many of them out. 
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His Holiness Pope Francis, who we 

all remember just spoke steps away 
from where I am at right now, re-
minded us to always follow the Golden 
Rule in all our deliberations. Pope 
Francis said just this past Sunday that 
the nations of the world should con-
tinue to welcome refugees; and each of 
us, as individuals, can learn a lot by 
meeting with, speaking with, and 
breaking bread with refugees. 

His Holiness said: ‘‘ . . . personal 
meetings with refugees can dissolve 
fears and distorted ideologies and be-
come paths for growth in humanity.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I hope my Republican 
colleagues have been listening, as we 
have a Speaker who is both Catholic 
and Irish, but I fear they will not. 

f 

OPIOID AND HEROIN ADDICTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. BOST) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, prescription 
opioids and heroin addiction are rav-
aging our Nation, causing heartache 
and pain for millions of American fam-
ilies, and destroying our communities. 
This is no secret. 

In my own home State of Illinois, 
opioids contribute to nearly 1,200 over-
dose deaths in 2016. Heroin played a 
role in those deaths of another 1,000 
people, many of whom started with 
prescription drugs. 

According to the Illinois Department 
of Public Health, more people die from 
opioid drug overdose than from homi-
cide and motor vehicle accidents. 

These aren’t just numbers or statis-
tics. The people battling addiction are 
moms and dads and neighbors and stu-
dents. Addiction doesn’t care about 
your race, your gender, your income, 
your political leanings. It is an issue 
that affects everyone because it im-
pacts every community and every per-
son we love. 

Congress took an important step last 
year in passing the Comprehensive Ad-
diction and Recovery Act. This bipar-
tisan legislation, which was signed into 
law, created a coordinated and bal-
anced strategy for communities to 
tackle issues regarding prescription 
and opioid abuse in their communities. 

Just last month, Congress voted to 
fund programs designed to prevent and 
treat opioid and heroin use. But the 
real leaders of this effort will be citi-
zens in our local community. Many 
local police departments now offer 
drug drop boxes. Parents, especially, 
are on the front line of this issue and 
are responsible to educate our children 
about the dangers of prescription medi-
cation. 

If you see someone struggling with 
addiction, please encourage them to 
speak to their local drug and alcohol 
commissioners. 

Completely ending addiction nation-
wide may not be possible, but together 
we can save lives and begin to put hope 
back in our communities. 

DO THE RIGHT THING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, when 
someone keeps something secret, it is 
often because it is embarrassing or 
negative or damaging or 
unsupportable. 

Mr. Speaker, over in the Senate, 
Leader MCCONNELL and some of these 
Republican Senators are doing just 
that: crafting a healthcare repeal bill 
in secret because they know what it 
contains would deeply embarrass any-
one who supports it openly. 

They know it is going to be a hard 
sell to convince even their own Repub-
lican colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to get 
behind a bill that even President 
Trump called mean. That was the 
House American Health Care Act to 
which he was referring. He called it 
mean for the harm it does to Ameri-
cans. 

They know it is going to be difficult 
in the Senate to convince Senators to 
support a bill that raises healthcare 
costs for working families and kicks 
millions of Americans off their cov-
erage, including those who are covered 
by their employers; a bill that makes 
millions of individuals with preexisting 
conditions uninsurable and reinstitutes 
annual and lifetime limits; a bill that 
imposes an age tax on those between 
ages 50 and 64, increasing premium 
costs by as much as 800 percent; a bill 
that forces States to cut benefits and 
kick millions of people off Medicaid, 
whether it is next year, in 3 years, or in 
7 years, those times that are to try to 
get by elections so that perhaps people 
will not be held accountable for voting 
for such draconian legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, such a bill ought to be 
very embarrassing indeed, which is 
why Senator MCCONNELL, I believe, and 
his allies don’t want anyone to see it 
until they are asked to vote on it. 

We have a similar problem, of course, 
in the House. 

Whatever happened to transparency, 
to openness, to reading the bills, to 
posting it for all to see in advance? 
Where are all those people who wanted 
everybody to read the bills and see the 
bills? Where are they today in demand-
ing that bills be fully and thoroughly 
vetted, read, heard, and voted on? 

It is no wonder even Republican Sen-
ators who haven’t seen the bill are get-
ting angry with their leader and those 
drafting it in secrecy. 

Republican Senator RON JOHNSON 
said last week, Mr. Speaker: ‘‘I want to 
know exactly what is going to be in the 
Senate bill. I don’t know it yet.’’ And 
then he concluded: ‘‘It is not a good 
process.’’ 

And Senator MARCO RUBIO said: ‘‘The 
Senate is not a place where you can 
just cook up something behind closed 
doors and rush it for a vote.’’ 

But, Mr. Speaker, what we hear is ex-
actly what is happening, cooking it up 
in secret and rushing it for a vote. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, they are not the 
only ones who want to know what is in 

this bill. Millions of Americans are 
deeply worried about its contents. 

Last week, I sat down with two cou-
rageous Americans who shared their 
personal healthcare stories with me. I 
want to thank them for doing so, and I 
want to share their stories today. 
Their names are Ola Ojewumi and 
Megan Foley. 

Ola lives with a preexisting condi-
tion. As a young child, she received a 
heart and kidney transplant. She is 
also a cancer survivor. She is a young 
woman. She told me about how the Af-
fordable Care Act saved her life. She 
was able to access affordable coverage 
because of the ban on denying coverage 
to those with preexisting conditions. 
Ola also told me how frightened she is 
that these protections could be taken 
away for her under the Senate’s secret 
TrumpCare bill. 

If it is enacted, Ola and others with 
preexisting conditions may not be able 
to access the coverage needed to keep 
them alive and healthy, or they may 
simply not be able to afford it. 

When I spoke with Megan Foley, she 
shared her courageous story of strug-
gling with mental illness and addic-
tion. She told me how she overcame 
her addiction. Despite her recovery, be-
fore the Affordable Care Act came into 
effect, she was denied coverage again 
and again because her addiction was 
considered a preexisting condition. 
Those were difficult months, cutting 
back on expenses and accruing debt 
just to pay for her medication until the 
Affordable Care Act kicked in and al-
lowed for Megan to obtain coverage. 

b 1015 
But she made it, and now, the law 

protects Megan and millions and mil-
lions of others like her struggling with 
addiction who were given a second 
chance. 

At a time when this country is 
plagued, Mr. Speaker, with an unprece-
dented opioid addiction crisis, the Re-
publican repeal bill is an insult to cou-
rageous Americans for whom recovery 
is a lifelong process and access to care 
is essential. They, and so many Ameri-
cans, are now living with uncertainty 
and fear for their future. 

Mr. Speaker, I will be sharing my 
interviews with Ola and Megan on so-
cial media, and I encourage all Mem-
bers of this House to sit down with 
their constituents and listen to their 
stories and hear about their concerns. 

Americans deserve to know what is 
in the Senate’s secret TrumpCare bill 
and how it would impact them and 
their loved ones. Americans deserve to 
know. Senators who represent those 
Americans need to know, and they 
have not seen it yet, yet there is some 
discussion that they may have to con-
sider the bill as early as next week. 
Senators and Members of this House 
deserve to know. 

End the secrecy. Pull back the cur-
tain. Let us see what is in that bill 
that these Senators think is so embar-
rassing that it must be hidden from us 
all. 
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I will remind Republicans, both in 

the House and in the Senate, and the 
Republican President in the White 
House, that their party’s control of our 
government is complete, and they will 
be held responsible for whatever hap-
pens to our healthcare system on their 
watch. 

CBO tells us that 23 to 24 million peo-
ple, as a result of the House bill, would 
lose their insurance; the preexisting 
conditions would be put at risk; and 
over $800 billion would be cut from 
Medicare and Medicaid. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of us to listen 
to Americans, to hear how beneficial 
the Affordable Care Act has been. I 
hope they will listen to Ola. I hope 
they will listen to Megan and all those 
who are concerned for the future and 
not huddle in a secret backroom mak-
ing decisions that will negatively im-
pact millions and millions and millions 
of our fellow citizens. 

Do the right thing. Do it for Ola. Do 
it for Megan. Do it for all of our citi-
zens. 

f 

UNAUTHORIZED SPYING ON AMER-
ICANS AND 702 REAUTHORIZA-
TION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, once 
again, Americans’ privacy is under at-
tack, this time by the spying eyes of 
our own U.S. Government. And people 
across the U.S. are wondering what is 
this section 702 issue. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, section 702 is a 
provision of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act. We call it FISA. It 
permits government to monitor the 
communications of suspected foreign 
agents, including terrorists, and to find 
out, in that communication, if that 
foreign agent wants to hurt us. 

However, sometimes these individ-
uals under surveillance communicate 
with American citizens, and this sur-
veillance allows the conversations of 
ordinary citizens to be recorded, and 
that includes text messages, emails, 
and the conversation itself. 

But what many Americans don’t re-
alize is these secret communications 
are not destroyed by the intelligence 
agencies. They are kept and kept for-
ever. In fact, the government stores 
this data, and often goes back into that 
data and searches it, without a war-
rant, in violation of the Fourth 
Amendment of the Constitution, for in-
formation on American citizens. 

What we do with the foreign agents, 
hey, it is okay. But government then 
takes that information they have 
seized on Americans and then goes 
back and looks through it without a 
real warrant. That includes the IRS, 
the FBI. And they get the NSA to give 
those conversations on Americans, un-
related to the conversation with the 
terrorist, and they use that informa-
tion to maybe prosecute them for some 
unrelated offense years later. Usually, 

this subsequent search is for reasons 
wholly unrelated to the original collec-
tion. 

Essentially, the government uses this 
procedure to spy on Americans who 
may have done no wrong, and the 
search is not based on probable cause, 
not based on a real warrant from a real 
judge. 

The National Security Agency is de-
signed to keep a close watch on terror-
ists and foreign agents, not Americans. 
NSA surveillance is supposed to keep 
us safe from those foreign agents who 
wish to do us harm. 

But before the Federal Government 
decides to invade the privacy of Ameri-
cans, they should obtain a real war-
rant. Under current law, FISA courts, 
those are secret courts that operate in 
secret and issue secret warrants—I 
have got a whole issue problem with se-
cret courts in this country anyway, 
based upon the history of the Star 
Chamber in England. 

However, those secret courts allow 
government to search and collect that 
data, and the FISA courts almost al-
ways grant the requested warrant on 
the foreign agent. 

Our Founders feared that a govern-
ment powerful enough to commit un-
reasonable searches and seizures on 
Americans should be closely watched. 
That is why they crafted the Fourth 
Amendment, to protect our right to 
privacy. As a former judge, I heard 
issues on the Fourth Amendment every 
day. And let me read it again, espe-
cially for those folks in NSA. 

‘‘The right of the people to be secure 
in their persons, houses, papers, ef-
fects’’—that would be conversations— 
‘‘against unreasonable searches and 
seizures, shall not be violated; and no 
warrants shall issue, but upon probable 
cause, supported by oath or affirma-
tion, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized.’’ 

That applies to the NSA. If they can 
get a warrant from a real judge based 
on probable cause to search that data 
on Americans, go for it. But they can’t. 
They just seize the information and pe-
ruse it later and get information on 
Americans and then prosecute them. 

This kind of reverse targeting on 
Americans is not what Congress in-
tended under 702 of the FISA author-
ization bill. Technology may change, 
but our Constitution never changes, 
and spying on Americans just has to 
stop. 

Americans should not be forced to 
sacrifice liberty and constitutional 
rights for security, especially for over-
reaching Federal bureaucrats. 

Regardless of the result surrounding 
the alleged incidental capture of cam-
paign officials’ conversations, the 
American public must realize the im-
plications of this little provision called 
702. Reverse targeting of Americans 
without a search warrant based on the 
Fourth Amendment has got to stop. 
Can’t do it. 

But right now Congress has the abil-
ity to reform overreaching law as part 

of the larger FISA reauthorization 
process that will take place this year. 

Opponents of 702, the concept that 
you can’t spy on Americans, are wish-
ing for what they call a pure reauthor-
ization of FISA, without any new safe-
guards. They argue that these mass in-
vasions of privacy will make us safer. 

Those who preach we must sacrifice 
the Constitution on the altar of false 
security are wrong. We must never ab-
dicate our rights because the national 
spy agency, NSA, demands it. 

In fact, even a FISA court judge 
found that NSA analysts had been col-
lecting searches that violate the proce-
dures under FISA ‘‘with much greater 
frequency than had previously been 
disclosed to the court’’. The FISA 
court called this a very serious Fourth 
Amendment issue. 

Well, no kidding. It is a violation of 
current law, but the NSA violates cur-
rent law and spies on Americans. 

After these findings were released 
and NSA was caught, the NSA pledged 
to stop the warrantless surveillance of 
Americans. But, Mr. Speaker, their 
promise is useless. 

FISA and 702 must be fixed by insert-
ing the specific language that prohibits 
reverse targeting on Americans with-
out a valid search warrant. If govern-
ment wants information on Americans, 
get a warrant. 

Without clear and specific language, 
our intelligence agencies will continue 
these unconstitutional searches, even 
if they promise to end their procedure. 

But we can’t trust the NSA not to 
spy on Americans, so Congress needs to 
have an open debate on the spying of 
Americans and not reauthorize the 
FISA procedure unless we make sure 
that the American right of privacy is 
protected. Congressional action must 
be taken on this issue. 

It is time to end spying on Ameri-
cans. If you want to spy on an Amer-
ican, get a real warrant from the 
Fourth Amendment. Continue that sur-
veillance of foreign nationals. That is a 
different issue. But you can’t do both. 
You must protect the American right 
of privacy. 

Congress has that obligation because 
that is our job to enforce the Fourth 
Amendment right of privacy. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

CONTINUE PRAYING FOR THE VIC-
TIMS OF THE SHOOTING IN AL-
EXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, before I start, I just want to 
ask America to continue praying for 
our good friend, STEVE SCALISE, who 
was injured last week in the horrific 
targeting of Republican members of 
the congressional baseball team over in 
Alexandria. I had been there moments 
before the shooting started. 

I want to ask America to continue 
praying for those in law enforcement 
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that, every day, run toward the danger 
when we are fleeing the danger, to pro-
tect us, our families, and our property; 
two brave Capitol Hill police officers 
who helped stop an active assassin last 
week, Crystal Griner and David Bailey, 
wounded in the act of fulfilling their 
role; two congressional staffers, Matt 
Mika and Zack Barth, injured on that 
baseball field, just participating in 
America’s pastime, the game of base-
ball, a charity game to raise money for 
inner city children. 

It is tough. It is tough on Members of 
Congress. It is tough on our families 
and our staffs who are all questioning 
their security. 

I just ask America to take a deep 
breath before you utter a word or write 
a Facebook post or send an email, 
make a phone call. Remember, Scrip-
ture says to take the log out of your 
own eye before you try to take the 
fleck out of someone else’s, words that 
we should remember. 

THE LONGEST DAY 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 

Speaker, the reason I came down to the 
well today is today is June 21. It is the 
summer solstice, the first day of sum-
mer. It is the longest day of the year, 
from sunup to sundown. And the Alz-
heimer’s Association has picked today, 
the longest day of the year, to recog-
nize and raise awareness toward and 
for Alzheimer’s and Brain Awareness 
Month, the month of June. 

I am wearing a purple tie today, and 
many are wearing purple in support of 
those impacted by Alzheimer’s disease; 
more than five million people cur-
rently living with Alzheimer’s disease 
in America, and it is the sixth leading 
cause of death in the U.S. These num-
bers are remarkable. 

We passed recently, in the last Con-
gress, the 21st Century Cures Act. It is 
now a law, and I pray that it will serve 
as a jump start on moving medical re-
search and development closer to find-
ing a cure for such a mysterious dis-
ease. 

You know, this is a deeply personal 
issue with me. April of 2015, I lost my 
father to Alzheimer’s. And as my fam-
ily was going through struggling with 
my father’s Alzheimer’s and dementia, 
we found out that, in many cases, it is 
the caregivers who pass before the Alz-
heimer’s patient because of the toll 
that Alzheimer’s takes on the care-
giver, hence, the name ‘‘the longest 
day.’’ For many of those caregivers, 
dealing with an Alzheimer’s loved one 
is a long day, a lot of repetition, a lot 
of forgetfulness. We see our Alz-
heimer’s loved ones doing things, say-
ing things that they never would have 
done or said in their right mind. 

Alzheimer’s is something that needs 
to be on our minds today, the longest 
day. The Alzheimer’s Association needs 
to be supported. Alzheimer’s research 
needs to be supported by Congress, by 
government at all levels so we can find 
a cure for this and end Alzheimer’s. 

Today, the longest day, I ask Amer-
ica to join me in thinking about those 

Alzheimer’s patients, those families 
and caregivers, the Alzheimer’s Asso-
ciation, and let’s end Alzheimer’s. We 
can do that. We can do that, America. 
The longest day. 

f 

b 1030 

EXPAND MENTAL HEALTH SERV-
ICES FOR THOSE EXPERIENCING 
EMOTIONAL TRAUMA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, last week’s shooting in Alex-
andria left our friend and colleague Mr. 
STEVE SCALISE badly wounded. Two 
brave U.S. Capitol Police officers and a 
young congressional staffer were also 
injured. We continue to pray for their 
quick and their full recovery. 

I know that other Members, other 
staff members, their friends, their fam-
ilies have been affected by this, too. 
Too often, after a shooting or some 
other traumatic event, we focus on 
those injuries that are physical, the 
ones we can see, while forgetting about 
those injuries we can’t see. 

I continue to practice psychology in 
the Navy at Walter Reed Hospital in 
Bethesda, where I work with veterans 
who suffer from post-traumatic stress 
disorder, or PTSD, and traumatic brain 
injury. These veterans come back from 
witnessing traumatic events while in 
combat, and some have come close to 
committing suicide. These brave men 
and women fight every day against the 
horrific images that replay in their 
minds. The wound is invisible; the 
damage is often long term. They can 
and do recover with help. 

Since last week, I have thought 
about other groups who witness trauma 
in their homes and in their neighbor-
hoods. These are the forgotten ones: 
young kids in Chicago who have be-
come desensitized to the sound of a 
gunshot or the sounds of police sirens 
throughout the night, victims of sexual 
assault on college campuses and else-
where, children who witness domestic 
abuse, and youth in foster care. 

Most youth in foster care have trau-
matic family histories and life experi-
ences, including their removal from 
the birth family, resulting in an in-
creased risk for mental health dis-
orders. A recent study published in Pe-
diatrics found that children placed in 
foster care were three to five times 
more likely to suffer from mental 
health problems such as depression and 
attention deficit disorder than children 
who were never in foster care. 

Another study revealed that PTSD 
was diagnosed 60 percent of the time in 
sexually abused children and 42 percent 
of the time in physically abused chil-
dren. A staggering 18 percent of foster 
children have never been the primary 
victim of abuse, yet they still suffer 
from PTSD probably because they wit-
nessed domestic or community vio-
lence. 

The American Academy of Pediatrics 
Healthy Foster Care America initiative 
identifies mental and behavioral health 
as the ‘‘greatest unmet health need for 
children and teens in foster care.’’ And 
since most of these kids are not receiv-
ing mental health treatment, their 
problems carry on into adulthood. 

Adults who formerly were placed in 
foster care, known as foster care alum-
ni, have disproportionately high rates 
of emotional and behavioral disorders; 
21.5 percent of foster care alumni suffer 
from PTSD compared to just 4.5 per-
cent of the general population. 

Each year more than 20,000 young 
people age out of foster care without 
being ready to live independently. Dis-
charged from care without social sup-
port or assistance, these youth are at 
higher risk for drug use and mental ill-
ness, depression, anxiety and post-trau-
matic stress, and others. Too often 
they experience higher rates of unem-
ployment, homelessness, and depend-
ence on public assistance programs. 

A lack of a comprehensive mental 
health screening of all children enter-
ing out-of-home care and the need for 
more thorough identification of youth 
with emotional and behavioral dis-
orders contribute to these dismal sta-
tistics. As well, insufficient youth ac-
cess to high-quality mental health 
services highlights our Nation’s short-
age of providers, in that half the coun-
ties in America have no psychologists, 
no psychiatrists, no clinical social 
workers, or workers who are licensed 
as substance abuse providers. 

Given the evidence from studies indi-
cating that children in care have sig-
nificant developmental, behavioral, 
and emotional problems, quality serv-
ices for these children are an essential 
societal investment. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud that the 
House yesterday took up legislation to 
address this important issue. H.R. 2847, 
the Improving Services for Older Youth 
in Foster Care Act, expands and im-
proves the John H. Chafee Independ-
ence Program, which helps current and 
former foster care youth achieve self- 
sufficiency. Specifically, the bill will 
widen the age range of foster youth 
who can receive assistance under the 
program. 

I am proud to support this bill and 
will continue to shed light on those 
who suffer from trauma, who, as a con-
sequence, suffer from either PTSD, de-
pression, or other emotional sequelae. 
These bills we voted on will continue 
to give our foster children both help 
and hope. 

f 

PROMOTING TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, this 
weekend, while meeting with Kansas 
farmers during wheat harvest, I visited 
with a family where one spouse farmed 
full time and the other worked from 
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home, an increasingly common ar-
rangement, especially in the tough 
farm economy we have today. But at 
the moment, a reliable broadband con-
nection is out of their reach. 

To keep and grow these jobs in our 
rural areas, we must make smart infra-
structure investments that connect our 
rural residents: investments that don’t 
duplicate what private enterprise has 
done, and investments that will carry 
far into the future. 

For most businesses, including agri-
business, broadband services allow 
companies to access the global elec-
tronic marketplace. For consumers, 
broadband allows people to connect via 
social media, to download apps and 
stream videos, and to manage every-
thing from a bank account to a college 
application. Beyond just access to re-
sources, building out broadband in 
rural areas increases the quality of life 
for most citizens and promotes job cre-
ation and economic development. 

As you think about infrastructure 
and technology, Mr. Speaker, and as 
the Small Business Subcommittee on 
Agriculture, Energy and Trade hears 
testimony on the topic this week, I en-
courage my colleagues to keep in mind 
the value of our small rural telecom 
providers that connect rural Americans 
with the rest of the world and make 
every effort to connect rural con-
sumers and businesses with a wide 
array of services. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will take up 
the Strengthening Career and Tech-
nical Education for the 21st Century 
Act. Education supported by career and 
technical education programs are vital 
to addressing gaps in workers’ skills 
and employee needs. Employers across 
the Nation and in my district in Kan-
sas continue to stress the need for well- 
trained workers, often citing the lack 
of workers as a key constraint for their 
own growth. 

Luckily, there are great educational 
programs in my district. I am so proud 
that many community colleges and 
technical colleges offer 2-year degrees 
in technical education that lead to 
high-paying, steady jobs across Kansas. 

About 30 FFA students recently vis-
ited me on Capitol Hill. They talked 
about their desire to enter a wide array 
of careers and trades. Their pride in 
the work they are pursuing is con-
tagious. H.R. 2353 seeks to align CTE 
programs and in-demand industries, 
while allowing local programs more 
flexibility to address the needs of local 
labor markets. 

The bill further highlights the impor-
tance of employability skills to stu-
dent access. Career and technical edu-
cation is foundationally important to 
economic growth and innovation. 
These are the jobs that sustain our 
economy. We must always keep this 
curriculum at the top of our minds as 
we look to preparing our students for 
success and our economy for stability. 

I look forward to voting in favor of 
H.R. 2353 and ask my colleagues to do 
the same. 

CONGRATULATIONS TO 
PENNSBURY HIGH SCHOOL BASE-
BALL TEAM ON WINNING STATE 
TITLE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate the 
Pennsbury High School baseball team 
on winning their first State title on 
June 16, 2017. 

After withstanding a rain delay of 
nearly 31⁄2 hours, the Pennsbury Fal-
cons triumphed over District 3 
Dallastown in the PIAA Class 6A final 
at Penn State University. Thanks to 
Nick Price’s single in the bottom of the 
seventh, the Falcons avoided extra in-
nings and emerged on top, winning the 
game 1–0. 

Pennsbury ended the season on 13 
straight wins. Their pitching staff gave 
up one run in the playoffs, and zero 
runs in the last 30 innings. Billy Bethel 
was 4–0 with 0 earned runs in 27 innings 
in the district and State playoffs. 

Mr. Speaker, it was Michael Jordan 
who said: ‘‘Talent wins games, but 
teamwork and intelligence win cham-
pionships.’’ The Pennsbury Falcons are 
something special, led by 13 seniors and 
Head Coach Joe Pesci. They should be 
extremely proud—not only for their ac-
complishments on the field, but also 
the pride that they brought to their 
families, to their school, and to the en-
tire Eighth Congressional District. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD the individual 
names of the PIAA 6A Championship 
Pennsbury High School Falcon baseball 
team. 

R.J. Huth, Jake Martell, Christian 
Buchler, Gary Minnes, Vaughn Ward, Alan 
Wolf, Josh Tesarck, Max Crawn, Bryan Nagy, 
Justin Ward, Ryan McCarty, Josh Arruda, 
Alec Wilson, Nick Price, Tommy Erickson, 
Shane Ostrowsky, Nate Derry, Ben Spadea, 
Justin Massielo, Kyle Dear, Dave Murphy, 
Billy Bethel, Tyrone Hodges Jr, Alex Ritter. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 
these young men have shown us what 
success can look like on the baseball 
field, and I am confident that they will 
succeed in all of their future endeavors, 
continuing to make all of us in Bucks 
County proud. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF WILLIAM 
CHAD MULDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. ARRINGTON) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to pay tribute to a friend and an 
American hero. 

Chief Special Warfare Operator Wil-
liam Chad Mulder was a Navy SEAL 
and a highly decorated combat veteran 
receiving, among other honors, three 
Bronze Stars with Valor. He was a 
brother; he was a husband; he was a fa-
ther; and he was a friend. William Chad 
Mulder, or ‘‘Bill,’’ as his friends knew 
him, concluded his mission here on this 
Earth June 9, 2017. 

If anybody was ever born for battle, 
it was Bill Mulder. He seemed to come 
hardwired with a soldier’s spirit. All 
who knew him felt safer on account of 
his service to our country. Bill was the 
ultimate warrior. 

Those of us who grew up with Bill in 
my hometown of Plainview, Texas, also 
knew him as the epitome of a Plain-
view Bulldog. He was tenderhearted, 
but he was tough. He was as caring as 
he was courageous, and he was as fun- 
loving as he was fearless. 

To his wife, Sydney: Thank you for 
loving Bill so well. 

To his children: His tender heart and 
his warrior spirit will live on through 
each of you. 

We are praying for all of you, and on 
behalf of Plainview High School, the 
class of 1989, and all of us who were for-
tunate enough to call Bill our friend, 
we are proud of you, Bill. You served 
with distinction and honor. 

Thank you for dedicating your life to 
keeping us safe. We will miss you, 
buddy. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 41 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SHIMKUS) at noon. 

f 

PRAYER 
Rabbi Hershel Lutch, MEOR Founda-

tion, Baltimore, Maryland, offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we pray this day for 
wisdom, humility, courage, and Your 
beneficence. 

We pray that You endow the distin-
guished Members of this House with 
the wisdom to develop legislation that 
advances the noble aims of our Nation 
and the honorable needs of her citizens. 

Lord, we pray that You grant us hu-
mility to know that we are Your sub-
jects and it is Your children for whom 
we toil. 

We pray for steadfast courage to 
champion justice with fortitude and to 
battle tyranny with vigor. 

O Lord, we pray this day that Your 
blessings of safety, success, and seren-
ity rest on each Member, staff, and se-
curity officer of this House, and we 
pray that we might make continued 
room for Your presence in our hearts 
and in the soul of our great Nation. 

Gracious God, we thank You today 
and every day for the profound gift 
that these United States represent in 
our lives. Both for those here at home 
and for people around the world, Amer-
ica stands as a beacon of hope and lead-
ership in times of challenge and con-
flict. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:24 Jun 22, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K21JN7.006 H21JNPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5002 June 21, 2017 
May God bless this House of Rep-

resentatives and may God bless the 
United States of America. 

Amen. 
f 

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 Texas (Mr. GENE 
GREEN) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas 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 

WELCOMING RABBI HERSHEL 
LUTCH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. EMMER) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

recognize my friend, Rabbi Hershel 
Lutch, and to thank him for reading 
the opening prayer here on the House 
floor today. 

Rabbi Lutch has devoted his life to 
working for the Jewish community in 
the United States and around the 
globe. 

I met Rabbi Lutch on a trip to Israel 
that he and his organization, Aish 
HaTorah, helped to coordinate. That 
special trip showed me firsthand how 
our ally in Israel fights to survive and 
thrive every day. 

In addition to his work for Aish 
HaTorah, Rabbi Lutch is the CEO of 
the MEOR Foundation, an organization 
that strives to inspire Jewish students 
on college campuses to learn more 
about their history and heritage. 

In his personal life, Rabbi Lutch is a 
husband and a father and a son. He is 
an asset to his community and our 
country, and I am pleased we could 
hear from him on the floor today. 

Thank you, Rabbi, for blessing us 
here today and for your continued dedi-
cation to the Jewish people and to peo-
ple of all faiths. It is an honor to know 
you. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each 
side of the aisle. 

f 

HONORING ELSIE FIGUEROA 
JOHNSON 

(Mr. HOLDING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of Elsie John-
son, who passed away last week at her 
Raleigh home. 

Elsie was born in Puerto Rico to Gil-
bert and Maria Figueroa, and it was 
there during World War II that she met 
her husband, Carl Johnson, a North 
Carolinian and a U.S. Navy sailor sta-
tioned at Roosevelt Roads Naval Base. 

Elsie and Carl lived the American 
Dream. Together, they started a small 
business, a motor shop, which grew 
into a franchise automobile dealership 
in New Bern, North Carolina, and, 
under the leadership of their son, 
David, now spans dealerships from 
Maryland to Florida. David learned 
from his parents the value of hard 
work and excellent customer service. 

Elsie was a woman of incredible faith 
in God. She was strong, wise, and hon-
est. Mr. Speaker, she made a difference 
and she leaves a legacy. 

May God bless her family. 
f 

NATIONAL ASKING SAVES KIDS 
DAY 

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, today, 
June 21, is National Asking Saves Kids 
Day, or ASK Day. 

Every 6 days in our country, a child 
under the age of 15 dies from an acci-
dental gunshot. Each year, more than 
600 children sustain nonfatal injuries 
from an unintentional gunshot, and 80 
percent of all unintentional firearm 
deaths of children under the age of 15 
occur in a home. This is a national cri-
sis, and we need to stop it. 

Since 2000, the ASK Campaign has 
encouraged parents to ask before their 
child visits another home whether 
there is an unlocked gun in the House. 

Today is the first day of summer, the 
season when kids spend more time at a 
friend’s house, so later today I will be 
introducing a resolution to officially 
designate June 21 as National ASK 
Day, to promote children’s health and 
gun safety. 

This is not a Democratic issue or a 
Republican issue. This is an issue im-
portant to every family all across our 
country. Let’s get the job done and do 
something that will save the lives of 
children all across our country. Just 
ask. 

f 

NATIONAL POLLINATOR WEEK 
(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, this week is National Pol-
linator Week, and it is a time when we 
encourage the protection of pollinator 
species, such as honeybees, native bees, 
birds, bats, and butterflies as essential 
partners of farmers and ranchers in 
producing food. 

These pollinators are vital to keeping 
items like fruits, nuts, and vegetables 
in our diets. 

As vice chairman of the House Agri-
culture Committee and chairman of 
the Nutrition Subcommittee, I know 
that healthy pollinator populations are 
critical to the continued economic 
well-being of rural America and our 
U.S. economy as a whole. 

It is important to recognize how crit-
ical it is to protect the health of polli-
nators and celebrate the significance 
that they play in our everyday lives. 

The number of honeybee hives has 
declined from 6 million in the 1940s to 
about 2.5 million today. We need to in-
crease those habitats. 

American farmers have no better 
friends than the honeybee. More than 
one-third of U.S. crops require polli-
nation. 

As someone who has a beehive in his 
backyard, I fully support efforts to 
raise awareness and keep our polli-
nators buzzing for generations to come. 

f 

SENATE REPUBLICANS ARE 
CRAFTING THEIR HEALTHCARE 
BILL IN SECRET 
(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, Senate 
Republicans are continuing to craft 
their healthcare bill, TrumpCare, in 
complete secrecy, behind closed doors, 
no hearings, no bill text, no trans-
parency whatsoever, and they expect to 
bring this bill to the floor next week. 

The bill is secret, but it is pretty 
clear why they are keeping this legisla-
tion secret: because it is a lousy piece 
of legislation and the American people 
reject it because it takes away 
healthcare from 23 million Americans. 
For those who are fortunate enough to 
have healthcare, they will pay more for 
worse care. You will pay an age tax if 
you are an older American just to have 
access to healthcare. 

Even President Donald Trump says 
this healthcare bill is mean. And let’s 
just face the obvious. If Donald Trump 
says something is mean, you have got 
a real problem. 

This legislation should go through 
the process of open debate and dia-
logue, not be crafted in secret because 
it is such a bad piece of legislation that 
the people offering it are embarrassed 
for the folks in America to know what 
it says. We have to shut this down. 

f 

HONORING SAILORS LOST AT SEA 
(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, the USS Fitzgerald collided 
with a cargo vessel in the Sea of Japan 
on Saturday, resulting in the loss of 
life of seven patriotic sailors. Each of 
the deceased sailors was dedicated in 
the service to their Nation and exem-
plified the U.S. Navy’s motto, ‘‘Not for 
self but for country.’’ 
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As the grateful father of an ortho-

pedic surgeon currently serving in the 
United States Navy, the sailors and 
their families are in my thoughts and 
prayers. 

May we never forget these sailors: 
Shingo Douglass, 25, of California; Noe 
Hernandez, 26, of Texas; Ngoc Huynh, 
25, of Connecticut; Xavier Martin, 24, of 
Maryland; Gary Rehm, Jr., 37, of Ohio; 
Dakota Rigsby, 19, of Virginia; Carlos 
Sibayan, 23, of California. 

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

Our sympathy to the family of 
former State Representative Skipper 
Perry of Aiken, South Carolina, Aiken 
Chamber of Commerce ‘‘Man of the 
Year.’’ 

f 

DO NOT REPEAL THE 
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 

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

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, in the last month, Republican 
Senators have worked in secrecy on a 
bill that will repeal the Affordable 
Care Act. Now they are preparing to 
vote on that bill next week without 
any public hearings, no debates, no 
open forums. Instead, the Senate Re-
publican majority have failed to be 
transparent with their constituents 
and the American people. No one 
knows what is in the bill. 

Based on the last CBO score, we 
know that TrumpCare will lead to 23 
million more Americans uninsured and 
gut protections for Americans with 
preexisting conditions and force hard-
working Americans to pay higher costs 
for less care. 

Mr. Speaker, in the words of Presi-
dent Trump, this bill is a mean bill. 
Even our former Speaker of the House, 
Newt Gingrich, has said to slow down. 

Why must this bill be so secretive? 
Because our colleagues across the aisle 
know that the more light that is shed 
on their true intentions, the more peo-
ple will realize this is not a healthcare 
bill at all, but a massive tax cut for the 
wealthiest Americans, and it will be 
paid for by our elderly and our poorest 
constituents. 

Mr. Speaker, that bill is a bad bill. 
f 

REMOTE AREA MEDICAL 
(Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee asked 

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

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, this morning I met, once 
again, with representatives from Re-
mote Area Medical, its founder and 
president, Stan Brock, and its leaders, 
Jeff Eastman and Anabel Evora. 

Remote Area Medical, also known as 
RAM, is an organization that helps 
medical professionals volunteer their 
services to our Nation’s neediest. 

Over its 32 years, RAM has provided 
free healthcare to almost 1 million peo-

ple over the course of 862 weekend 
events so far. Their largest clinic was 
in Los Angeles, where over 7,000 people 
showed up to receive free dental care, 
eyeglasses, women’s health services, 
and other free medical services. 

Unfortunately, only 12 States cur-
rently allow RAM to host these free 
clinics with volunteer medical profes-
sionals from all over the country. That 
is why I introduced H.R. 860, the 
HEALTHIER Act, so that people na-
tionwide can have access to free 
healthcare clinics like RAM’s. 

RAM is willing to provide these free 
healthcare services to several million 
more people across the Nation if only 
we will allow them to do so. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend Stan, 
Anabel, Jeff, and all the others who 
work with RAM for their great work, 
and I urge my colleagues to help to 
support my bill, the HEALTHIER Act, 
to help many more people receive free 
medical care. 

f 

HOW TRUMPCARE WILL AFFECT 
AMERICANS 

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

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I worked 
in healthcare for a decade. I have seen 
up close how healthcare impacts fami-
lies. That is why I began a short video 
series that we call ‘‘Hear from the 
Heartland’’. In this, I listen to families 
about how TrumpCare would affect 
them. 

I have spoken most recently with a 
woman named Anastasia. She has a lit-
tle boy named Gryphon. They are from 
a town called Elizabeth, Illinois, just a 
small town. 

Gryphon was born with cerebral 
palsy, and because of TrumpCare, 
Gryphon’s family might not have any-
where to turn for affordable coverage 
and would be at risk of reaching their 
lifetime limits on their insurance. 

Anastasia said it best when she said 
that her son’s preexisting condition 
was simply being born. 

Whether it is at a grocery store or 
small business, I hear it: people talking 
about their grave concerns about 
TrumpCare and what it would do to 
them. 

I want us to work together on 
healthcare and make sure that we 
focus on lowering the costs for Amer-
ican families, but, instead, take a look 
at this. TrumpCare would raise costs, 
it would rip health insurance away 
from 23 million Americans, and it is so 
bad that, in the Senate, they are hiding 
their bill away. That is not what we 
were elected to do. 

I want to work with my colleagues to 
improve the healthcare that we deliver 
to American families. 

f 

b 1215 

HONORING THE LIFE OF RICHARD 
UNDERWOOD 

(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad-

dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor Richard 
Underwood, a veteran, a member of our 
Nation’s Greatest Generation, an edu-
cator, and this is his 90th birthday. 

Richard was born in Korea to his 
Presbyterian missionary parents and 
was a natural native speaker of the Ko-
rean language. After the attacks on 
Pearl Harbor, he was repatriated from 
Japanese-held Korea and attended high 
school in Brooklyn, New York, before 
enlisting in the U.S. Army and joining 
the Office of Strategic Services. In 
World War II, he served behind Soviet 
Russian lines in Korea and the libera-
tion and division of Korea. 

After his service in World War II, he 
returned to the United States, only to 
reenlist in the Army following North 
Korea’s invasion of South Korea. As an 
interpreter in the Korean war, Richard 
and as his brother helped interpret 
peace talks at the end of the war. 

After this military career, Richard 
returned to Korea in 1957 to head the 
America Korea Foundation; and in 
1962, he joined the Korean mission of 
the Presbyterian Church and was as-
signed to the Seoul Foreign School as 
its principal and, later, headmaster. 

Richard currently lives in Urbana, Il-
linois, with his wife of 65 years, Carol. 

Richard, happy birthday, and thank 
you for your years of selfless service 
and sacrifice to this Nation. 

f 

SENATE VOTE ON HEALTHCARE 
(Mr. EVANS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans say they want a healthcare sys-
tem that cuts costs and covers more 
Americans, yet this bill does no such 
thing. 

Right now, Senate Republicans are 
having a backdoor meeting about this 
bill. I may be new to Congress, but I 
have been around politics long enough 
to know that you don’t hide something 
that you are proud of. 

Right now, they are keeping a bill 
that would impact the lives of millions 
a secret. They refuse to let those same 
millions of people weigh in on the proc-
ess. 

What do we have to lose? In this 
equation, we have a lot to lose: 23 mil-
lion Americans stand to lose their 
healthcare. I will say that again: 23 
million stand to lose their healthcare. 
They are veterans, seniors, students, 
children, young and old. We all have a 
lot to lose. 

I have said it before; I will say it 
again. There is a big difference between 
campaigning and governing. It is time 
to govern. 

Philadelphians deserve a healthcare 
bill that guarantees quality, affordable 
care. Now is the time to resist. To-
gether we will speak up and speak out 
to make our voices heard loud and 
clear. Philadelphians have not forgot-
ten healthcare. We know we have a lot 
to lose. 
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The President talks about putting 

the country first, but this healthcare 
bill does no such thing. American peo-
ple deserve better. Together we will 
fight back and build stronger neighbors 
block by block. 

f 

ALZHEIMER’S & BRAIN 
AWARENESS MONTH 

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the month of June 
as Alzheimer’s & Brain Awareness 
Month and to highlight the need for 
continued investment, innovation, re-
search, and lifesaving cures for diseases 
like Alzheimer’s that affect every fam-
ily and every neighborhood in America. 

Right now, more than 5 million 
Americans are living with this terrible 
disease, with someone new developing 
symptoms every 66 seconds. Studies 
have shown that number could rise as 
high as 16 million people by 2020. 

This year, the cost of treating Alz-
heimer’s and other dementias will cost 
Americans nearly $260 billion. By 2050, 
estimates are that those costs will rise 
to more than $1.1 trillion. To put that 
in perspective, as a nation, we are only 
spending slightly more than $30 billion, 
total, in researching cures for not only 
Alzheimer’s, but cancer, heart disease, 
Parkinson’s, diabetes—literally, all 
other diseases combined. 

So this month serves not only to 
raise awareness about Alzheimer’s, but 
also for us to renew our commitment 
to research. Mr. Speaker, we must find 
a cure for the millions of Americans 
struggling with Alzheimer’s, and it is 
up to us to provide the resources to do 
it. 

f 

STATEHOOD FOR PUERTO RICO 
(Mrs. MURPHY of Florida asked and 

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

Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, 10 days ago, Puerto Rico held a vote 
on its future political status. Although 
the ballot was not preapproved by the 
U.S. Department of Justice as envi-
sioned by a 2014 Federal law, the ballot 
was fair. It included Puerto Rico’s 
three valid options: statehood, nation-
hood, and the current territory status. 
Each option was accurately described. 

In our democracy, only those who 
cast ballots are counted, and those who 
voted in Puerto Rico overwhelmingly 
chose statehood. It is now up to Puerto 
Rico’s elected officials, especially its 
Governor and Delegate in Congress, to 
determine how best to move forward. 
They can count on my full support. 

As I see it, in the wake of this vote, 
the question is not whether but, rather, 
when Puerto Rico will become a State. 
After 119 years, it is well past time for 
the U.S. citizens living in Puerto Rico 
to have the same rights and respon-
sibilities as their fellow citizens living 
in Florida and in other States. 

Puerto Rico has made countless con-
tributions to this Nation for genera-
tions. It has earned its own star on the 
American flag. 

f 

CONGRATULATING CARLY 
CLAUCHERTY 

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Carly Claucherty 
for being named a Presidential Scholar 
in Career and Technical Education. 

Carly recently graduated from 
Springport High School and was nomi-
nated for her outstanding work in their 
CTE agriscience program. She is one of 
just 20 students from around the coun-
try to receive this distinguished award. 

In high school, Carly was active in 
Springport’s Future Farmers of Amer-
ica chapter, served as president of the 
National Honor Society, and was in-
volved in student council. This fall, 
Carly will be attending Michigan State 
University, where she tentatively plans 
to study crop and soil sciences. 

Carly’s selection as a CTE Presi-
dential Scholar puts her in an elite 
group, but I suspect it is just a starting 
point for many more exceptional 
things to come. 

Mr. Speaker, career and technical 
education provides valuable hands-on 
experience, and this week we will be 
voting for strengthening these impor-
tant programs to help more students 
find their sweet spot, just like Carly 
did. 

f 

HONORING NAVY SEAMAN BOBBY 
TEMPLE 

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

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor U.S. Navy Seaman Bobby 
Temple, a 19-year-old who died during 
the attack on Pearl Harbor in 1941. He 
was one of 400 sailors who lost their 
lives aboard the USS Oklahoma and 
whose remains were buried in a mass 
grave. 

In 2015, the Navy started a project to 
identify each of the remains and bring 
closure to the families after 75 years. 
Bobby’s bravery was honored during a 
memorial service in O’Fallon, Illinois, 
last week before his remains were laid 
to rest in the National Memorial Ceme-
tery of the Pacific in Honolulu, Hawaii. 

As a veteran myself, it is with heavy 
heart that I honor Bobby’s heroic serv-
ice and pray God’s blessing for his 
peaceful rest. 

f 

REPUBLICAN HEALTHCARE BILL 
IS A DISASTER 

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, we hear the 
Senate is finally releasing a bill, a bill 
that would, sadly, take away 
healthcare from millions of Americans. 
Apparently, this bill will go straight to 
the Senate floor without a hearing, 
without a markup, without the oppor-
tunity for any public input. 

This Republican healthcare bill is a 
disaster. It removes guarantees of cov-
erage that the Affordable Care Act cre-
ated, allowing States to determine 
health insurance options and discrimi-
nate against people with preexisting 
conditions. 

Under the Republican plan to replace 
the Affordable Care Act, Colorado, 
alone, will lose billions of dollars of 
funding. Coloradans will no longer be 
covered by Medicaid, leaving many 
more people uninsured and a further 
burden on the rest of us, driving up our 
rates because we have to cover the un-
insured. Even Colorado schools would 
be affected because many schools serve 
as Medicaid providers to students with 
disabilities, and they would lose that 
funding. 

While the Affordable Care Act isn’t 
perfect, I strongly oppose this Repub-
lican plan to take away insurance cov-
erage and raise rates for Coloradans. 
Not only is the bill disastrous, the se-
cretive process undermines the institu-
tion of Congress and the American peo-
ple that have elected every Member of 
this body. 

Mr. Speaker, I call on my colleagues 
to oppose the repeal of the Affordable 
Care Act. 

f 

SUPPORT DEFERMENT FOR 
ACTIVE CANCER TREATMENT ACT 

(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, 
Representative ED PERLMUTTER and I 
will be introducing the Deferment for 
Active Cancer Treatment Act. 

In 2017, more than 1.6 million Ameri-
cans will be diagnosed with cancer, and 
many of them are currently repaying 
their student loans. For these individ-
uals, a cancer diagnosis goes beyond 
the exhaustive treatment and in-
creased medical expenditures and often 
leads to unemployment or under-
employment. As a response to this 
growing problem, I have introduced the 
Deferment for Active Cancer Treat-
ment Act. 

This commonsense bill will enable 
cancer patients to defer payments on 
their public student loans while ac-
tively receiving treatment without in-
terest accruing during this difficult pe-
riod, helping them, thusly, to avoid de-
faults. This measure will also help 
lenders by empowering borrowers to 
continue repaying their public loans 
after their treatment ends, leading to 
fewer defaults. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to join Mr. PERLMUTTER and 
me in standing with cancer patients 
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throughout our Nation and supporting 
the Deferment for Active Cancer Treat-
ment Act. 

f 

DON’T DISMANTLE AFFORDABLE 
CARE ACT 

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

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the ACA and all it 
has done to protect the health of our 
country’s young people. 

As we gather today, everyone seems 
to be analyzing yesterday’s elections 
results. Other folks have taken a deep 
dive to analyze whether or not Russia 
elected our President. And as all of this 
is happening, the Senate has been 
meeting in secrecy to dismantle the Af-
fordable Care Act that, for millions of 
young people and millions of young 
Americans, has been a lifesaver. Since 
its enactment, the ACA has cut unin-
sured rates for Americans age 18 to 34 
by more than 40 percent. 

Guided by political expediency in-
stead of principle, my Republican col-
leagues are jamming this bill through 
an approval process without hearings 
or input from healthcare professionals 
and with no regard to millions of 
Americans whose lives will be affected 
by it. This is a shocking breach of our 
constituents’ trust. 

The ACA lifted a heavy burden off 
the shoulders of millions of Americans, 
and now is not the time to kick these 
individuals to the curb. We are better 
than that, America. 

f 

COMMEMORATING AMERICAN 
EAGLE DAY 

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

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
am proud once again to rise and join in 
commemorating June 20, 2017, as Amer-
ican Eagle Day and to celebrate the re-
covery and restoration of the bald 
eagle, the national symbol of the 
United States. 

On June 20, 1782, the eagle was des-
ignated as the national symbol of the 
U.S. by the Founding Fathers at the 
Second Continental Congress. The bald 
eagle is the central image of the Great 
Seal of the United States and is dis-
played in the official seal of many 
branches and departments of the Fed-
eral Government. 

The bald eagle is an inspiring symbol 
of freedom and the democracy of the 
United States. Since the founding of 
the Nation, the image, meaning, and 
symbolism of the eagle have played a 
significant role in art, music, history, 
commerce, literature, architecture, 
and culture of the United States. 

The bald eagle’s habitat exists only 
in North America. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in celebrating 
June 20, 2017, as American Eagle Day, 
which marks the recovery and restora-
tion of the bald eagle. 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1873, ELECTRICITY RELI-
ABILITY AND FOREST PROTEC-
TION ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 1654, 
WATER SUPPLY PERMITTING CO-
ORDINATION ACT 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 392 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 392 
Resolved, That at any time after adoption 

of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1873) to amend 
the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 to enhance the reliability of the 
electricity grid and reduce the threat of 
wildfires to and from electric transmission 
and distribution facilities on Federal lands 
by facilitating vegetation management on 
such lands. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Natural Re-
sources now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in part A of the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 
this resolution. Each such amendment may 
be offered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the 
question in the House or in the Committee of 
the Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

SEC. 2. At any time after adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1654) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to coordinate Fed-
eral and State permitting processes related 
to the construction of new surface water 
storage projects on lands under the jurisdic-
tion of the Secretary of the Interior and the 

Secretary of Agriculture and to designate 
the Bureau of Reclamation as the lead agen-
cy for permit processing, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. After general debate the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Natural Re-
sources now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in part B of the report 
of the Committee on Rules accompanying 
this resolution. Each such amendment may 
be offered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent, 
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the 
question in the House or in the Committee of 
the Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

b 1230 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, before 

I begin the rule on the two measures 
that are before us today, let me just 
make a couple of comments that have 
come to mind in light of the events 
over the last week. 

Mr. Speaker, you may know that this 
is the first formal debate that we have 
had as a legislative body since last 
Wednesday morning’s shooting. I think 
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it is appropriate that we take a minute 
to reflect and remember those who 
were injured and are still struggling to 
recover from their injuries as well as 
those who did not receive physical in-
juries on last Wednesday morning but 
who are still recovering. 

Let me also say, if I could be so pre-
sumptuous, Mr. Speaker, I believe that 
perhaps some people in the United 
States look to us here in Congress— 
their Representatives—and look and 
see how we act towards one another 
and how we conduct ourselves in our 
interaction with each other. Let me 
just say that if we are disrespectful to 
each other, others may see that and 
think that it is okay; that if Congress 
can be that way to themselves, maybe 
we can act that way, too. They may 
not even realize that. It may be just a 
subconscious thing. 

I ask how can we expect others to 
have a high opinion of us if we don’t 
even show each other the respect that 
we should and that we deserve? 

I believe that we must all remember 
that we are—before we are Repub-
licans, before we are Democrats or 
Independents—all Americans. We are 
all here trying to do what is right, 
what is right for our country, certainly 
what is right for our constituents, and 
we shouldn’t say that someone is not 
here for those purposes. 

I don’t know your district, Mr. 
Speaker, and I might say that you 
don’t know mine. So let’s argue, which 
is what we are here for. As ugly as 
sometimes it can be, that is our job, to 
debate on the merits of ideas. But it is 
not our job to win a debate by degrad-
ing the ones who are making the argu-
ments against. I think we all have this 
obligation to win debates or to argue 
debates on the merits of the issue. Last 
Wednesday reminded me that it is up 
to us, if we want changes, to make 
them and to begin them here in this 
body. 

I was heartened in our meeting as a 
Congress in the auditorium over at the 
Capitol Visitor Center that there were 
several Members asking for a change in 
tone—a change in tone in how we inter-
act with each other. It is important 
that we act civilly, that we be polite, 
and that we be respectful—kind of like 
how we treat each other on the journey 
over here from our offices in the ele-
vators and in the hallways. 

I would assert that this is also some-
thing that is the responsibility of our 
President, our country’s leader, some-
one who can set the tone for our coun-
try, someone who can describe our 
hopes and our dreams and help us as-
pire to reach those things. It is also the 
responsibility of our media and for 
those advocacy groups that we all have 
and that we all work with. It is up to 
our parties. I think it is up to every 
single American. 

We need to rediscover the faith that 
we should have in each other, our re-
spect for each other and those bonds 
that make us one nation under God. 

Now, it is simple to state, but how do 
we accomplish this? 

It can start right here on this floor. 
Say something positive. We all call 
each other lady and gentleman. We all 
start off that way, and then sometimes 
the gloves come off. 

I can assert to you that not every 
idea that is presented here is all good 
or all bad. 

What is the risk of acknowledging a 
good part of a larger idea even if you 
may disagree with that larger idea? 

I believe we have some very articu-
late people in this body who can figure 
out quite easily how we can accomplish 
that. 

We shouldn’t impugn the motives of 
others. We don’t assign blame. We 
don’t get personal. In fact, if you look 
in the rules that were adopted by this 
Congress, in section 363 of Jefferson’s 
Manual of Parliamentary Practice, it 
says: ‘‘The consequences of a measure 
may be reprobated in strong terms; but 
to arraign the motives of those who 
propose to advocate it is a personality, 
and against order.’’ 

So it says in no uncertain terms that 
we should not make this personal. We 
can object without being objectionable, 
and maybe—just maybe—others will 
see this and discover a tone that we 
need and a change in America. I believe 
that we can start this right here, 
today, with our very first debate right 
now. 

Will we agree on everything? 
Absolutely not. In fact, this is where 

our disagreements should show the 
most. We are duty-bound to shape leg-
islation by pointing out weaknesses 
but also by accentuating strengths. Mr. 
Speaker, every debate, every speech on 
the floor or in committee, our inter-
actions with the media, in townhalls, 
or press releases, we are being listened 
to and being watched. I hope that we 
can change our tone and begin to 
change the tone in the United States of 
America. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to announce that, on Tuesday, the 
Rules Committee met and reported a 
rule, House Resolution 392, providing 
for consideration of two important 
bills: H.R. 1873, which is the Electricity 
Reliability and Forest Protection Act; 
and H.R. 1654, the Water Supply Per-
mitting Coordination Act. 

This combined rule provides for con-
sideration of H.R. 1873 under a struc-
tured rule, making three amendments 
in order, all of which were submitted 
by Democratic Members of our Cham-
ber. H.R. 1654 will also be considered 
under a structured rule, with one 
Democratic and one Republican 
amendment made in order. 

H.R. 1873 will help ensure reliable 
electric service and reduced wildfire 
hazards, which can result from inad-
equate vegetation management near 
power line rights-of-way on Federally 
owned and operated lands. 

Mr. Speaker, over the past several 
decades there have been numerous 
electricity outages as well as incidents 
of wildfires due to contact between 
power lines and trees on Federal lands. 

In 1996, my home State of Wash-
ington was impacted when three power 
lines in the Pacific Northwest sagged 
onto overgrown trees, leading to a mas-
sive electricity blackout that impacted 
7.5 million people across 14 Western 
States, two Canadian provinces, and 
even parts of Mexico. Then, in August 
of 2003, an outage left 50 million elec-
tricity customers without power when 
a falling tree came into contact with 
transmission lines. 

These are not isolated incidents. Ac-
cording to the U.S. Forest Service, in 
2012 and 2013, contact between power 
lines and trees on Forest Service lands 
led to the outbreak of 113 and 232 
wildfires, respectively. This legislation 
would reduce such wildfires in part by 
promoting Federal consistency, ac-
countability, and timely decision-
making to protect electricity trans-
mission, grid reliability, and distribu-
tion lines on Federal lands from over-
grown and under-maintained trees and 
vegetation. 

H.R. 1873 will cut red tape to create a 
streamlined and consistent process for 
removing hazardous trees and vegeta-
tion without wasting time and money 
before they cause a wildfire or an out-
age. Preventing forest fires and main-
taining a reliable electrical grid for our 
communities is an obvious priority for 
all of us here in Congress, which is why 
I was pleased to see this bill pass 
through the House Natural Resources 
Committee with bipartisan support. 

I have seen countless catastrophic 
wildfires devastate Western commu-
nities just in the past several years, 
which is why this issue must be ad-
dressed and resolved. However, due to 
existing regulations, it is extremely 
difficult for utility companies to re-
move hazardous vegetation or trees 
that have the potential of falling on 
these power lines. 

The scope of this problem is evident 
when considering the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice manages 155 national forests and 20 
national grasslands—encompassing 
over 192 million acres—that include 
2,700 authorized electric transmission 
and distribution facilities. 

b 1245 

Similarly, the Bureau of Land Man-
agement administers 245 million acres, 
including over 71,000 miles of electrical 
transmission and distribution lines on 
its Federal lands. 

In order to perform infrastructure in-
spections and operate and maintain 
power lines on these lands, electric 
utilities must seek permission and ap-
proval from the appropriate Federal 
land management agency, which typi-
cally use processes under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 to as-
sess whether the proposed vegetative 
management measures comply with 
Federal environmental laws. 

This often leads to delays and cum-
bersome bureaucratic requirements, 
which often prevent utilities from car-
rying out important vegetative man-
agement activities on a consistent and 
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timely basis. Yet the costs of oper-
ating, maintaining, and repairing these 
electric lines on Federal lands fall to 
the utility companies and their cus-
tomers, which can lead to higher elec-
tricity costs for ratepayers. 

Mr. Speaker, the rule also provides 
for consideration of H.R. 1654, the 
Water Supply Permitting Coordination 
Act. This legislation will streamline 
the permitting process for new surface 
water storage projects, which is criti-
cally important for many Western and 
rural communities that have endured 
severe droughts in recent years. 

Currently, the regulatory process for 
constructing new surface water storage 
projects often involves applying for a 
host of Federal, State, and local per-
mits, as well as approvals from various 
agencies, which can be a very cum-
bersome, costly, and time-consuming 
undertaking. 

Additionally, conflicting permit re-
quirements and agency reviews can add 
time to the project, the planning, and 
implementation process while also in-
creasing the potential for last-minute 
surprises that could endanger the suc-
cess of a project or require significant 
additional work. 

In order to address this problem, H.R. 
1654 creates what is seen as a one-stop- 
shop permitting process to expedite 
construction of both new and expanded 
non-Federal surface water storage 
projects. The measure establishes the 
Bureau of Reclamation as the lead 
agency for purposes of coordinating all 
reviews, analyses, permits, licenses, or 
other Federal approvals as required by 
law, which will streamline the current 
multiagency permitting process and 
eliminate unnecessary delays for job- 
creating construction projects that di-
rectly benefit local communities and 
economies. 

As the lead agency, Reclamation will 
be required to coordinate and prepare 
the unified environmental documenta-
tion that will serve as the basis for 
Federal decisions authorizing the use 
of Federal lands, as well as to coordi-
nate project development and the con-
struction of qualifying projects. 

Additionally, H.R. 1654 will allow the 
Secretary of the Interior to expedite 
the evaluation of permits for quali-
fying projects through the use of funds 
contributed by a non-Federal public en-
tity. 

Mr. Speaker, the rule we consider 
here today provides for the consider-
ation of two bills that will have posi-
tive and lasting impacts for the Amer-
ican people, ratepayers, rural commu-
nities, and many Western States, as 
well as our entire country’s economy. 

H.R. 1654 will provide the type of co-
ordination and streamlining that is es-
sential to the development and con-
struction of much-needed water stor-
age projects, certainly benefiting my 
home State of Washington, as well as 
water-stricken communities across the 
country. 

H.R. 1873 will create a framework for 
vegetation management near trans-

mission and distribution lines on Fed-
eral lands while also providing electric 
companies with much-needed clarity 
and defined authority to remove haz-
ardous trees that pose a risk of falling 
into power lines. Managing this vegeta-
tion is a critical component in ensur-
ing the safety and reliability of the 
electrical grid, which will benefit all of 
our constituents. 

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to support this rule as well as 
the underlying legislation. 

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume, and I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes. 

First, I want to rise in agreement 
with my friend from Washington’s 
statement about civility in this Cham-
ber and beyond. I think that, while it is 
extremely important that those of us 
who are elected to represent 700,000 to 
800,000 people reflect the passions that 
we bring to our service, at the same 
time, we need to make sure that noth-
ing that we say in these walls or out-
side is used to incite those who hear 
those words in a different way than 
they are intended. 

That is the fine line that we walk as 
elected Representatives who are pas-
sionate about our ideals and our val-
ues, and it is one that I encourage the 
President to walk, as well as other 
opinion leaders who we often see on the 
cable talk shows hurling inciteful 
phrases back and forth that could be 
used to further incite the American 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the rule and the two underlying bills: 
H.R. 1873, the Electricity Reliability 
and Forest Protection Act; and H.R. 
1654, the Water Supply Permitting Co-
ordination Act. 

Frankly, both of these bills are try-
ing to address real problems that have 
bipartisan solutions that I support, but 
neither of these bills solve the prob-
lems in a thoughtful, effective way 
without creating collateral damage 
that, in many ways, is as damaging as 
the problem that they are designed to 
solve. 

The majority will claim that similar 
bills received hearings last Congress, 
but I want to point out from a proce-
dural perspective that neither of these 
bills have had hearings. These bills 
have not gone through the committee 
process. But what they won’t say is 
there are dozens of new Members of 
Congress. New members of the Natural 
Resources Committee didn’t have hear-
ings at all, but it was rushed through a 
markup in committee and to the floor 
without any hearings in this session, 
without the new members of the Na-
tional Resources Committee having a 
chance to ask questions about these 
bills. 

There is a reason we have regular 
order. It is so that we elected Rep-
resentatives can use the passion we 
bring to service to ask the difficult 

questions to find out how to get at 
these very real problems that we are 
trying to solve. 

Unfortunately, this secrecy, lack of 
hearings, and lack of participation ap-
pears to be the norm, and, in fact, the 
standard that Republicans are setting 
in both Chambers of Congress right 
now. It is how the Republicans handled 
the healthcare bill in the House. It is 
how the Republicans are handling the 
secret healthcare bill behind a closed 
door somewhere over in the Senate. 

We know some things about the Re-
publican healthcare bill. We know it 
will increase healthcare costs, throw 
people off their insurance, reduce ac-
cess for the American people. We know 
it will burden small businesses and the 
middle class. We know it will hand 
hundreds of billions of dollars in tax 
breaks to the wealthiest Americans. 
But there is also a lot we don’t know 
because the process has been closed. 
This type of secret backroom deal is, 
unfortunately, becoming the norm of 
the way Republicans are running their 
agenda in Washington. 

The rule for this bill is another ex-
ample. It blocked at least three amend-
ments from being considered on the 
floor. 

Why can’t we discuss the ideas of all 
Members, especially since there was no 
hearing on this bill? 

Representative MCEACHIN from Vir-
ginia, Representative SCHNEIDER from 
Illinois, and Representative TORRES 
from California all offered amend-
ments, all had good ideas and were not 
even allowed to discuss those on the 
floor for 10 minutes, 5 minutes, not 
even for 1 minute, to offer or discuss 
any of those amendments. 

If my colleagues on the Republican 
side don’t think they are good ideas, 
let’s at least have a vote. They can 
vote against them. If they defeat them, 
that is the process. But they are not 
even allowing a vote on these amend-
ments. 

Unfortunately, the process of this 
bill is typical of the Republican process 
on healthcare and the way they have 
approached so many other issues. Re-
publicans are working in secret and 
limiting debates so the American peo-
ple won’t see the horrible things they 
are trying to do, like throwing tens of 
millions of Americans off of 
healthcare. 

Now, getting to these bills. 
First, the Electricity Reliability and 

Forest Protection Act has the goal of 
preventing forest fires and disruptions 
to power distribution; something that I 
strongly agree with. 

I represent a district that has over 60 
percent public land and a number of 
rural power districts. It is an admi-
rable goal. We are a district that is at 
risk for forest fires. We had several 
devastating fires in the last several 
years alone. In fact, I am representing 
a State that is getting even more rav-
aged by fire, in light of the changing 
climate. 

We need to take action to prevent 
them and allow additional work with 
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regard to preventing the forest fire 
risk. Unfortunately, this bill is not a 
positive step, but I am glad to say 
there is an alternative out there. 

Representative CRAMER from North 
Dakota and I, along with five of my 
Colorado delegation colleagues, re-
cently introduced bipartisan legisla-
tion that will decrease these types of 
fires and protect power lines and trans-
formers the right way—a way that 
Democrats and Republicans can agree 
on; a way that we can probably run the 
bill as a suspension and get 410 votes; a 
way that the stakeholders are involved 
and utilities, fire prevention experts 
and firefighters, environmentalists all 
agree on. 

My legislation, known as the Na-
tional Forest System Vegetation Man-
agement Pilot Program Act of 2017, 
gives power and electricity companies 
the ability to remove dead trees, but 
without the recklessness included in 
the bill that we are considering today. 

It is a stark contrast. We can actu-
ally solve this problem in a way that 
would bring the country together, or 
there can be a divisive bill—maybe 
against one Democrat, maybe against 
five; I don’t know, but it is not a broad-
ly bipartisan bill. It is not one that has 
the support of the communities that 
are most affected by forest fires in my 
district. It is not even a bill that has 
the support of our main utility com-
pany in Colorado that actually sought 
the ability to reduce forest fire risks, 
which is done by Representative 
CRAMER’s and my bill. 

This bill we are considering today 
simply lacks the protections that we 
need to have confidence. In this bill, 
the company can come up with a plan 
to remove vegetation, and then it can 
be accepted with no questions asked. 
They can’t require them to fix obvious 
problems, like the power company cut-
ting down trees for no reason other 
than to sell it for timber. They can’t 
even deny an application. 

Frankly, I think this legislation’s 
real goal is to take a small step toward 
turning management of public lands 
over to private industry. 

Once this plan that they would sub-
mit under this bill is approved—be-
cause the plans have to be approved— 
the utility companies would be able to 
do massive devegetation and clearing 
work without any reason related to 
fires and without any risk of liability. 

On the other hand, the bipartisan 
legislation I introduced with Mr. 
CRAMER gives that liability waiver that 
the utility companies need to do the 
additional work, but only if there is no 
gross negligence by the utility com-
pany and has something to do with ac-
tually reducing the risk of fires, as well 
as putting reasonable limits on the dis-
tance that the work can be done from 
the power lines or transformers them-
selves. 

Mr. CRAMER’s and my bill has some of 
the most conservative and some of the 
most liberal Members of this body as 
cosponsors. So I just wonder and I ask 

the majority leader why we aren’t 
bringing that bill to the floor—a bill 
that lacks controversy, that helps pre-
vent forest fires, that saves American 
people time and money, a bill that this 
body could be proud of advancing with, 
if not all, almost near unanimity. 

I would suggest that, instead of 
bringing the bill we are considering 
today to the floor, we should have been 
focused on fixing something that we 
know needs to be fixed: the Forest 
Service’s problem with fire borrowing. 

Fire borrowing means the Forest 
Service has to spend all their money 
fighting fires and little money to re-
duce the risk of forest fires, deal with 
climate change, or clear the extensive 
backlog of maintenance. We can do 
that today by bringing to the floor the 
bipartisan Wildfire Disaster Funding 
Act that Representative SIMPSON and I 
introduced, along with my colleague, 
Mr. SCHRADER. 

These are the types of commonsense 
measures that would actually reduce 
the risk of forest fires, put the right 
parameters around utility companies 
doing additional work, and free up ad-
ditional resources to prevent forest 
fires from occurring, rather than sim-
ply doing the cleanup after they occur. 

H.R. 1654, the Water Supply Permit-
ting Coordination Act, also is an admi-
rable and needed goal, one that there is 
potential for bipartisan cooperation to 
speed up the process of approval of 
water projects and hydro dams. 

There truly is a problem with the 
speed of which some of these problems 
are approved. I represent a district and 
a State where we understand how dif-
ficult and important water is, and we 
also believe in the new renewable en-
ergy economy. 

Unfortunately, this bill also does it 
the wrong way. It circumvents and un-
dermines important input from experts 
and scientists that actually understand 
the reviews that are being made by the 
Clean Water Act. It even circumvents 
tribal sovereignty in the Native Amer-
ican Tribes and their sacred lands by 
overriding their input. 

That is why a wide spectrum of orga-
nizations are opposed, from conserva-
tion groups like Oceana and League of 
Conservation Voters to sportsmen’s 
groups like Trout Unlimited and The 
Pacific Coast Federation of Fisher-
men’s Associations. Dozens are opposed 
to this reckless bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter of opposition. 

JULY 20, 2017. 
PLEASE OPPOSE H.R. 1654 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
undersigned organizations, we write to urge 
you to oppose H.R. 1654 (McClintock, R–CA), 
a bill that would significantly limit mean-
ingful public and environmental review of 
new dams and other surface storage projects 
throughout the west. H.R. 1654 would likely 
reduce protections for fish and wildlife, and 
could lead to further damming and destruc-
tion of western waterways. Similar provi-
sions were included in H.R. 2898 and H.R. 23— 
anti-environmental bills from 2015 and 2017, 
respectively—and the Department of Interior 

has previously expressed opposition to these 
efforts. 

H.R. 1654 would undermine existing laws by 
making the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
(‘‘Reclamation’’) the lead agency for all en-
vironmental reviews, including reviews 
under the Endangered Species Act. Giving 
Reclamation this unprecedented power over 
project permitting could undermine the abil-
ity of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
N.O.A.A. Fisheries to share expertise and in-
form the development of major infrastruc-
ture investments, placing imperiled fish spe-
cies at risk. H.R. 1654 also establishes strict 
project-review timelines, including provi-
sions that could require expedited review 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act. These fast-tracking provisions could 
make it difficult for responsible agencies to 
meaningfully analyze proposed projects, and 
could limit the public’s ability to weigh in 
on infrastructure that could affect commu-
nities for decades. Further, the bill permits 
non-federal public entities to contribute 
funds to expedite project permitting, raising 
questions about the fairness of the federal 
review process. 

This damaging bill would affect states 
throughout the west, and could even impact 
how state agencies are able review proposed 
projects within their jurisdictions. H.R. 1654 
allows states to subject state agencies to the 
bill’s procedures, thereby requiring those 
agencies to cede control to Reclamation and 
comply with Reclamation’s timelines. Con-
solidating project review in this manner 
could weaken the essential role that states 
play in reviewing water infrastructure 
projects within their jurisdictions. 

As we recently learned from the emergency 
at Oroville Dam in California, careful plan-
ning and design for major infrastructure 
projects is critical for ensuring public safety 
and protecting the environment. Environ-
mental review of surface storage projects is 
also essential for protecting endangered and 
commercially important salmon runs and 
the thousands of jobs that depend on healthy 
salmon populations. With so much at stake, 
the streamlining provisions in H.R. 1654 are 
unwise and irresponsible. Instead of fast 
tracking dam projects in the West, we should 
be investing in fiscally sound, environ-
mentally friendly water supply solutions 
like conservation, water use efficiency, 
wastewater recycling, and stormwater cap-
ture. 

For these reasons, we respectfully urge you 
to vote no on H.R. 1654. 

Sincerely, 
American Rivers 
Audubon California 
California Trout 
Cascadia Wildlands 
Center for Biological Diversity 
Clean Water Action 
Defenders of Wildlife 
Earthjustice 
Endangered Species Coalition 
Environmental Protection Information Cen-

ter 
Friends of the Earth 
Friends of the River 
Grand Canyon Trust 
Klamath Forest Alliance 
League of Conservation Voters 
Living With Wolves 
Native Plant Conservation Campaign 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
Oceana 
Sierra Club 
The Bay Institute 
Western Environmental Law Center 
Western Watersheds Project 
WildEarth Guardians 
Wilderness Workshop 
Wildlands Network. 
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Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the letter is 

signed by a number of sportsmen and 
environmental organizations, the very 
groups that we should seek to work 
with, the very groups that actually 
support, as I do, hydropower, facili-
tated permitting of hydropower, the 
right way. 

We need to speed up the process. In 
Colorado, we have had water projects 
that have been waiting on a decision 
for far too long. 

b 1300 

But instead of going around experts, 
rolling over tribal sovereignty, why 
don’t we fund the agencies doing the 
reviews so that they have the man-
power and time to look at an applica-
tion, give feedback, and make a deci-
sion quickly? 

Again and again we have underfunded 
the Fish and Wildlife Service and 
NOAA, not acknowledging that that is 
what is causing and contributing to 
this very slowdown. 

We can solve these issues that we are 
facing. We can expedite permitting for 
water projects and hydropower. We can 
allow utilities to do additional work to 
reduce the risk of forest fires. 

I call upon this body, please, let’s do 
it in a way that brings Democrats and 
Republicans together, proudly gets a 
bill to President Trump’s desk in a fast 
and effective way involving input from 
Democrats and Republicans, not just 
Republicans. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. POLIS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just ask the gentleman a couple ques-
tions to underline a couple of the real-
ly important points you made about 
the context in which this bill is consid-
ered, because while I think every Dem-
ocrat agrees with our colleague from 
Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) about the 
importance of civility and the impor-
tance of us each taking responsibility 
for the tone here and certainly con-
demning violence, condemning anyone 
who would suggest that if you come to 
the rally and you protest that you 
ought to be beaten up by the people 
that are there, the kind of thing that 
happened, unfortunately, last year, 
that we should condemn all of that. 
Does the gentleman agree that the 
House exercising vigorous oversight of 
the Administration when it breaks its 
promises, when it mixes personal busi-
ness with public business, that this re-
mains an important aspect of our job 
and no way suggests a breach of civil-
ity? 

Mr. POLIS. Absolutely. I agree with 
the gentleman from Texas. This House 
and the institution of Congress, as a 
separate agency of government in Arti-
cle I, section 1 of our Constitution has 
the responsibility to exercise oversight 
of the executive branch. 

Mr. DOGGETT. If the gentleman 
would further yield, I heard a rather bi-
zarre comment last week in the after-

math of these shootings suggesting 
that, in the aftermath of them, Demo-
crats would be reaching out to Repub-
licans on healthcare, and I couldn’t 
quite understand how that could occur. 
Indeed, your comments about this par-
ticular set of bills and the healthcare 
bill, isn’t it a part of civility that we 
have respect for one another and don’t 
try to force through a bill with an all- 
night, unnecessary session, not force 
through here a bill that Republican 
Members say they didn’t have time to 
read but then leave it up there on the 
Speaker’s desk for a month before even 
sending it to the Senate? And if you 
have a legislative process where the 
majority leader in the Senate says he 
won’t even guarantee 10 hours to see a 
huge bill that affects this much of the 
economy and the lives and the liveli-
hoods of millions of Americans, that 
that in itself is a breach of the respect 
and the civility that we need to have in 
this Congress? 

Mr. POLIS. It absolutely is. 
Sometimes the American people in 

the back-and-forth say: Hey, why 
aren’t Democrats participating in the 
healthcare debate? And the reason, as 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOG-
GETT) articulated, is we have never 
been invited into this room. 

I would ask the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT): Have you seen 
the Republican healthcare bill in the 
Senate? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DOGGETT. No. I served on the 

Ways and Means Committee. We could 
not see the Republican House bill until 
hours before it came up. 

Mr. POLIS. Isn’t that too short a pe-
riod of time to even come up with a 
thoughtful amendment? 

Mr. DOGGETT. It was under police 
guard downstairs so that even Repub-
licans, like Senator RAND PAUL, 
couldn’t get in and see the bill. 

Then we have an all-night session 
without a single member of the Trump 
Administration coming to respond to 
questions about it, while every 
healthcare professional group that I 
have heard of opposed the bill, not let-
ting any of those people come to a 
hearing. I just suggest that this is a 
breach of civility. That is a breach of 
respect. It is a breach of the demo-
cratic process which we are all about. 
That needs to be on the table and is as 
important as whether someone uses 
strong language here in the House. 

Mr. POLIS. I have one more question 
on that. 

I am a member of the Education and 
the Workforce Committee, one of the 
three committees that had original ju-
risdiction over the Affordable Care Act. 
The gentleman from Texas (Mr. DOG-
GETT) is a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, one of the two com-
mittees with jurisdiction under the 
budget reconciliation for this 
healthcare bill. I want to ask: Have 
you ever been invited by President 
Trump to discuss your ideas for 
healthcare reform? 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DOGGETT. No. I think he has 

only wanted to listen to one side, and I 
don’t begin to think that even the Re-
publican Members of this House can 
contain President Trump. They seem 
to have sealed their lips about it, and I 
wish they would speak out more. 

But I think they can effect the proc-
esses in this House, and when they pass 
a bill that President Trump says is 
‘‘mean, mean, mean,’’ they need to go 
back and look at that process. And I 
see the same thing happening, from 
what you have told us, about the two 
bills that are up here. 

Why is it that we have a process that 
is designed to exclude almost half of 
the people in this House, to exclude 
their amendments, to give them no op-
portunity to be heard at a markup, to 
bring in no witnesses to defend the bill 
or to allow discussion of that bill? That 
is not only not civil, not the demo-
cratic process, but it leads to worse 
public policy. 

Even if they have a majority to pass 
it, their ideas need to be tested, and it 
allows them to perfect their legisla-
tion. That is the way the democratic 
process is supposed to work. But with 
all the secrecy, all the forced action, 
the tight timetables that are applying 
here, they thwart our democratic proc-
ess in a way that hurts all sides and 
certainly impairs civility. 

Mr. POLIS. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) and would 
just add, look, fire prevention, expe-
diting water projects and hydropower, 
these are not partisan issues; and to 
prove that point, there are bipartisan 
bills sponsored by conservative Repub-
licans and liberal Democrats that 
would solve these issues. Rather than 
moving either of those bills through 
the floor, they are moving a divisive 
ideological bill with unintended con-
sequences—or, perhaps, intended con-
sequences—that would devastate a lot 
of our natural resources that sports-
men and recreationists rely on for our 
quality of life in the mountain West 
and across the country. 

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

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, the 
beauty of having a diverse membership 
in this body is that we have people 
from all over the country who live and 
breathe the issues that are before us. 
We are privileged today to have the 
young lady from Wilson, Wyoming (Ms. 
CHENEY) here to speak on these bills. I 
appreciate her offering to help in these 
arguments. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Wyoming (Ms. CHE-
NEY), my young colleague. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to thank very much my colleague 
from Washington particularly for call-
ing me ‘‘young.’’ I appreciate that al-
ways. 

Mr. Speaker, I have enjoyed listening 
to the colloquy taking place among my 
colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle. We see this repeatedly now day 
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in and day out as we work hard in the 
majority to continue the progress that 
we have made so far in this Congress, 
really record-breaking progress of pass-
ing legislation, putting bills on the 
President’s desk, having those bills 
signed into law. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
we are now at the point where we have 
presented more bills to the President 
and had more bills signed than in any 
Congress in the first term of any Presi-
dency since Harry Truman. It is a 
record we are very proud of over here. 

It is clear that as we continue to put 
commonsense reform legislation for-
ward that our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle would sometimes like 
to distract and talk about other things. 
In terms of the healthcare conversa-
tion that is going on and the talk of 
unintended consequences, I would just 
point out, Mr. Speaker, that we now 
know the consequences of ObamaCare. 
We have had to live under ObamaCare 
now for many years. We are in a situa-
tion where the system is absolutely 
failing the people of this country, and 
we have an obligation as a body, an ob-
ligation we take seriously here in the 
House, to make sure that we do what is 
right for the people of this country, 
that we provide them relief, that we 
provide them the kind of healthcare re-
form that is going to lower their costs, 
that is going to provide better access 
to care and put people back in charge. 

We have tried the Democrats’ way 
now for the last 7 years and fundamen-
tally seen that the government cannot 
mandate effectively what people need. 
It doesn’t have the consequences that 
many on the other side of the aisle 
thought it would, and the consequences 
have been devastating. 

Mr. Speaker, the same is true in 
terms of the challenge that we are here 
dealing with today with these two 
bills. As my colleague from Wash-
ington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) so eloquently 
put it, those of us across the West—and 
Mr. POLIS knows this well, too—have 
had to live under this situation of abso-
lutely devastating forest fires, forest 
fires that have been caused in too 
many instances by mismanagement by 
the Forest Service, mismanagement by 
the Federal Government. 

These bills—and in particular, H.R. 
1873, which is a bill that I am honored 
to cosponsor with Representative 
LAMALFA—will begin to impose the 
kind of commonsense reforms that we 
need so that our power grid is no 
longer threatened by mismanagement 
of our Federal Forest Service, of our 
Federal forestlands. 

On our federally managed forest in 
Wyoming, when we have overgrowth 
around a power line, it is a direct risk 
to the people, the property, and the 
power grid, as well as to the wildlife 
that those on the other side of the aisle 
claim to care so much about. 

Our local leaders understand this. 
Our local leaders are in the very best 
position to do something about this 
and to do it quickly. That is why we 
put in place these provisions in these 

bills that will allow the local utilities, 
allow local officials, to make the kinds 
of decisions that have to be made 
quickly. 

H.R. 1873 will allow our utilities to 
submit their own management facility 
inspection plans, their own operation 
and maintenance plans, and it will also 
ensure that our Federal land managers 
have consistent and accountable poli-
cies to reduce hazards in electricity 
rights-of-way, including they, them-
selves, will be held accountable for 
managing the land. The bill does adjust 
the liability framework for these 
rights-of-way to ensure that the utili-
ties and the Federal Government have 
the incentive to respond quickly and 
effectively to these hazards. 

Nobody in Wyoming or in any other 
State ought to feel that they have to 
go without affordable, reliable power, 
ought to feel that the power grid is 
threatened simply because the Federal 
Government fails to do its job. We have 
simply seen that too much. Our local 
co-ops are willing and able to step up 
to the plate. 

Solving this problem is crucial to 
those who live in Wyoming, where bark 
beetle-killed trees and poorly managed 
overgrowth of Federal forests pose true 
threats to the safety and health of our 
communities and to our power reli-
ability. Mr. Speaker, that is why H.R. 
1873 is supported by the Wyoming 
Rural Electric Association, the Tri- 
State Generation and Transmission As-
sociation, the National Rural Electric 
Cooperative Association, Black Hills 
Energy, the Edison Electric Institute, 
the American Public Power Associa-
tion, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, 
the Western Governors Association, 
and many others who care so much 
about our lands out West. 

Wyoming supports this bill. Wyoming 
utility co-ops know best how to man-
age the provision of electricity and 
how to handle these rights-of-way and 
also how to provide healthy and sus-
tainable forest management as they do 
so. 

Mr. Speaker, I request immediate 
passage of this bill. It is hugely impor-
tant that we get back on track, that we 
stop the kind of mismanagement from 
Washington that has been so damaging 
for so many years, and I urge my col-
leagues in Congress to act quickly on 
its passage. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, President 
Trump campaigned on a promise to 
bring, somehow, jobs back home. He 
said he was going to overhaul the Tax 
Code, introduce an infrastructure pack-
age, and remove barriers to job cre-
ation. Unfortunately, we have yet to 
hear specifics on any of the administra-
tion’s plans to accomplish that. 

My colleagues will be happy to hear 
that in my hand I have an amendment 
that will help to accomplish this goal 
by providing tax incentives to compa-
nies that bring overseas jobs back 
home. What a great idea. 

Mr. Speaker, when we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-

ment to the rule to bring up Represent-
ative PASCRELL’s Bring Jobs Home Act, 
H.R. 685. This bill closes a tax loophole 
that actually rewards companies for 
moving jobs overseas while providing a 
tax credit to companies that move jobs 
back home to our country, the United 
States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) to discuss our 
proposal. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to the rule. 

Here we are again. We are debating a 
bill to roll back regulations that pro-
tect the public, if I am not mistaken, 
Mr. Speaker. I think we are a little bit 
tone deaf. 

Here is a news flash: The whole coun-
try is focused on defending blue-collar 
jobs, bolstering our industrial manu-
facturing base. Americans broadly 
agree that keeping United States jobs 
from moving overseas is a top priority. 
Yet despite campaign promises, the ad-
ministration has awarded government 
contracts to companies that continue 
to offshore. 
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You can’t make this up. So we say 
one thing and then we do another. Now, 
look, both parties do it. Neither party 
is privy to virtue. But let me tell you 
something, there is a plethora of these 
before us on saying one thing when you 
are campaigning and not following 
through. That is not good. 

The flow of jobs overseas is not stop-
ping. Just this week, it was announced 
that Ford is canceling plans to build 
the Ford Focus in Mexico, ending 
North American production entirely 
and making the model almost com-
pletely in China beginning next year, 
as soon as its output ends at a plant in 
Michigan. 

Yet, right now, when companies 
move overseas, as the gentleman from 
Colorado just said, we actually give 
them a reward. We give them a tax 
break for the cost of moving. Do you 
think that is going to impede or help 
people deciding whether they should 
stay or go? A tax break for leaving. 
The average citizen never gets that 
kind of a break. I mean, that is the 
law. I am not making it up. I will stand 
corrected, if need be, Mr. Speaker. 

We need to stop offshoring these jobs. 
And this Congress should start by de-
feating the previous question and 
bringing up the Bring Jobs Home Act. 

Around 5 million U.S. manufacturing 
jobs have been lost since 1994. Just ask 
folks in places like Ohio and Pennsyl-
vania who have seen steel mills and 
rubber factories shipped overseas. 
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Come to my hometown of Paterson, 
New Jersey, formerly the hub of the 
textile manufacturing industry. 

My bill eliminates this tax deduction 
to those companies and those corpora-
tions who want to bring their jobs 
overseas, and it gives a tax credit of up 
to 20 percent of the cost to U.S. busi-
nesses that bring jobs back to the 
United States of America. The compa-
nies would have to add jobs to claim 
the tax benefit. 

So let’s stop subsidizing companies 
that ship jobs overseas and start bring-
ing jobs back to our shores. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, it 
doesn’t get much simpler than that. 

This is not a new idea. President 
Obama and Democrats in Congress 
have raised this bill for years, and the 
Republican Congress has blocked our 
bill at every turn. Senator STABENOW 
of Michigan leads this bill in the Sen-
ate, where it cleared a procedural vote 
93–7 in 2014. 

I challenge you, today, to take up 
and pass this bill to stand up for Amer-
ican manufacturing and the workers 
here at home. Talk only goes so far. 
Let’s act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, isn’t it 
good to hear good news? I just got this 
on my electronic device here. 

The MedStar: ‘‘Congressman Steve 
Scalise continues to make good 
progress. He is now listed in fair condi-
tion and is beginning an extended pe-
riod of healing and rehabilitation.’’ 

Isn’t that good news? 
Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, let me 

just say that it is good news that our 
brother from Louisiana is in fair condi-
tion. I appreciate that news report. 

And I also want to take up the pre-
vious speaker’s offer to work with us 
on tax reform. We look forward to his 
assistance in moving that issue for-
ward. 

I might say that he is mistaken. The 
bill that we are talking about today is 
about protecting public interests. The 
last time I checked, people who I know 
like green trees, not black ones; they 
like their electricity to be there when 
they turn their light switch on; and 
they like water. These are three issues 
that we are looking to protect and 
make sure that people in the United 
States can enjoy all of these at-
tributes. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. BUCK) to 
talk about exactly that. 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
NEWHOUSE), my colleague on the Rules 
Committee, for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, in the West, water is 
life. Coloradans must wisely steward 

the precious water flowing through our 
lands. That is why we are so focused on 
water storage projects. 

Unfortunately, many water storage 
projects in my State face significant 
setbacks in permitting due to a long 
list of regulatory checkboxes. Local, 
State, and Federal agencies all have 
their own requirements. 

For the past several years, I have fol-
lowed multiple important water stor-
age projects on the front range of Colo-
rado that deeply impact Coloradans. 
Year after year, the shovels remain un-
touched as the water projects inched 
their way through the regulatory per-
mitting process. Water projects should 
not take over 10 years to permit and 
then only a few years to build. 

Much of this delay occurs because 
each level of government—local, State, 
and Federal—requires their own stud-
ies and permitting checklists, even 
though many of those requirements are 
the same or only slightly different. 

H.R. 1654 makes this process more ef-
ficient, allowing the Bureau of Rec-
lamation to coordinate the Federal and 
State permitting processes, so that we 
can avoid unnecessary duplication and 
so that we can better unify the ap-
proval requirements. 

H.R. 1654 offers a more streamlined 
approval process for our water projects 
but still empowers State and Federal 
governments to fulfill our duties to 
protect communities and the environ-
ment. 

This is a good government bill. We 
are simply asking different levels of 
government to work together so that 
our water projects can earn the per-
mits they rightfully qualify for. 

No water project should take 10 years 
to gain approval, but too many have. 
H.R. 1654 ensures that projects on Fed-
eral lands will have a clear, more effi-
cient permit application process. 

We owe this bill to the people of Col-
orado; we owe this bill to the people of 
the West. We owe this bill to everyone 
in this country who relies on fresh, 
clean drinking water. We owe it to the 
farmers who need water for their crops, 
to the ranchers who need water for 
their livestock, to the anglers who 
need water for their recreation. 

I am supporting H.R. 1654 for these 
people. I ask my colleagues to support 
this important legislation as well. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. BUCK), my 
friend, that there is a problem here we 
are trying to solve. Unfortunately, 
these are not the bipartisan bills that 
Democrats and Republicans from both 
sides of the aisle have worked hard to 
put together to do. 

Of course, Democrats, myself, and so 
many others want to expedite water 
projects permitting for hydro renew-
able energy projects. Of course, we 
want to free up utilities to do extra 
mitigation work around power lines to 
reduce the risk of fires. We have solid 
bipartisan bills that would do that. We 

could put them on the floor today or 
tomorrow, and they would have over 
400 votes. There are liberal Democrats, 
conservative Republicans, and fire-
fighters who support them. Utilities, 
Democrats, Republicans, and sports-
men support them. 

That is a route we could go. We could 
get those bills to President Trump’s 
desk by next week and actually start 
preventing forest fires and facilitate 
the permitting process around hydro 
projects. But, no, instead, we are doing 
a very divisive bill, one that has a lot 
of problems that it creates, in addition 
to solving some of the problems that it 
sets out to address. 

I encourage my Republican friends— 
they are in charge; they control the 
agenda—to take a look at pragmatic, 
smart, and thoughtful ways to reduce 
forest fire risk, speed up water project 
approval, such as the bipartisan Na-
tional Forest System Vegetation Man-
agement Pilot Program Act, which is a 
bipartisan bill. 

Look, this bill around the expedited 
water projects would circumvent a lot 
of the public input process that is actu-
ally so important to the success of 
these projects. My colleague from Colo-
rado was referring to several water 
projects. One that we both care deeply 
about, the Northern Integrated Supply 
Project, NISP, is currently with the 
Army Corps of Engineers and the Bu-
reau of Reclamation. 

I strongly supported extending the 
public comment period from 30 to 60 
days—a very reasonable time to allow 
people more input, which actually 
changed how the project was done and 
planned. It was a very meaningful form 
of input to build additional public sup-
port for the project; and, when the 
project is completed, will lead to a bet-
ter, more meaningful project, serving 
the water needs of our communities, as 
well as the impact on the lives of those 
who live in and near it. 

So, look, whether it is fixing fire bor-
rowing, giving utilities a liability 
waiver while not giving them a free 
pass, making sure that our agencies 
doing water project reviews have the 
men and women power they need to ac-
tually get them done quickly, these are 
reasonable, good ideas that I think we 
could pass with unanimity, or near 
unanimity. 

I promise the Republicans, if you 
would just work with us and have an 
open process, we could find common 
ground. Let’s start with these small 
things. Let’s start with preventing for-
est fires around electrical fires. We will 
get to healthcare. We can find common 
ground with you on that, too. 

But let’s start on finding common 
ground around reducing forest fire risk 
around electrical wires, Mr. Speaker. 
There is a path to do that. Let’s solve 
our small problems, and let’s build a 
pathway to work together on the big 
problems our country faces. 

I urge everyone to vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
restrictive rule, this rule that goes to 
the floor with no hearing, this rule 
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that rules out Democratic amend-
ments, doesn’t even allow discussion of 
them, and has a controversial piece of 
underlying legislation, when there is 
no need for controversy around such an 
important aspect of life in the Amer-
ican West, and, nationally, reducing 
forest fire risk and facilitating water 
projects and hydroelectric projects. 
Please join me in voting ‘‘no,’’ so we 
can get this House back to working on 
commonsense legislation that is bipar-
tisan, with the full support of the 
American people. 

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

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

I appreciate the time of my col-
leagues, who have joined me on the 
floor today, to speak in support of 
these underlying bills, as well as for 
the hard work of the House Natural Re-
sources Committee. 

First of all, H.R. 1873 is a bipartisan 
bill by any measure—five Democratic 
cosponsors, passed bipartisanly 
through the committee. 

This will reduce the threat of elec-
tricity outages caused by contact be-
tween overgrown trees and power lines. 
It is that simple. 

Existing Federal regulations and red 
tape can make it extremely difficult 
for utilities to gain the access that 
they need to their rights of way in 
order to perform needed maintenance. 
Before taking this action, they must 
receive approval from Federal agen-
cies. They have been criticized for not 
allowing these utilities to carry out 
vegetative management policies on a 
consistent and timely basis. 

Mr. Speaker, as you know, just one 
down tree on a transmission line can 
have devastating impacts, causing 
blackouts for thousands or millions of 
homes as well as businesses, or it can 
ignite fires that consume entire for-
ests. Yet it can take months to remove 
one single tree, due to our outdated 
Federal regulations and cumbersome 
bureaucracy. 

H.R. 1654 streamlines the current 
multiagency permitting system, which 
creates significant delays for project 
construction and completion, by cre-
ating a one-stop shop, a permitting 
process at the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. Speaker, the Bureau was created 
to oversee water resource management 
in the West and to prevent water short-
ages by building dams and conveyance 
systems. Yet, over the past 40 years, 
Federal regulations and policies have 
slowly made it increasingly difficult to 
build dams and reservoirs throughout 
the Western United States. Presently, 
it is nearly impossible to even expand 
the storage capacity at existing facili-
ties. 

The Water Supply Permitting Coordi-
nation Act establishes a framework 
where the Federal agencies with juris-
diction over new surface water storage 
projects must work together, coordi-
nate their schedules, share technical 
information and data, and publish their 

findings publicly. This important 
measure will allow water providers to 
better manage their systems to mod-
ernize and enhance their water storage 
infrastructure and optimize water re-
source management in preparation for 
future droughts and shortages, which 
we know will come. 
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The Electricity Reliability and For-
est Protection Act will prevent 
wildfires and power outages while ena-
bling utilities to safely supply elec-
tricity to rural and Western commu-
nities. 

H.R. 1873 will ensure that practical 
measures are taken to protect power 
lines and conserve our public lands, 
which is especially important in West-
ern States where overgrown Federal 
forests are too often the norm rather 
than the exception. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the rule pro-
vides for consideration of two common-
sense measures that will implement 
much needed improvements to the Fed-
eral management of our water re-
sources, our Federal lands and forests, 
and electricity infrastructure. I urge 
my colleagues to support this rule as 
well as the underlying bills. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. POLIS is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 392 OFFERED BY 
MR. POLIS 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections: 

SEC 3. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 685) to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to encourage do-
mestic insourcing and discourage foreign 
outsourcing. The first reading of the bill 
shall be dispensed with. All points of order 
against consideration of the bill are waived. 
General debate shall be confined to the bill 
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. After general debate the 
bill shall be considered for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill are waived. At 
the conclusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole 
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after 
the third daily order of business under clause 
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of 
the Whole for further consideration of the 
bill. 

SEC. 4. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 685. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 

a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308–311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. . . . When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.’’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

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

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
a question of the privileges of the 
House and offer the resolution that was 
previously noticed, asking that it be 
read in full concerning President 
Trump’s tax returns. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Expressing the sense of the House of Rep-

resentatives that the President shall imme-
diately disclose his tax return information 
to the House of Representatives and the 
American people. 

Whereas, President Nixon explained that 
‘‘People have got to know whether or not 
their President is a crook’’ when he invited 
the Joint Committee on Taxation to audit 
his returns after the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice gave him an unwarranted tax discount; 

Whereas, according to the Tax History 
Project, every President since Gerald Ford 
has disclosed his tax return information to 
the public; 

Whereas, the Chairmen of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, Joint Committee on 
Taxation, and the Committee on Finance 
have the authority to request the President’s 
tax returns under section 6103 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986; 

Whereas, pursuant to Article I, section 7, 
clause 1 of the Constitution, often referred to 
as the Origination Clause, the House of Rep-
resentatives has the sole authority to ini-
tiate legislation that raises revenue for the 
national government, and the Committee on 
Ways and Means is considering a comprehen-
sive reform of the Tax Code; 

Whereas, according to media reports ana-
lyzing President Trump’s leaked 2005 tax re-
turn, we know that had his own tax plan 
been in place, he would have paid an esti-
mated mere 3.48 percent rate instead of a 24 
percent rate, saving him $31.3 million; 

Whereas, according to The New York 
Times, the President used a legally dubious 
tax maneuver in 1995 that could have allowed 
him to avoid paying any Federal taxes for 18 
years; 

Whereas, President Trump holds ‘‘interests 
as the sole or principal owner in approxi-
mately 500 separate entities,’’ according to 
his attorneys, and the President’s tax plan 
proposes to cut the tax rate on such ‘‘pass- 
through’’ entities from 39.6 percent to 15 per-
cent; 

Whereas, one analysis estimated that 
President Trump would personally save $6.7 
million from two tax breaks included in the 
Republicans’ first tax cut, which they 
misleadingly call the American Health Care 
Act; 

Whereas, without the President’s tax re-
turns, the American people cannot deter-
mine how much he will personally benefit 
from proposed changes to the Tax Code; 

Whereas, an ABCNews/Washington Post 
poll found that 74 percent of Americans 
would like President Trump to disclose his 
tax returns and the most-signed petition on 
the White House website calls for the release 
of the President’s tax return information to 
verify compliance with the Emoluments 
Clause, with more than 1,097,000 signatures 
as of date of this resolution; 

Whereas, disclosure of the President’s tax 
returns could help those investigating Rus-

sian influence in the 2016 election better un-
derstand the President’s financial ties to the 
Russian Federation, Russian businesses, and 
Russian individuals; 

Whereas, after breaking his pledge to make 
his tax returns available, President Trump 
instead presented a one-page letter from a 
law firm giving him a clean bill of health on 
any business dealings with Russians, but 
failed to note that the very same law firm 
boasted of the ‘‘prestigious honor’’ of being 
named ‘‘Russia Law Firm of the Year’’ for 
2016; 

Whereas, former Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation Director James Comey, before he 
was fired by President Trump, publicly con-
firmed that the Bureau has been inves-
tigating potential ties between President 
Trump’s campaign and Russia since July and 
that the Russian President Vladimir Putin 
favored a Trump electoral victory; 

Whereas, President Trump’s son-in-law and 
senior advisor, Jared Kushner, met during 
the Presidential transition at the behest of 
the Russian Ambassador with Sergey N. 
Gorkov, a graduate of a school run by the 
successor to the KGB and who was appointed 
by Vladimir Putin to head a Russian state- 
owned bank that is on the U.S. sanctions 
list; 

Whereas, Mr. Kushner proposed estab-
lishing a secret back channel of communica-
tions directly to Vladimir Putin, even con-
sidering the use of Russian embassy facili-
ties to do so; 

Whereas, Attorney General Jeff Sessions 
falsely stated during his Senate confirma-
tion hearing that he ‘‘did not have commu-
nications with the Russians,’’ when in fact 
he met at least twice during the campaign 
with Russian Ambassador Sergey Kislyak; 

Whereas, former Director Comey testified 
before the Senate Intelligence Committee 
that President Trump had asked him in the 
Oval Office about ‘‘letting Flynn go,’’ refer-
ring to the investigation into former Na-
tional Security Advisor Michael Flynn’s 
business ties to Russia; 

Whereas, President Trump stated on May 
11, 2017, that he had decided that he was 
going to fire Comey because of ‘‘this Russia 
thing’’; 

Whereas, former Director Comey, on June 
8, 2017, testified that Special Counsel Robert 
Mueller could investigate whether President 
Trump’s actions with regard to Director 
Comey and the Flynn investigation con-
stituted obstruction of justice; 

Whereas, in 2013, President Trump said, 
‘‘Well, I’ve done a lot of business with the 
Russians. They’re smart and they’re tough,’’ 
and President Trump’s son, Donald Trump, 
Jr., told a news outlet in 2008 that ‘‘Russians 
make up a pretty disproportionate cross-sec-
tion of a lot of our assets’’; 

Whereas, against the advice of ethics at-
torneys and the nonpartisan Office of Gov-
ernment Ethics, the President has refused to 
divest his ownership stake in his businesses; 

Whereas, the Director of the nonpartisan 
Office of Government Ethics said that the 
President’s plan to transfer his business 
holdings to a trust managed by family mem-
bers is ‘‘meaningless’’ and ‘‘does not meet 
the standards that . . . every President in 
the past four decades has met’’; 

Whereas, the Emoluments Clause was in-
cluded in the Constitution for the express 
purpose of preventing Federal officials from 
accepting any ‘‘present, Emolument, Office, 
or Title . . . from any King, Prince, or for-
eign state’’; 

Whereas, the Trump International Hotel in 
Washington, D.C., has hired a ‘‘director of 
diplomatic sales’’ to generate high-priced 
business among foreign leaders and diplo-
matic delegations; 

Whereas, the Joint Committee on Taxation 
reviewed the tax returns of President Rich-

ard Nixon in 1974 and made the information 
public; 

Whereas, the Committee on Ways and 
Means used the authority under section 6103 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 in 2014 
to make public the confidential tax informa-
tion of 51 taxpayers; 

Whereas, the Committee on Ways and 
Means has now voted three times along 
party lines to continue to cover-up President 
Trump’s tax returns; 

Whereas, the House of Representatives has 
now refused nine times to act on President 
Trump’s tax returns; 

Whereas, the American people have the 
right to know whether or not their President 
is operating under conflicts of interest re-
lated to international affairs, tax reform, 
Government contracts, or otherwise; 

Whereas, the House of Representatives un-
dermines its dignity and the integrity of its 
proceedings by continuing the cover-up of 
President Trump’s tax returns: Now, there-
fore, be it; 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives shall— 

1. Immediately request the tax return and 
return information of Donald J. Trump for 
tax years 2006 through 2015, as provided 
under section 6103 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986, as well as the tax return and re-
turn information with respect to the Presi-
dent’s businesses of each business entity dis-
closed by Donald J. Trump on his Office of 
Government Ethics Form 278e, specifically 
each corporation and each partnership with-
in the meaning of subchapter K of chapter 1 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 where 
he is listed as an officer, director, or equiva-
lent, or exercises working control; and 

2. Postpone consideration of tax reform 
legislation until the elected Representatives 
of the American people in this House have 
obtained President Trump’s tax returns and 
return information to ascertain how any 
changes to the Tax Code might financially 
benefit the President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Texas wish to present 
argument on the parliamentary ques-
tion whether the resolution presents a 
question of the privileges of the House? 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I do 
wish to address the parliamentary 
question and would appreciate the op-
portunity to speak at this time about 
it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized on the question of 
order. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, you can 
certainly observe, as all the Members 
can, the many troubling events that 
are reflected in the resolution we just 
had read and why they do arise to the 
privileges of the House. 

Under clause 1 of rule IX, questions 
of the privileges of the House are: 
‘‘those affecting the rights of the 
House collectively, its safety, dignity, 
and the integrity of its proceedings.’’ 

This resolution seeks to protect the 
integrity of the proceedings of the 
House, and I believe that it is therefore 
privileged. There is just not an issue 
that is more fundamental to the integ-
rity of this House, the people’s House, 
than the faith the American people 
have in our democracy. 

That sacred faith is being under-
mined. It is under assault right now by 
President Trump. This House must act 
to protect the integrity of its pro-
ceedings. 
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Now, I know that there are many 

Members here who are eager to avoid a 
direct up-and-down vote on the specific 
question of covering up the Trump tax 
returns, and that there have been nine 
previous times when Members have 
come to the floor and presented resolu-
tions that were focused on trying to 
get those returns and to end the cover-
up. 

Recognizing the Speaker’s prior rul-
ings nine times against considering 
this measure, I have, today, offered a 
different resolution, taking a new ap-
proach that I bring to the Speaker’s at-
tention. Unlike the last nine resolu-
tions, my resolution does not direct 
the Committee on Ways and Means to 
meet and consider action on these se-
creted tax returns. 

I believe it should not be ruled out of 
order on the grounds that were used 
the previous nine times that this type 
of resolution was blocked. This coverup 
of the Trump returns must end, and 
that is why I have taken a different ap-
proach. 

Pursuant to Article I, section 7, 
clause 1 of the United States Constitu-
tion, what we know as the Origination 
Clause, the House of Representatives 
has the sole authority to initiate legis-
lation that raises revenue for the na-
tional government. 

As the Speaker knows, that means 
the House Ways and Means Committee, 
on which I serve, on which Mr. PAS-
CRELL, who I know wants to comment 
on this point of order, is concerned, for 
this House to exercise with integrity 
its authority to originate tax legisla-
tion. This is authority that it solely 
possesses. The American people should 
know how the President and his family 
might personally benefit from the tax 
legislation, either in their direct per-
sonal income or through the many 
business intermediaries with which 
they work. I believe some 500-plus enti-
ties reported on their financial disclo-
sure statement. 

President Trump, we know, has 
bragged publicly about his ability to 
bend the Tax Code to his whim in the 
past. He has said only he can ‘‘fix it.’’ 

And the question is: Will he fix it for 
himself, or fix it for working families? 
Will he enrich the middle class with 
jobs, or simply enrich himself and 
other billionaires like him? 

While recently Mr. Trump has pro-
vided us a single page of clues con-
cerning the contents of his tax plan 
that they now say will be provided 
fully in September, he has not given us 
much detail. But he does give us a few 
clues off that one page. One is his pro-
posal to repeal the alternative min-
imum tax. We know if that had been 
the law, if that Trump proposal had 
been in effect for the one year, 2005, 
that we have his return, he would have 
paid about the amount that an em-
ployee does on their Social Security. It 
would have saved him $30 million. 

I understand that there are many 
here that simply don’t want to look 
under the rock to see what is contained 

in those returns. And there are many 
who believe that Mr. Trump is the 
golden ticket to more prized tax 
breaks, to more ending of consumer 
protection, and they have been rather 
quiet about the tax return issue, about 
the conflicts of interest, and about the 
potential foreign collusion. 

But after all the resolutions pre-
sented here on the floor, nine, plus the 
amendments that I have offered in the 
Ways and Means Committee that have 
been rejected, I can say that, while 
there has not been progress yet on the 
House floor, there has been progress. 

Mr. Trump has responded. He pro-
vided a one-page letter from a lawyer 
that reviewed his tax returns, and that 
lawyer gave a Good Housekeeping ‘‘seal 
of approval’’ to assure us—‘‘to assure 
America he had no business dealings 
with the Russians as a result of review-
ing the returns.’’ 

What he did not say was that the 
same law firm had boasted of what 
they call the prestigious honor of being 
named the ‘‘Russia Law Firm of the 
Year.’’ I would just say today, in re-
sponse specifically to the point of 
order, that it is not sufficient to pre-
serve the integrity of this House to 
rely on the ‘‘Russia Law Firm of the 
Year’’ to be the only entity that re-
views these returns. 

b 1345 
I believe that we can do better; that 

we must protect the dignity of the 
House. 

According to Mr. Trump himself, he 
is already being investigated for ob-
struction of justice. It is important for 
us to have the tax returns on tax re-
form. It is important to have it on the 
Russia investigation. 

And, you know, there is hardly an 
hour that goes by, certainly a day that 
goes by, that there is not some addi-
tional information. When I opened The 
Washington Post this morning, right 
there on the front page—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman must confine his remarks to 
the question of privilege. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Certainly. 
And one of those aspects of the ques-

tion of privilege is how conflicts of in-
terest interface with what we are doing 
here in the House. I mentioned the tax 
returns and the Russia investigation, 
but there is a new one out today, and 
that is in the budget. I assume eventu-
ally we are going to have a budget res-
olution presented here, though it is 
very late this year. But when we take 
up that budget resolution and we take 
up the appropriation bills, The Wash-
ington Post reports that, while there 
have been significant cuts in the Hous-
ing and Urban Development budget, as 
many people cannot afford housing— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman must confine his remarks to 
the question of the privileges of the 
House. 

Mr. DOGGETT. I would do nothing 
else, Mr. Speaker. 

And this particular example shows 
how the proceedings of the House 

would be impaired if the only aspect of 
the budget that increases HUD is one 
from which Mr. Trump personally ben-
efits, which is what the Post is report-
ing, and so we need the returns in order 
to see that. 

Like so many other broken promises, 
we will not get these returns volun-
tarily. I believe that the House needs 
to act. Unlike Sally Yates, unlike the 
U.S. attorney in New York, and unlike 
James Comey, he can’t fire us, and we 
don’t have to be accessories to a cover-
up. 

I call on this House to protect the in-
tegrity of its proceedings, including 
the integrity of our unique constitu-
tional authority over tax legislation, 
by declaring that this resolution is in 
order. This resolution simply calls on 
the House to secure the tax return and 
return information on Mr. Trump and 
his businesses. It further declares that, 
in order to preserve the integrity of the 
House, we will not be taking up tax re-
form legislation, which we certainly 
need to take up, and we have ideas to 
offer and to cooperate in trying to see 
reform of our taxes, but not do it until 
we have had an opportunity to review 
thoroughly Mr. Trump’s tax returns 
and return information to ascertain 
how he may personally benefit. 

I would hope that the Speaker, con-
sidering my comments, as well as those 
that I know Mr. PASCRELL wants to 
offer, would be ruling that we can have 
that straight up-and-down vote, no hid-
ing behind a rock, let us look under the 
rock. 

I appreciate the Speaker giving me 
this opportunity to emphasize the very 
significant importance of this question 
to the integrity of the House and to the 
future of the American people and our 
democracy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does 
any other Member wish to be heard on 
the question of order? 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, how 
are you today? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from New Jersey wish to be 
heard on the question of order? 

Mr. PASCRELL. Yes, I do, thank 
you. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey is recognized. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I think 
we need to define a few terms here 
what we are talking about. We are 
talking about tax returns. What does 
that mean? It doesn’t mean the 1040. It 
doesn’t mean the 278. 

In this particular case, Mr. Speaker, 
we are talking about close to 12,000 
pages of tax returns; that is what we 
are talking about, the integrity of the 
House, the integrity of myself and you. 
I know you are a person of integrity. 
And I say it like it is, so I am not blow-
ing smoke. That is why this is impor-
tant. 

So a 2-page, 3-page 1040 doesn’t mean 
anything to what we are doing; 12,000 
pages, just on this President’s tax re-
turns. 

The stunning potential conflicts of 
interest are piling up. Every day, we 
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all read about it. The President was 
told by the Ethics Commission, divest 
yourself of your holdings. That doesn’t 
mean you give your money away, your 
assets away. It means what it says, you 
divest. 

But I think that there is nothing 
more of a threat to the integrity of our 
House than ignoring our duties, to pro-
vide a check and a balance to the exec-
utive branch. To restore the dignity of 
the House, we must use our authority 
to request the President’s tax returns. 
Give the American people the trans-
parency that they deserve. 

In addition, it is reported that the 
President’s hotel in Washington re-
ceived $270,000 from Saudi Arabia when 
they were here to lobby against the bill 
allowing families of 9/11 victims to sue 
the Saudi Government. 

Now, last week, the District of Co-
lumbia and Maryland filed a lawsuit 
against the President, arguing that he 
is violating the anticorruption clauses 
in the Constitution by allowing his 
businesses to accept payments from 
foreign governments and other govern-
ment entities. We have no way of 
knowing whether the President or his 
firms have received Russian income or 
loans or entered into Russian-linked 
partnerships. In fact, you are going to 
read a lot about that this week. There 
are hearings going on as we speak. A 
certified letter from paid attorneys 
does nothing to assuage these con-
cerns. 

Two weeks ago, we heard from the 
former Director of the FBI, James 
Comey, who confirmed that the Presi-
dent tried to influence him to stop the 
Russian investigation. 

Isn’t it great that we live in a body 
where they can’t stop us? The Presi-
dent can’t stop us. We can only stop 
ourselves. 

The legislative branch has the re-
sponsibility and authority to check the 
executive branch, and section 6103, you 
have heard me say that number many 
times, section 6103 of the Tax Code, 
which allows for the examination of 
tax returns—that authority, put in 
place specifically so Congress could ex-
amine conflicts of interest following 
that scandal which we all know about 
in 1923. 

Nothing could be more of a threat, to 
me, to the integrity of the House and 
our Members, than ignoring our duty 
to fully examine the personal financial 
entanglements of this President or any 
President, and particularly those, at 
this time, which we are reading about, 
that he may have with the Russian en-
tities and individuals or whether he 
abused the tax laws of this country. 

We have a right to know who our 
public officials are and what invest-
ments they have made, and every mem-
ber of the executive branch of govern-
ment—and this was made clear in the 
decision in 1924, particularly Interior 
Secretary Fall at that time, to exam-
ine his tax records, and that is how 
people were brought to justice in 1924. 

It also protects the privacy of the 
very taxpayer. And we are having ex-

ceptions. We have exceptions to that. 
Three years ago, we had an exception 
in the Ways and Means Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman have any further argument 
on whether this resolution constitutes 
a question of the privileges of the 
House? 

Mr. PASCRELL. Yes, it does con-
stitute a question of privilege, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then 
the gentleman will confine his remarks 
to the question of the privileges of the 
House. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Yes, I can, Mr. 
Speaker. May I continue? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As long 
as the gentleman confines his remarks 
to the question of privilege. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Very good. Thank 
you. 

Just let me say this in conclusion: if 
and when, if and when such conflicts 
are revealed, I don’t want to say to 
you, my constituents, that we had the 
power to review the conflicts, but we 
chose not to. I, for one, do not want my 
integrity or the integrity of my broth-
ers and sisters on this floor to be de-
meaned by a shameful failure. To re-
store the dignity of the House is what 
this privilege is all about. 

I have a question of the Speaker at 
this particular time, if I may. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may inquire. 

Mr. PASCRELL. I think that I would 
like to present today what Congress 
should do immediately about the ques-
tion of privilege before us. May I pro-
ceed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As long 
as it pertains to the question of privi-
lege. 

Mr. PASCRELL. The Chair is good on 
that answer, Mr. Speaker. 

I think that we should do this. I 
think we should require the President 
and the Vice President, whomever that 
will be in the future, for now, and their 
families, to resolve their conflicts of 
interest by selling their assets, using a 
truly independent asset manager. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s remarks are wandering from 
the question of privilege. 

Mr. PASCRELL. I don’t believe so, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. You 
might not believe so, but the Chair 
does. 

Mr. PASCRELL. But I am compelled 
to follow your direction. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the 
gentleman has no further argument on 
the question of privilege, the Chair is 
prepared to rule. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Well, my final com-
ment is this: I know you don’t take the 
question of integrity lightly. That is 
not a joking matter at all. Nor do I 
take the integrity of the President of 
the United States lightly. I have an ob-
ligation and a responsibility. 

As I said on February 1, I will not 
yield. This is important to all of us, 
and it is not partisan. Read my letter 
of February 1. 

I thank the Chair for his indulgence. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair is prepared to rule. 
The gentleman from Texas seeks to 

offer a resolution as a question of the 
privileges of the House under rule IX. 

In evaluating the resolution under 
rule IX, the Chair must determine 
whether the resolution affects ‘‘the 
rights of the House collectively, its 
safety, dignity, and the integrity of its 
proceedings.’’ 

The first resolving clause of the reso-
lution offered by the gentleman from 
Texas seeks tax returns and tax return 
information of the President and cer-
tain of his business entities. 

Section 702 of the House Rules and 
Manual states that ‘‘rule IX is con-
cerned not with the privileges of the 
Congress, as a legislative branch, but 
only with the privileges of the House, 
as a House.’’ 

As the Chair ruled on March 28, 2017, 
a resolution offered under rule IX seek-
ing information from actors entirely 
extramural to the House, such as the 
President and certain business entities 
in which the President may be in-
volved, is not uniquely concerned with 
the privileges of the House, as a House. 
Accordingly, the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Texas does not 
constitute a question of privilege under 
rule IX. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I most 
reluctantly, after the Speaker’s careful 
consideration of this, must appeal the 
ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 

MOTION TO TABLE 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a motion at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Newhouse moves that the appeal be 

laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, 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, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to table 
will be followed by 5-minute votes on 
ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 392; and on adoption 
of House Resolution 392, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays 
188, answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 
14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 311] 

YEAS—227 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 

Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
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Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 

Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—188 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 

Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Doyle, Michael 
F. 

Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 

Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 

McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Sanford 

NOT VOTING—14 

Aderholt 
Chaffetz 
Comstock 
Cummings 
Gabbard 

Higgins (NY) 
Johnson, Sam 
Larsen (WA) 
Long 
Napolitano 

Scalise 
Stewart 
Weber (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1419 
Mr. ESPAILLAT changed his vote 

from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 
So the motion to table was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, June 19, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a copy of the Certificate 
of Election received from the Honorable 
Corey Stapleton, Secretary of State of Mon-
tana, indicating that, at the Special Election 
held on May 25, 2017, the Honorable Greg 
Gianforte was duly elected Representative in 
Congress for the At-Large Congressional Dis-
trict, State of Montana. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS, Clerk. 
Enclosure. 

THE STATE OF MONTANA 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 

I, Steve Bullock, Governor of the State of 
Montana, hereby certify that at the Special 
Election held on the 25th day of May 2017, 
Greg Gianforte was elected to the office of 
United States Representative, to serve for 
the balance of an unexpired term that com-
menced on January 3, 2017. Said candidate 
received the highest number of votes cast, as 
appears from the official canvass of returns 
of the Special Election. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto sub-
scribed my name and affixed the Great Seal 
of the State of Montana this 15th day of June 
2017. 

STEVE BULLOCK, Governor. 
ATTEST: 

COREY STAPLETON, 
Secretary of State. 

[State Seal Affixed] 
f 

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE 
GREG GIANFORTE, OF MONTANA, 
AS A MEMBER OF THE HOUSE 
The SPEAKER. Will Representative- 

elect GIANFORTE present himself in the 
well. 

All Members will rise and the Rep-
resentative-elect will please raise his 
right hand. 

Mr. GIANFORTE appeared at the bar 
of the House and took the oath of of-
fice, as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will sup-
port and defend the Constitution of the 
United States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that you will bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same; that you take 
this obligation freely, without any mental 
reservation or purpose of evasion; and that 
you will well and faithfully discharge the du-
ties of the office on which you are about to 
enter, so help you God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you 
are now a Member of the 115th Con-
gress. 

f 

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE 
GREG GIANFORTE TO THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, 

the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCARTHY) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, GREG 

GIANFORTE is a family man and a busi-
nessman. He has been a husband for 29 
years, and he is a father of four. He is 
a founder with his wife, Susan, of 
RightNow Technologies, which em-
ploys over 500 fellow Montanans. 

It is good to have another 
businessowner in this House, somebody 
who knows the way the economy 
works, who has created jobs, and who 
cares about his local community. 

Now, Montana may only send one 
Member to this body, but out West, it 
is not about how many of you there 
are, it is about how much you do. 

GREG is a doer, and we are happy to 
have him here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Montana (Mr. GIANFORTE), who is 
the dean of Montana. 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank you and Majority Leader 
MCCARTHY. 

I am humbled and honored to have 
been elected by the people of Montana 
to represent them here in this House. 

I am joined today by my wife, Susan, 
who is in the gallery. We have been 
married 29 years. We have four grown 
children. Two of them are with us 
today, along with our daughter-in-law. 
We raised them hunting, fishing, and 
hiking on the great public lands in 
Montana. 

I am a business guy and an electrical 
engineer. I am trained to solve hard 
problems, not to argue about them, 
just to get things done. 

Susan and I did start a computer 
software company in our home over 20 
years ago in Bozeman, Montana, and it 
grew to over 500 employees there and 
became one of the State’s largest em-
ployers. 

I am Montana’s lone voice here in 
this House, sent by the people to do the 
work of the people. The MT comes be-
fore the R or the D after my name. I 
promised the people of Montana that I 
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would come back and drain the swamp. 
That is why today three of my first ac-
tions are bills: no balanced budget, no 
pay; term limits; and a ban on lobbying 
by Members of Congress after being out 
of office. 

We need to bring accountability to 
Washington, D.C. 

I feel a deep sense of obligation to 
serve, and I look forward to being a 
strong voice for all of Montana. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of 
rule XX, the Chair announces to the 
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath to the gentleman from 
Montana, the whole number of the 
House is 432. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1873, ELECTRICITY RELI-
ABILITY AND FOREST PROTEC-
TION ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 1654, 
WATER SUPPLY PERMITTING CO-
ORDINATION ACT 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5- 
minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi-

ness is the vote on ordering the pre-
vious question on the resolution (H. 
Res. 392) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 1873) to amend the Fed-
eral Land Policy and Management Act 
of 1976 to enhance the reliability of the 
electricity grid and reduce the threat 
of wildfires to and from electric trans-
mission and distribution facilities on 
Federal lands by facilitating vegeta-
tion management on such lands, and 
providing for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 1654) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to coordinate Federal 
and State permitting processes related 
to the construction of new surface 
water storage projects on lands under 
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agri-
culture and to designate the Bureau of 
Reclamation as the lead agency for 
permit processing, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
ordering the previous question. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays 
186, not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 312] 

YEAS—229 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 

Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 

Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 

Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 

Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—186 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 

Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 

Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Nolan 

Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 

Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—16 

Aderholt 
Blum 
Chaffetz 
Comstock 
Cummings 
Gabbard 

Green, Gene 
Higgins (NY) 
Johnson, Sam 
Larsen (WA) 
Long 
Napolitano 

Scalise 
Scott, David 
Weber (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1434 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

CARTER of Georgia). The question is on 
the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 230, noes 185, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 313] 

AYES—230 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 

Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 

Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
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Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 

McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 

Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOES—185 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 

Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 

Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 

Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 

Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—16 

Aderholt 
Blum 
Chaffetz 
Comstock 
Cummings 
Gabbard 

Granger 
Higgins (NY) 
Johnson, Sam 
Larsen (WA) 
Long 
Meehan 

Napolitano 
Scalise 
Weber (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1442 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I was unable 

to vote on rollcall No. 313. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I was ab-

sent during roll call votes No. 311, No. 312, 
and No. 313 due to my spouse’s health situa-
tion in California. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘nay’’ on the Motion to Table the 
Appeal of the Ruling of the Chair. I would 
have also voted ‘‘nay’’ on the Motion on Or-
dering the Previous Question on the Rule pro-
viding for consideration of both H.R. 1873 and 
H.R. 1654. I would have also voted ‘‘nay’’ on 
H. Res. 392—Rule providing for both H.R. 
1873—Electricity Reliability and Forest Protec-
tion Act and H.R. 1654—Water Supply Permit-
ting Coordination Act. 

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. 

The House will resume proceedings 
on postponed questions at a later time. 

f 

FIXING INTERNAL RESPONSE TO 
MISCONDUCT ACT 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 2131) to amend 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 to 
direct the Chief Human Capital Officer 
of the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to improve consistency regarding 
discipline and adverse actions in the 
Department’s workforce, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 2131 

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 ‘‘Fixing In-

ternal Response to Misconduct Act’’ or the 
‘‘DHS FIRM Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DHS POLICY ON DISCIPLINE AND AD-

VERSE ACTIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 704 of the Home-

land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 344) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in paragraph (10), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(11) implement a Department-wide policy 

related to discipline and adverse actions de-
scribed in subsection (e).’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) POLICY ON DISCIPLINE AND ADVERSE 
ACTIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, the Chief Human Capital Officer, in 
accordance with any established Depart-
ment-wide policy that deals with discipline 
and adverse actions, shall provide— 

‘‘(A) guidance to the senior human re-
sources official overseeing discipline and ad-
verse actions for headquarters personnel and 
non-component entities, as identified by the 
Chief Human Capital Officer, and relevant 
component heads regarding informing the 
public about how to report employee mis-
conduct; 

‘‘(B) guidance on how Department employ-
ees should report employee misconduct; 

‘‘(C) guidance on the type, quantity, and 
frequency of data regarding discipline and 
adverse actions to be submitted to the Chief 
Human Capital Officer by the senior human 
resources official overseeing discipline and 
adverse actions for headquarters personnel 
and non-component entities, as identified by 
the Chief Human Capital Officer and compo-
nent heads for the purposes of paragraph 
(3)(C); 

‘‘(D) guidance on how to implement any 
such Department-wide policy in a manner 
that promotes greater uniformity and trans-
parency in the administration of such policy 
across the Department; and 

‘‘(E) guidance and appropriate training on 
prohibited personnel practices, employee 
rights, and procedures and processes related 
to such. 

‘‘(2) TABLE OF OFFENSES AND PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(A) PRE-EXISTING TABLES.—If a table of of-

fenses and penalties exists for a component 
of the Department as of the date of the en-
actment of this subsection, the Chief Human 
Capital Officer shall review and, if appro-
priate, approve such table and any changes 
to such table made after such date of enact-
ment. In cases in which such tables do not 
comply with Department policy, the Chief 
Human Capital Officer shall instruct compo-
nent heads on corrective measures to be 
taken in order to achieve such compliance. 

‘‘(B) NEW COMPONENT TABLES.—If a table of 
offenses and penalties does not exist for a 
component of the Department as of the date 
of enactment of this subsection, a compo-
nent head may, in coordination with the 
Chief Human Capital Officer, develop a table 
of offenses and penalties to be used by such 
component. The Chief Human Capital Officer 
shall review and, if appropriate, approve 
such table and any changes to such table 
made after such date of enactment. In cases 
in which such tables or changes do not com-
ply with Department policy, the Chief 
Human Capital Officer shall instruct the 
component head on corrective measures to 
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be taken in order to achieve such compli-
ance. 

‘‘(3) COMPONENT RESPONSIBILITIES.—Compo-
nent heads shall comply with Department- 
wide policy (including guidance relating to 
such) regarding discipline and adverse ac-
tions for the Department’s workforce, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) providing any current table of of-
fenses and penalties or future changes to a 
component’s table to the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer for review in accordance with 
paragraph (2)(A); 

‘‘(B) providing any new table of offenses 
and penalties or future changes to a compo-
nent’s table to the Chief Human Capital Offi-
cer for review in accordance with paragraph 
(2)(B); and 

‘‘(C) providing to the Chief Human Capital 
Officer any data regarding discipline and ad-
verse actions in accordance with paragraph 
(1)(C). 

‘‘(4) OVERSIGHT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, the Chief Human Capital Officer 
shall implement a process to oversee compo-
nent compliance with any established De-
partment-wide policy regarding discipline 
and adverse actions referred to in paragraph 
(1), including— 

‘‘(i) the degree to which components are 
complying with such policy; and 

‘‘(ii) at a minimum, each fiscal year, a re-
view of component adjudication of mis-
conduct data to— 

‘‘(I) ensure consistent adherence to such 
policy and any Department-wide table of of-
fenses and penalties or any component-spe-
cific table of offenses and penalties approved 
by the Chief Human Capital Officer pursuant 
to paragraph (2); and 

‘‘(II) determine whether employee training 
regarding such misconduct policy or adjust-
ment in such misconduct policy is appro-
priate. 

‘‘(B) WORKING GROUPS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Chief Human Capital 

Officer may establish working groups, as 
necessary, to address employee misconduct 
within the Department. If the Chief Human 
Capital Officer establishes such a working 
group, the Chief Human Capital Officer shall 
specify a timeframe for the completion of 
such group’s work. 

‘‘(ii) FUNCTION.—A working group estab-
lished pursuant to clause (i) shall seek to 
identify any trends in misconduct referred to 
in such subparagraph, review component 
processes for addressing misconduct, and, 
where appropriate, develop possible alter-
nate strategies to address such misconduct. 

‘‘(iii) PARTICIPATION.—If a working group is 
established pursuant to clause (i), the rel-
evant component head shall participate in 
such working group and shall consider imple-
menting, as appropriate, any recommenda-
tions issued by such working group. 

‘‘(iv) FOLLOW-UP REVIEWS.—The Chief 
Human Capital Officer shall conduct annual, 
or on a more frequent basis as determined by 
the Chief Human Capital Officer, follow-up 
reviews of components regarding implemen-
tation of working group recommendations. 
In consultation with the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, the Secretary may request the 
Inspector General of the Department to in-
vestigate any concerns identified through 
the oversight process under this subsection 
that components have not addressed.’’. 

(b) REVIEW.—Not later than 60 days after 
the development of the oversight process re-
quired under subsection (e) of section 704 of 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
344) (as added by subsection (a) of this sec-
tion), the Chief Human Capital Officer of the 
Department of Homeland Security shall pro-
vide to the Committee on Homeland Secu-

rity of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate information 
on such oversight process, including compo-
nent compliance with any policy regarding 
discipline and adverse actions, data collec-
tion efforts, and information on the develop-
ment of any working groups under such sub-
section (e). 

(c) PROHIBITION ON NEW FUNDING.—No addi-
tional funds are authorized to carry out the 
requirements of this Act and the amend-
ments made by this Act. Such requirements 
shall be carried out using amounts otherwise 
authorized 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MITCHELL). Pursuant to the rule, the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. HIG-
GINS) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CORREA) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

b 1445 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on the bill under consider-
ation. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak 
about my bill, H.R. 2131, the Fixing In-
ternal Response to Misconduct Act, or 
the Department of Homeland Security 
FIRM Act, for short. 

Mr. Speaker, employee misconduct 
and unethical behavior at any Federal 
agency can disrupt the daily operations 
of our government; however, these ac-
tivities can have greater national secu-
rity implications at Federal agencies 
like the Department of Homeland Se-
curity due to its intrinsic mission. In-
cidents of employee misconduct within 
DHS do not only hinder the public’s 
confidence in the Department, but also 
jeopardize the day-to-day working en-
vironment for Department of Home-
land Security employees. 

Since its inception, DHS has faced 
significant obstacles consolidating 22 
preexisting component agencies, in-
cluding instilling common, across-the- 
board policies. Time and again, the 
DHS Office of Inspector General has 
criticized the Department’s lack of 
consistent policies. 

Until recently, the Department was 
operating without an across-the-board 
overarching misconduct policy, and 
headquarters and a major component 
were operating without the assistance 
of a Table of Offenses and Penalties. 

Issued in November 2016, the Depart-
ment’s discipline and adverse actions 
program directive put in place a De-
partmentwide policy to provide guid-
ance in the adjudication and manage-
ment of disciplinary matters. 

My bill, H.R. 2131, will strengthen 
and support this policy by granting 
greater oversight to the Chief Human 
Capital Officer of the Department, al-
lowing the CHCO to identify trends and 
causes of persistent employee mis-
conduct and to establish working 
groups to address such misconduct. 

H.R. 2131 promotes greater consist-
ency in the use of discipline and ad-
verse actions and improves collabora-
tion between the CHCO components 
and human resources officials regard-
ing the improvement of employee con-
duct at the Department of Homeland 
Security. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this bill to help en-
sure any misconduct and unethical be-
havior at DHS is properly dealt with. 

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

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND 

GOVERNMENT REFORM, 
Washington, DC, June 21, 2017. 

Hon. MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security, 

Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you 
concerning the jurisdictional interest of the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform in matters being considered in H.R. 
2131, the DHS Fixing Internal Response to 
Misconduct (FIRM) Act. 

Our committee recognizes the importance 
of H.R. 2131 and the need for the legislation 
to move expeditiously. Therefore, while we 
have identified matters of jurisdictional in-
terest to the Oversight Committee in the 
bill, I do not intend to request a sequential 
referral. This, of course, is conditional on 
our mutual understanding that nothing in 
this legislation or my decision to forego a se-
quential referral waives, reduces or other-
wise affects the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

The Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform is currently investigating dis-
ciplinary processes and procedures, including 
disparate tables of penalties, across the fed-
eral government. Any government-wide table 
of penalties created by legislation stemming 
from the Oversight Committee shall super-
sede the tables established under this legis-
lation. I look forward to working with you to 
ensure a uniform, consistent, and effective 
disciplinary process for federal employees 
across the civil service. 

The Oversight Committee has historically 
been a strong defender of the Inspector Gen-
eral community. It is our understanding that 
nothing in this legislation creates a negative 
inference related to the authority of other 
Inspectors General under the Inspector Gen-
eral Act of 1978 at other departments and 
agencies within the federal government. I ap-
preciate your willingness to work together 
to ensure that all Inspectors General are 
given the authority needed to accomplish 
their important mission. 

I ask that a copy of this letter and your re-
sponse acknowledging our jurisdictional in-
terest will be included in the committee re-
port for H.R. 2131 and as part of the Congres-
sional Record during consideration of this 
bill by the House. The Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform also asks that 
you support our request to be conferees on 
the provisions over which we have jurisdic-
tion during any House-Senate conference. 
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Thank you for your consideration in this 

matter. 
Sincerely, 

TREY GOWDY, 
Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, 

Washington, DC, June 21, 2017. 
Hon. TREY GOWDY, 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern-

ment Reform, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN GOWDY: Thank you for 

your letter regarding H.R. 2131, the ‘‘Fixing 
Internal Response to Misconduct Act.’’ I ap-
preciate your support in bringing this legis-
lation before the House of Representatives, 
and accordingly, understand that the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government will 
forego seeking a sequential referral of the 
bill. 

The Committee on Homeland Security con-
curs with the mutual understanding that by 
foregoing consideration on this bill at this 
time, the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform does not waive any jurisdic-
tion it may have over the subject matter 
contained in this bill or similar legislation 
in the future. 

Additionally, the Committee expects that 
any table of offenses or penalties created by 
the Director of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement for government-wide application 
shall supersede any table created at any 
component of the Department, including any 
Department-wide guidance on such tables, 
and shall be used at all entities of the De-
partment, although the Department or its 
components may provide an additional table 
of offenses and penalties subject to the re-
quirements of subparagraphs (A) and (B) en-
titled ‘‘Pre-Existing Tables’’ and ‘‘New Com-
ponent Tables’’ respectively, for offenses not 
listed in the government-wide table. 

Furthermore, this legislation authorizes 
the Inspector General of the Department, 
within their existing authorities under the 
Inspector General Act of 1978, to issue man-
agement alerts regarding misconduct to the 
Secretary. The Committee does not intend to 
create any negative inference related to the 
authority of other Inspector Generals with 
this provision. The Committee intends to re-
inforce authorities already existing in the 
Inspector General Act of 1978. The Com-
mittee strongly opposes the citation of this 
provision to cast any inference on Inspector 
Generals at other departments and agencies 
that would negatively impact their ability to 
accomplish their missions. 

I will insert copies of this exchange in the 
report or in the Congressional Record during 
consideration of this bill on the House floor. 
I thank you for your cooperation in this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL. 

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 2131, the DHS FIRM 
Act, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2131, or the DHS 
FIRM Act, seeks to ensure greater con-
sistency and transparency in how dis-
cipline is administered across the De-
partment of Homeland Security. Dis-
cipline administered in a fair and equi-
table manner has a huge implication 
on job satisfaction. 

Since 2003, DHS, a diverse, multimis-
sion Federal Department, has struggled 
with low morale. At the end of the 
prior administration, there was evi-
dence that the DHS workforce was 
starting to feel a more fair and cooper-

ative and supportive DHS. In 2016, the 
Office of Personnel Management re-
ported a 3 percent increase in the an-
nual Employee Viewpoint Survey, 
which indicated that DHS supported 
fairness and protection of employees 
from arbitrary action. 

While the OPM survey results are 
positive indicators, more must be done 
by the current DHS leadership. This 
bill seeks to give the Department’s 
Chief Human Capital Officer a more 
prominent role in ensuring that dis-
cipline is handled in an equitable and 
fair manner. Specifically, this bill 
charges the Chief Human Capital Offi-
cer with oversight of how employee 
misconduct is managed across all com-
ponents. 

To ensure fairness and transparency, 
the bill requires each component to ac-
complish a matrix of offenses and pen-
alties that is tailored to the needs of 
that organization, and upon approval 
by the Department’s Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, such information to be 
shared with the workforce. 

While it is essential that senior-level 
human capital personnel at DHS have a 
structure to address discipline, it is 
equally important that such discipline 
be administered in a fair and equitable 
manner. This is what this bill actually 
does. 

Mr. Speaker, the implementation of 
a Departmentwide discipline and ad-
verse action policy should improve em-
ployer and employee relations and 
communication. Enacting this legisla-
tion will send a message of support for 
the Department’s workforce who, every 
day, do things big and small to guard 
our country against terrorists and 
other bad actors. These Department 
personnel are entrusted with the secu-
rity of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R. 
2131, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my colleague for his 
wisdom and counsel. 

I once again urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2131, as amended. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
HIGGINS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2131, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DHS ACQUISITION REVIEW BOARD 
ACT OF 2017 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1282) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to establish Acquisi-
tion Review Boards in the Department 
of Homeland Security, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 1282 
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 ‘‘DHS Acqui-
sition Review Board Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. ACQUISITION REVIEW BOARD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle D of title VIII of 
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
391 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 836. ACQUISITION REVIEW BOARD. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish an Acquisition Review Board (in this 
section referred to as the ‘Board’) to— 

‘‘(1) strengthen accountability and uni-
formity within the Department acquisition 
review process; 

‘‘(2) review major acquisition programs; 
and 

‘‘(3) review the use of best practices. 
‘‘(b) COMPOSITION.—The Under Secretary 

for Management shall serve as chair of the 
Board. The Secretary shall also ensure par-
ticipation by other relevant Department of-
ficials, including at least two component 
heads or their designees, as permanent mem-
bers of the Board. 

‘‘(c) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet reg-
ularly for purposes of ensuring all acquisi-
tions processes proceed in a timely fashion 
to achieve mission readiness. The Board 
shall convene at the Secretary’s discretion 
and at any time— 

‘‘(1) a major acquisition program— 
‘‘(A) requires authorization to proceed 

from one acquisition decision event to an-
other throughout the acquisition life cycle; 

‘‘(B) is in breach of its approved require-
ments; or 

‘‘(C) requires additional review, as deter-
mined by the Under Secretary for Manage-
ment; or 

‘‘(2) a non-major acquisition program re-
quires review, as determined by the Under 
Secretary for Management. 

‘‘(d) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The responsibil-
ities of the Board are as follows: 

‘‘(1) Determine whether a proposed acquisi-
tion has met the requirements of key phases 
of the acquisition life cycle framework and 
is able to proceed to the next phase and 
eventual full production and deployment. 

‘‘(2) Oversee whether a proposed acquisi-
tion’s business strategy, resources, manage-
ment, and accountability is executable and 
is aligned to strategic initiatives. 

‘‘(3) Support the person with acquisition 
decision authority for an acquisition in de-
termining the appropriate direction for such 
acquisition at key acquisition decision 
events. 

‘‘(4) Conduct systematic reviews of acquisi-
tions to ensure that such acquisitions are 
progressing in compliance with the approved 
documents for their current acquisition 
phases. 

‘‘(5) Review the acquisition documents of 
each major acquisition program, including 
the acquisition program baseline and docu-
mentation reflecting consideration of trade-
offs among cost, schedule, and performance 
objectives, to ensure the reliability of under-
lying data. 

‘‘(6) Ensure that practices are adopted and 
implemented to require consideration of 
trade-offs among cost, schedule, and per-
formance objectives as part of the process for 
developing requirements for major acquisi-
tion programs prior to the initiation of the 
second acquisition decision event, including, 
at a minimum, the following practices: 

‘‘(A) Department officials responsible for 
acquisition, budget, and cost estimating 
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functions are provided with the appropriate 
opportunity to develop estimates and raise 
cost and schedule matters before perform-
ance objectives are established for capabili-
ties when feasible. 

‘‘(B) Full consideration is given to possible 
trade-offs among cost, schedule, and per-
formance objectives for each alternative. 

‘‘(e) ACQUISITION PROGRAM BASELINE RE-
PORT REQUIREMENT.—If the person exercising 
acquisition decision authority over a major 
acquisition program approves such program 
to proceed into the planning phase before 
such program has a Department-approved ac-
quisition program baseline, the Under Sec-
retary for Management shall create and ap-
prove an acquisition program baseline report 
regarding such approval, and the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(1) within seven days after an acquisition 
decision memorandum is signed, notify in 
writing the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate of such deci-
sion; and 

‘‘(2) within 60 days after the acquisition de-
cision memorandum is signed, submit to 
such committees a report stating the ration-
ale for such decision and a plan of action to 
require an acquisition program baseline for 
such program. 

‘‘(f) REPORT.—The Under Secretary for 
Management shall provide information to 
the Committee on Homeland Security of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate on an annual basis 
through fiscal year 2022 on the activities of 
the Board for the prior fiscal year that in-
cludes information relating to the following: 

‘‘(1) For each meeting of the Board, any ac-
quisition decision memoranda. 

‘‘(2) Results of the systematic reviews con-
ducted pursuant to paragraph (4) of sub-
section (d). 

‘‘(3) Results of acquisition document re-
views required pursuant to paragraph (5) of 
subsection (d). 

‘‘(4) Activities to ensure that practices are 
adopted and implemented throughout the 
Department pursuant to paragraph (6) of 
subsection (d). 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ACQUISITION.—The term ‘acquisition’ 

has the meaning given such term in section 
131 of title 41, United States Code. 

‘‘(2) ACQUISITION DECISION AUTHORITY.—The 
term ‘acquisition decision authority’ means 
the authority, held by the Secretary acting 
through the Deputy Secretary or Under Sec-
retary for Management to— 

‘‘(A) ensure compliance with Federal law, 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation, and De-
partment acquisition management direc-
tives; 

‘‘(B) review (including approving, pausing, 
modifying, or cancelling) an acquisition pro-
gram through the life cycle of such program; 

‘‘(C) ensure that acquisition program man-
agers have the resources necessary to suc-
cessfully execute an approved acquisition 
program; 

‘‘(D) ensure good acquisition program man-
agement of cost, schedule, risk, and system 
performance of the acquisition program at 
issue, including assessing acquisition pro-
gram baseline breaches and directing any 
corrective action for such breaches; and 

‘‘(E) ensure that acquisition program man-
agers, on an ongoing basis, monitor cost, 
schedule, and performance against estab-
lished baselines and use tools to assess risks 
to an acquisition program at all phases of 
the life cycle of such program to avoid and 
mitigate acquisition program baseline 
breaches. 

‘‘(3) ACQUISITION DECISION EVENT.—The 
term ‘acquisition decision event’, with re-
spect to an acquisition program, means a 
predetermined point within each of the ac-
quisition phases at which the acquisition de-
cision authority determines whether such 
acquisition program shall proceed to the 
next acquisition phase. 

‘‘(4) ACQUISITION DECISION MEMORANDUM.— 
The term ‘acquisition decision memo-
randum’, with respect to an acquisition, 
means the official acquisition decision event 
record that includes a documented record of 
decisions, exit criteria, and assigned actions 
for such acquisition, as determined by the 
person exercising acquisition decision au-
thority for such acquisition. 

‘‘(5) ACQUISITION PROGRAM.—The term ‘ac-
quisition program’ means the process by 
which the Department acquires, with any ap-
propriated amounts, by contract for pur-
chase or lease, property or services (includ-
ing construction) that support the missions 
and goals of the Department. 

‘‘(6) ACQUISITION PROGRAM BASELINE.—The 
term ‘acquisition program baseline’, with re-
spect to an acquisition program, means a 
summary of the cost, schedule, and perform-
ance parameters, expressed in standard, 
measurable, quantitative terms, which must 
be met in order to accomplish the goals of 
such program. 

‘‘(7) BEST PRACTICES.—The term ‘best prac-
tices’, with respect to acquisition, means a 
knowledge-based approach to capability de-
velopment that includes— 

‘‘(A) identifying and validating needs; 
‘‘(B) assessing alternatives to select the 

most appropriate solution; 
‘‘(C) clearly establishing well-defined re-

quirements; 
‘‘(D) developing realistic cost assessments 

and schedules; 
‘‘(E) securing stable funding that matches 

resources to requirements; 
‘‘(F) demonstrating technology, design, 

and manufacturing maturity; 
‘‘(G) using milestones and exit criteria or 

specific accomplishments that demonstrate 
progress; 

‘‘(H) adopting and executing standardized 
processes with known success across pro-
grams; 

‘‘(I) establishing an adequate workforce 
that is qualified and sufficient to perform 
necessary functions; and 

‘‘(J) integrating the capabilities described 
in subparagraphs (A) through (I) into the De-
partment’s mission and business operations. 

‘‘(8) MAJOR ACQUISITION PROGRAM.—The 
term ‘major acquisition program’ means a 
Department acquisition program that is esti-
mated by the Secretary to require an even-
tual total expenditure of at least $300,000,000 
(based on fiscal year 2017 constant dollars) 
over its life cycle cost.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1(b) of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 101 et seq.) is fur-
ther amended by adding after the item relat-
ing to section 835 the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 836. Acquisition Review Board.’’. 

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to implore 

my colleagues to join in supporting our 
bill, H.R. 1282, the DHS Acquisition Re-
view Board Act of 2017. This legislation 
provides commonsense reform and 
saves the taxpayers’ dollars. 

The Government Accountability Of-
fice and the DHS Office of Inspector 
General have reported the longstanding 
challenges the Department of Home-
land Security faces in managing its 
major acquisition programs. These pro-
grams are those costing more than $300 
million, which cost the Department 
about $7 billion in 2016 alone. 

Since the Department’s creation, the 
GAO has placed DHS management 
functions, including acquisition man-
agement, on its high-risk list of pro-
grams that are highly susceptible to 
fraud, waste, and abuse. Mismanage-
ment is present or in need of trans-
formation, and the DHS still struggles 
to ensure that major acquisition pro-
grams stay on budget, are delivered on 
schedule, and provide capabilities as 
originally intended. 

Homeland Security is a unique com-
mittee insofar as it affords the oppor-
tunity for folks on both sides of the 
aisle to work in a bipartisan manner 
for things that we can all concede are 
in the best interest of our Nation. 

A recent GAO report found that 9 of 
26 major acquisition programs experi-
enced cost growth or schedule slips. 
The amount of cost overruns totaled 
nearly $1 billion and are scheduled to 
slip by an average of 6 months per pro-
gram. The GAO also found that half of 
the major acquisition programs it re-
viewed deployed capabilities before 
meeting all key performance param-
eters, which are the most important re-
quirements a system must meet in 
order to do the jobs that they are in-
tended to do. 

It is unacceptable for waste and dys-
function to continue, and it is impera-
tive that the DHS take acquisition 
management seriously. This bill makes 
that the case. 

We must provide strong account-
ability mechanisms to ensure major 
acquisition programs with challenges 
are caught up, found early, and that so-
lutions are quickly implemented. 

This bill ensures that DHS provides 
that accountability and consistency 
needed to manage major components, 
acquisition programs, et cetera, by au-
thorizing the Secretary to establish an 
Acquisition Review Board. The Acqui-
sition Review Board would then 
strengthen the accountability and uni-
formity in DHS’ acquisition process, 
review major programs, and evaluate 
the use of best practices. 

This bill essentially codifies the al-
ready existing Acquisition Review 
Board to ensure that that board con-
tinues and has the oversight authority 
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it needs under law to make sure that 
the dollars that we take from the tax-
payers are sufficiently and adequately 
managed and not wasted. 

The Acquisition Review Board would 
be chaired by the Under Secretary for 
Management and would require at least 
two component heads or their des-
ignees to be permanent members. This 
would ensure participation from all 
DHS components. 

The Board would be required to meet 
regularly and would be responsible to 
determine if a proposed acquisition has 
met planning requirements needed to 
proceed to production and deployment, 
oversee major acquisitions as a busi-
ness strategy, and review programs in 
a cost benefit analysis format to deter-
mine performance objectives and en-
sure that our dollars are well spent. 

Mr. Speaker, a recent news story 
pointed out that nine individuals on 
the planet Earth control as much 
wealth as 50 percent of the population 
of the planet Earth. That means that 
these nine people control as much 
wealth as 3.5 billion people. And yet, 
Mr. Speaker, if you were to take the 
amalgamated wealth of those nine in-
dividuals and add it to those 3.5 billion 
and apply it to the United States’ na-
tional debt, we could pay off a mere 9.4 
percent. 

Given that our national debt is al-
most $20 trillion dollars and rising, it 
is imperative that we take this bipar-
tisan step to ensure that our homeland 
is secured but that the dollars spent 
doing so are spent effectively, effi-
ciently, and with good stewardship. 
This legislation helps to ensure that 
tax dollars are safeguarded, but it also 
helps to ensure that DHS personnel re-
ceive the tools they need to keep us 
safe. 

Mr. Speaker, I implore and urge my 
colleagues on each side of the aisle to 
join in this bipartisan legislation to en-
sure that our tax dollars are well shep-
herded but that our Nation is as secure 
as can be possible. 

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

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 1282, the DHS Acquisi-
tion Review Board Act of 2017, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, in recent years, the De-
partment of Homeland Security has 
strengthened the management of its 
major acquisition programs, which his-
torically has been weak. 

H.R. 1282 authorizes the key mecha-
nisms from the previous administra-
tion to ensure acquisitions valued at 
more than $300 million, which account 
for over $7 billion of DHS’ annual budg-
et, receive ongoing scrutiny—let me re-
peat, receive ongoing scrutiny. 

Since 2008, the Acquisition Review 
Board has brought leaders together 
from across the Department to validate 
foundational acquisition documents 
such as cost and schedule estimates 
and performance requirements. The De-
partment has had to learn the hard 

way about the importance of adhering 
to its acquisition best practices, in-
cluding the establishment of realistic 
requirements in cost estimates that 
take into account the life cycle of 
costs. 

An example is the SBInet program, 
started in 2006, that was supposed to 
bring together integration of systems 
of infrastructure and technology to se-
cure the border. This program was ter-
minated in 2011 only after $1 billion 
had been spent. Let me repeat that. 
This program was terminated in 2011, 
but only after $1 billion had been spent. 

The acquisition went wrong because 
CBP bypassed required processes and 
awarded a multimillion-dollar contract 
without having laid the foundation to 
oversee contractor performance, cost 
controls, and scheduling. 

Just last week, the Department was 
forced to cancel its $1.5 billion Agile 
Services contract, or the FLASH con-
tract, due to significant errors and 
missteps in the procurement process. 

Many of us are concerned that, in the 
Department’s haste to deliver the 
President’s campaign promise to build 
a wall, critical steps in the acquisition 
process will be short-circuited, leaving 
Americans with a bill for a bad invest-
ment. 

b 1500 
At this time, a centralized oversight 

body for DHS major acquisitions is 
more important than ever. 

This bill provides for the board to 
convene when a major acquisition pro-
gram requires authorization to proceed 
from one decision event to another, or 
is in breach of its approved require-
ments, or requires additional review. 

Efficiency and effectiveness in the 
acquisition process is imperative for 
the DHS mission of procuring goods, 
services, and supplies in support of its 
national security efforts. The Com-
mittee on Homeland Security unani-
mously approved this measure earlier 
this Congress, and similar language 
was approved by the House in October 
2015. 

By establishing this board into law 
and laying out its responsibilities, Con-
gress can ensure that this vital over-
sight will continue and that DHS will 
continue to show progress in its man-
agement of acquisitions. 

I urge passage of this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to take this opportunity to extend my 
heartfelt thanks to my distinguished 
colleague from California. While we 
might not agree on all that is appro-
priate within the purview of the De-
partment, we do agree on being effec-
tive stewards of tax dollars, and I am 
grateful for his comments. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, first, I want to thank 
my colleague from Virginia for bring-
ing forth this most important account-
ability measure. 

This bill enhances the Department’s 
accountability and provides greater ac-
quisition oversight to intercede before 
programs fail to meet important cost 
and schedule milestones. 

Given DHS’s limited budgetary re-
sources and the importance of its mis-
sion, it is critical that DHS improves 
its management of major acquisition 
programs. Although the Department 
has made some progress in its major 
acquisition programs, DHS cannot af-
ford to neglect the day-to-day manage-
ment of the agency and how it procures 
essential goods and services. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of this 
measure, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I, once 
again, wish to extend my thanks to my 
colleague from California. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues 
across the aisle to support this com-
monsense, bipartisan measure, H.R. 
1282, as amended, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. GAR-
RETT) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1282, as amend-
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 to establish 
the Acquisition Review Board in the 
Department of Homeland Security, and 
for other purposes’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ELECTRICITY RELIABILITY AND 
FOREST PROTECTION ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speak-

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

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

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

ant to House Resolution 392 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1873. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1504 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1873) to 
amend the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 to enhance the 
reliability of the electricity grid and 
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reduce the threat of wildfires to and 
from electric transmission and dis-
tribution facilities on Federal lands by 
facilitating vegetation management on 
such lands, with Mr. WOMACK in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 

WEBSTER) and the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GRIJALVA) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Today marks the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources’ Subcommittee on 
Water, Power and Oceans’ first step in 
advancing an infrastructure agenda 
that aims to improve our Nation’s in-
frastructure and expedite the develop-
ment of new infrastructure. 

As vice chairman of the sub-
committee, chaired by the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN), I have 
already seen a number of bills advance 
through the committee that, like the 
bill in front of us today, employ sim-
ple, pragmatic solutions to improve 
our Nation’s infrastructure and ad-
vance an all-of-the-above energy and 
water strategy. 

The Electricity Reliability and For-
est Protection Act, a bipartisan bill of-
fered by my colleagues, Mr. LAMALFA 
and Mr. SCHRADER, is about avoiding 
electricity blackouts, preventing forest 
fires, and promoting healthy habitat 
for wildlife on Federal lands. 

This bill represents a simple, prag-
matic solution to an issue that is born 
out of a lack of communication and 
consistency within a Federal agency. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank Chairman 
CONAWAY for agreeing to help expedite 
consideration of this bill today. 

I commend my colleagues, Mr. 
LAMALFA from California and Mr. 
SCHRADER from Oregon, for bringing up 
this bipartisan, commonsense piece of 
legislation. 

I urge my House colleagues to sup-
port this bipartisan bill, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 

Washington, DC, May 19, 2017. 
Hon. ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing con-

cerning H.R. 1873, the Electricity Reliability 
and Forest Protection Act. It is my under-
standing that, on April 27, 2017, the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources ordered the bill 
reported with amendments. 

This legislation contains provisions within 
the Committee on Agriculture’s Rule X ju-
risdiction. As a result of your having con-
sulted with the Committee and in order to 
expedite this bill for floor consideration, the 
Committee on Agriculture will forego action 
on the bill. This is being done on the basis of 
our mutual understanding that doing so will 
in no way diminish or alter the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Agriculture with re-
spect to the appointment of conferees, or to 

any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill or similar 
legislation. 

I would appreciate your response to this 
letter confirming this understanding, and 
would request that you include a copy of this 
letter and your response in the Committee 
Report and in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
during the floor consideration of this bill. 
Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, 

Washington, DC, May 22, 2017. 
Hon. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, 
Chairman, Committee on Agriculture, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: On April 27, 2017, the 

Committee on Natural Resources ordered re-
ported as amended H.R. 1873, the Electricity 
Reliability and Forest Protection Act, by a 
bipartisan roll call vote of 24 to 14. The bill 
was referred primarily to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, with an additional refer-
ral to the Committee on Agriculture. 

I ask that you allow the Committee on Ag-
riculture to be discharged from further con-
sideration of the bill so that it may be sched-
uled by the Majority Leader. This discharge 
in no way affects your jurisdiction over the 
subject matter of the bill, and it will not 
serve as precedent for future referrals. In ad-
dition, should a conference on the bill be 
necessary, I would support your request to 
have the Committee on Agriculture rep-
resented on the conference committee. Fi-
nally, I would be pleased to include this let-
ter and any response in the bill report filed 
by the Committee on Natural Resources to 
memorialize our understanding. 

Thank you for your consideration of my 
request and for the extraordinary coopera-
tion shown by you and your staff over mat-
ters of shared jurisdiction. I look forward to 
further opportunities to work with you this 
Congress. 

Sincerely, 
ROB BISHOP, 

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Wildfires are a huge problem in our 
country. They are becoming more fre-
quent and more intense, and they pose 
a growing threat to public safety and 
local economies. 

But, instead of taking steps to reduce 
wildfire threats, this bill tries to scare 
us into weakening environmental safe-
guards and giving away public land 
management to States and localities. 

I agree with the bill’s sponsor that 
overgrown vegetation and falling trees 
can spark forest fires. However, gov-
ernment data shows that this accounts 
for less than one-third of 1 percent of 
fires in the past 5 years. 

Why are we focusing on this minor 
problem when it is clear that real wild-
fire solutions require treating these 
fires like the disasters that they are 
under the law, and allowing the Forest 
Service to use its base budget for pre-
venting wildfires, not just fighting 
them? 

Given what we have seen from Re-
publicans in the Natural Resources 
Committee, the answer is simple: to 
chip away at the National Environ-
mental Policy Act, NEPA; shut expert 

Federal agencies and concerned citi-
zens out of the land management proc-
ess; and allow Big Business to profit at 
the expense of taxpayers and our public 
lands. 

The bill lets State and local elec-
tricity reliability standards trump pub-
lic land management rules. There is 
not even any requirement that the 
standards are based on sound science or 
principles of risk assessment. 

If a county says it needs to clear-cut 
a half mile into a national forest to 
protect power lines, this bill would 
allow it, and the Forest Service could 
only watch. Further, there is no prohi-
bition on selling timber harvested dur-
ing these operations. 

The bill also mandates the Forest 
Service and BLM use its NEPA cat-
egorical exclusion authority, even 
when vegetation management projects 
could cause environmental damage. 
This means that people who value pub-
lic lands would be completely shut out 
from the management process. So 
much for transparency and public 
input. 

Adding insult to injury, the bill 
waives liability for companies that 
start forest fires or cause other dam-
age. This is nonsense and shifts an in-
credible burden and risk onto Amer-
ican taxpayers. 

The bill also fails to deal with the 
root causes of our fire crisis, including 
the fact that the Forest Service cannot 
afford mitigation work to prevent 
wildfires because it spends half of its 
budget fighting them. 

I support legislation making wildfire 
disasters eligible for disaster assist-
ance under the Stafford Act, and I 
know many of my colleagues, both Re-
publicans and Democrats, do as well. I 
am disappointed that we are not pass-
ing a bill to do that today, and, in-
stead, are here just pretending to do 
something about a very serious prob-
lem. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this bill, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. DENHAM). 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I rise in support of H.R. 1873, the 
Electricity Reliability and Forest Pro-
tection Act. 

In California, we know all too well 
the disastrous effects of wildfires. Re-
ducing the threat of wildfires requires 
numerous proactive efforts, including 
the timely removal of fire hazards. 

My colleague, Mr. LAMALFA, has 
identified a solution to help improve 
fire hazard removal on Federal lands 
and prevent electrical blackouts. 

There are more than 18,000 miles of 
power lines on Forest Service and Bu-
reau of Land Management land, and 
these transmission lines, running along 
electricity rights-of-way, are critical 
to the power distribution in the West. 

The costs of operating and maintain-
ing these transmission rights-of-way 
are borne by utility companies, but ap-
proval for companies to remove the fire 
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hazards comes from the Forest Service. 
Currently, it takes the Forest Service 
months to grant approval to remove a 
dead tree. 

H.R. 1873 addresses this issue by al-
lowing utility companies to remove 
fire risks in a timely manner and en-
suring we are being responsible stew-
ards of our Federal lands. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield the gentleman an addi-
tional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DENHAM. Additionally, the bill 
allows utility companies to engage in 
responsible vegetation management 
along these rights-of-way, including 
language that I have added, which en-
courages the management practices for 
our pollinators, enhancing the habitat 
and forage for these pollinators, such 
as commercial and native bees that are 
so important to our trees and our com-
munity. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense, bipartisan bill. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, let 
me repeat: We are talking about cau-
tion and what is causing fires; and 0.03 
percent of fires caused by transmission 
lines is the data that is available to us. 
I know facts sometimes don’t matter, 
but they should matter in something 
as important as this; and 0.03 percent is 
the cause by transmission lines of fires 
in the forest on public lands. 

We are generalizing the huge 
wildfires that we have seen to make a 
case for this bill when the case is about 
transmission lines, rights-of-away; and 
it is 0.03 percent as the root cause of 
those fires over 5 years. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
COSTA). 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Arizona for yield-
ing me time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to com-
mend my colleagues for this common-
sense legislation. As a result of 
drought and the bark beetle, there are 
an estimated over 107 million dead 
trees in over 33 million acres of forests 
in California, and it is also throughout 
the West. Part of this is due to climate 
change, which is one of the most vex-
ing challenges of our time. 

This unprecedented tree mortality 
has created serious fire risk of 
wildfires throughout the West. Today, 
in California, in the Central Valley, we 
have record temperatures of 109 degrees 
and 112 degrees. Obviously, that adds to 
the concern. 

One thing that can be done, though, 
to prevent wildfires is to manage and 
control the amount of vegetation, par-
ticularly in areas where we have in-
creased fire risk. We just, bottom line, 
have to manage our forests a lot better 
than we are. We are putting way too 
much of our budget for managing our 
forests to putting out fires, and that 
must change. 

But an example of a location with 
higher fire risk is a utility corridor 

with exposed electrical lines that we 
have throughout the West in forested 
areas. 

In 2015, the Butte fire in northern 
California, which was the seventh most 
destructive in California’s history, was 
sparked by a tree that came into con-
tact with a power line. This is easily 
prevented by removing those trees that 
could damage lines, reducing fire risk 
and the cost of repairs to the utility 
ratepayers, plus the people in the sur-
rounding area, which these fires are 
devastating, and sometimes lives are 
lost as well as property. 

b 1515 

H.R. 1873, the Electricity Reliability 
and Forest Protection Act, if enacted, 
would create a process to expedite rou-
tine maintenance of vegetation along 
electric utilities in and near utility 
corridors and would help prevent fu-
ture tragedies like the 2015 Butte fire 
in northern California that was dev-
astating, once again. 

The bottom line is that we must do 
more, and we can. I concur that we 
should utilize the Stafford Act for for-
est fires, and that would free up more 
money to manage the forests. But that 
is a separate piece of legislation that, 
hopefully, we will get a chance to act 
on. 

This is a separate piece, and I urge 
support of this commonsense legisla-
tion, for my colleagues to do the same, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 1873, legisla-
tion sponsored by my colleagues from 
the Western Caucus, which improves 
the reliability of our electrical grid 
while, at the same time, protecting our 
Federal lands and forests from the rav-
ages of wildfires. 

This bipartisan legislation is com-
mon sense, plain and simple. This bill 
allows electric co-ops to prune or re-
move a tree that would fall on a power 
line in an electricity corridor if left 
unmanaged. 

Maintaining healthy and well-man-
aged rights-of-way is important for 
many reasons, not the least of which 
are the safety of our communities and 
reliable electricity delivery. 

Now, if you knew that a tree was 
going to fall on a power line and poten-
tially cause a massive blackout or 
spark a fire, you would probably want 
to cut it back or get rid of it, right? Of 
course you would. It is common sense. 

Unfortunately, inconsistent and un-
predictable viewpoints between Federal 
land managers at the Departments of 
Interior and Agriculture have pre-
vented co-ops from ensuring safety 
along the corridors, putting many at 
risk. 

Timely decisionmaking is crucial for 
these co-ops to protect the land, but 
for far too long, bureaucratic red tape 
has delayed the removal of hazardous 

trees for weeks and, in some cases, 
months. Too many times, co-ops have 
notified the proper Department of a 
dangerous situation only to have the 
request to remove a hazardous tree ei-
ther denied or bogged down by unneces-
sary and duplicative reviews. Not only 
that, but when the very tree they re-
ported inevitably falls on a power line 
and sparks a fire, the co-op is left hold-
ing the bill for the damages. 

Mr. Chairman, this is absurd, and I 
am pleased that this legislation shifts 
liability for a fire started under those 
circumstances back to the party re-
sponsible for inaction. 

Rolling the dice on forest health is 
not just unwise, it is flat out irrespon-
sible. I thank the gentlemen from Cali-
fornia and Oregon for sponsoring this 
much-needed legislation, and I urge my 
colleagues to vote in support of this 
bill. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. SCHRADER). 

Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 1873, 
the bipartisan Electricity Reliability 
and Forest Protection Act. 

I want to thank my colleague from 
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for working 
with me on this important legislation 
that will bring much-needed consist-
ency and accountability throughout 
the Federal land management agen-
cies. 

This bill is just common sense. Put-
ting it quite simply, we are just help-
ing our utilities better enhance safety 
and reliability of the grid and pro-
tecting against wildfires and black-
outs. 

Contrary to what some folks have as-
serted, this is actually a bipartisan bill 
supported by quite a few Democrats. 
This bill is especially vital for most of 
those in the West, where much of our 
land is federally owned. 

Many of your utilities’ and co-ops’ 
service territory can be more than 50 
percent federally managed. We have 
witnessed extreme variations and ap-
proaches not only between the Forest 
Service and the BLM, but within the 
management agency districts them-
selves. 

Jim Pena, out in Oregon: ‘‘There is 
little consistency from agency to agen-
cy, district to district, or even within 
the same offices.’’ This is the Forest 
Service talking. 

We read and listened to the specter of 
big companies coming in and clear-cut-
ting our Federal lands. I respectfully 
suggest that that is why we need these 
vegetative management plans. They 
are short, concise, deal with only the 
utility’s right-of-way and the land ad-
jacent to it that could cause problems. 

I wonder sometimes what the heck 
folks are talking about. We have heard 
complaints about absolving companies 
from liability. That is not true. What 
we are saying is, if the Secretary fails 
to allow the utility to manage the 
vegetation on Federal lands or adja-
cent right-of-way in a way that is con-
sistent with their approved vegetative 
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management plan that they have 
worked out with them or if the hazard 
tree or tree is in imminent danger of 
contacting an electricity line, the util-
ity will not be held liable for wildfire 
damage or loss. It does not absolve a 
utility from liability if they are neg-
ligent or act in a way that is incon-
sistent with their vegetative manage-
ment plan. 

I give you a great example our col-
league from Arizona talked about. In 
Oregon, a rural co-op requested trim-
ming some dangerous trees along the 
rights-of-way by the Forest Service. 
The Forest Service denied the request. 
A tree fell on the power line, sparked a 
fire. The utility was held responsible 
for paying for that fire when they had 
actually brought the issue to them in 
the first place. That is ridiculous. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1873. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. LAMALFA). 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Chair, I also 
thank Mr. WEBSTER for managing this 
legislation for us here on the floor 
today. I appreciate it. 

I rise today as a sponsor in strong 
support, of course, of H.R. 1873. It is in-
deed a commonsense vegetation man-
agement bill that reduces forest fire 
danger possibilities and electricity 
blackouts, while cutting through the 
bureaucratic red tape in the process. 

I also want to thank my colleague 
Mr. SCHRADER from Oregon for his 
strong support in making this a true 
bipartisan effort for something that 
really should have no partisan roots at 
all. 

As we have heard several of my col-
leagues speak earlier in testimony on 
the floor here today, there are gross in-
consistencies and impediments in the 
way the Forest Service and BLM man-
age transmission lines, particularly in 
the West, where many of these lines 
run through difficult terrain and dense 
forest. 

One electric utility in my district, 
the City of Redding Electric Utility, 
uses helicopters to engage in vegeta-
tion management along the rights-of- 
way on Federal lands. Such remote and 
forested areas make it especially dif-
ficult to effectively manage an area so 
large and dense. 

Rapid agency response is needed to 
help electric utility requests to con-
duct routine and emergency vegetation 
maintenance along Federal rights-of- 
way. It is absolutely essential to avoid 
wildfires and blackouts. 

Another benefit this bill brings to 
utility companies is much-needed safe-
guards in instances where the Sec-
retary fails to allow them to trim or 
remove a hazardous tree. There was an 
unfortunate incident in La Pine, Or-
egon, in which a rural electric utility 
company was unjustly billed for a 
$300,000 fire suppression bill when its 
request to remove a tree in imminent 
danger of falling on a transmission line 
was denied by the Forest Service. 

This bill would provide the electric 
utility companies the confidence and 
means to manage and maintain their 
own transmission lines from overgrown 
and unmanaged trees along rights-of- 
way, something the Federal Govern-
ment should already be doing in the 
first place. 

You see from the example here that 
electricity frequently is generated in 
rural parts of our country, and long, 
long transmission lines are needed to 
get to the urban parts of the country. 
So we are all in this: blackouts for the 
urban areas and, indeed, black skies in 
our rural areas where the forests are 
from unneeded wildfires. 

The Forest Service’s own document 
shows that, between 2012 and 2013, ap-
proximately 350 forest fires were 
caused by this interface of damaged 
trees, dying trees, falling trees falling 
into the different types of lines you 
would find in rural areas in order to 
move the power. 

These changes to status quo are long 
overdue. This bill is an answer to many 
of the problems electricity companies 
are having with the management of 
electricity rights-of-way on Federal 
lands. Too many dying and dead trees 
have fallen unnecessarily on power 
lines, sparking devastating forest fires 
that could have been prevented had 
they had that ability to remove the 
tree in question. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. I yield the 
gentleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. LAMALFA. By providing the 
utilities with the tools they need to en-
sure the reliability and the longevity 
of our national forests, we can bolster 
investment in energy infrastructure 
and enhance the lives of all Americans 
and do much better to preserve the 
habitat of these areas that we treasure. 

I urge swift passage of the bill today 
and favor in the Senate when it gets 
over there. Indeed, I thank my col-
leagues for helping this process along 
today. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

An example that supporters of this 
legislation use is from Oregon. It is 
from 1984. In the 33 years since then, I 
am aware of no example of a Federal 
agency refusing to allow a company to 
do vegetation management work and 
then holding the company liable for 
the damages. 

In fact, as the committee report for 
this bill states, the issue of land man-
agers allowing access to rights-of-way 
was largely resolved by language in the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005, stating: 

Federal agencies responsible for approving 
access to electric transmission and distribu-
tion facilities located on lands within the 
United States shall, in accordance with ap-
plicable law, expedite any Federal agency 
approvals that are necessary to allow owners 
and operators of such facilities to comply 
with any reliability standard approved by 
the Commission under section 215 of the Fed-
eral Power Act that pertains to vegetation 
management, service restorations, or any 

situation that imminently endangers the re-
liability or safety of the facilities. 

If the utility companies feel that 
BLM and the Forest Service are not 
complying with the law, they should 
seek resolution in the court. Instead, 
they are coming after a backdoor op-
portunity to affect our public lands. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK). 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chair, it real-
ly is amazing that the bureaucratic 
tangle that has been caused by our so- 
called environmental laws has now 
reached the point that even dead trees 
on public lands that threaten to fall on 
power lines and cause major forest fires 
cannot be removed without permission 
from Federal bureaucrats. And then to 
add insult to insanity, when the bu-
reaucracy denies or delays permission 
and a fire results, the cost of the fire is 
paid by the utility’s customers through 
higher household electricity bills. 

Mr. LAMALFA mentioned a situation 
in La Pine, Oregon, where the Midstate 
Electric Cooperative begged the Forest 
Service for permission to trim trees 
that were threatening their power 
lines, and they were refused. Well, sure 
enough, when one of those trees fell on 
a power line and started a fire, the util-
ity’s customers were forced to pay the 
firefighting costs that resulted, a third 
of a million dollars. 

Carbon Power & Light warned the 
Forest Service of trees threatening 
their lines. The Forest Service required 
them first to conduct $1.6 million of en-
vironmental studies paid by the util-
ity’s customers. If there had been a fire 
in the meantime, they would have had 
to pay those costs as well. 

Mr. LAMALFA’s bill basically does 
two things: 

First, it exempts such projects from 
time-consuming and costly environ-
mental reviews. After all, there is 
nothing more devastating to the forest 
environment than a forest fire. Our en-
vironmental laws are now causing 
these fires. 

Second, when a Federal agency 
delays or denies permission for a util-
ity to remove or trim hazard trees and 
they end up causing a fire, the liability 
is placed where it belongs: on the agen-
cy and its bureaucrats, not on the util-
ity and its customers; and it gives util-
ities permission to remove imminent 
threats to power lines before they can 
cause a fire. 

Mr. Chair, you may have noticed, 
common sense is not exactly common 
to government. Let’s change that 
today by adopting this bill. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

At a hearing on similar legislation in 
the Natural Resources Committee last 
Congress, both the Forest Service and 
BLM testified in opposition and ex-
plained how they work with utility 
companies to address vegetation man-
agement issues. 
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In addition to entering into vol-

untary vegetation management plans, 
the Forest Service testified that the 
agency’s 2013 vegetation management 
guide specifies for field staffs the pro-
cedures and practices that should be 
included in operation and maintenance 
plans for power lines. This guide states 
that, where vegetation conditions in-
side or outside the authorized right-of- 
way pose an imminent threat to power 
line facilities, utility companies may 
remove those threats immediately, 
without prior approval from the Forest 
Service. 

For its part, BLM testified that, 
under the terms and conditions typi-
cally included in a right-of-way grant, 
a utility company may conduct minor 
trimming, pruning, and weed manage-
ment to maintain the right-of-way of a 
facility after simply notifying BLM. 
The utility company can often obtain 
BLM approval for removal of hazardous 
trees through a streamlined process. 
For an emergency situation causing an 
imminent hazard, no BLM preapproval 
would be necessary. 

b 1530 

I understand that some of the compa-
nies believe they should be able to do 
whatever they want whenever they 
want, but the land does not belong to 
them. It belongs to the American peo-
ple, and Federal agencies have a re-
sponsibility to all Americans to ensure 
that those lands are not abused. 

Again, facts do matter, and 0.03 per-
cent of fires in public lands were 
caused by trees falling on transmission 
lines in the last 5 years—0.03 percent. 
So we continue to exaggerate the com-
mon sense behind the facts that I just 
laid out. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
WESTERMAN). 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today in favor of H.R. 1873, the 
Electricity Reliability and Forest Pro-
tection Act, and I thank Mr. LAMALFA 
for his leadership on this issue. 

I would also like to commend the 
nonpartisan support for this bill, and 
associate my remarks with the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA) and 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
SCHRADER). 

This bill is a commonsense piece of 
legislation that will reduce the risk of 
wildfires and improve the safety and 
reliability of our electrical grid. 

How will this bill accomplish these 
objectives? 

It is really quite simple. When we re-
move overgrown vegetation near our 
electric grid on Federal lands, we re-
move the fuel component of wildfires. 
By reducing the risk of wildfire, we re-
duce the risk of an interruption of our 
electrical grid. 

Mr. Chairman, this is so much just 
plain common sense that it baffles me 
that we are having to debate it on the 

floor of the House of Representatives, 
but I think it is an example of how 
misguided some of our land manage-
ment agencies have become, and the 
need for broader reforms. 

This bill would streamline the Fed-
eral review process for removal of trees 
and vegetation that pose a risk to our 
power grid and promotes consistency 
among Federal agencies tasked with 
the decisions on removal. 

If we want to move toward better 
protection of our forests on Federal 
lands and the electrical grid that 
moves through these locations, it is ob-
vious that we should pass H.R. 1873. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

My colleague from California (Mr. 
COSTA) brought up one of the real 
causes of wildfire, and that was climate 
change, the lack of mitigation, and the 
situation within the Forest Service 
budget in which half of the revenue 
dedicated to that department is used to 
suppress wildfires. 

This administration has denied the 
existence of climate change, scrubbed 
it from its vocabulary, from its 
science, from its study. If we are going 
to look at the causes of wildfires, if we 
are going to look at strategies and how 
we protect the urban and forest inter-
face, if we are going to look at really 
addressing the subject, then the very 
salient point that Mr. COSTA brought 
up regarding climate change has to be 
part and parcel of the discussion. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP), the 
chairman of the Natural Resources 
Committee. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
management of the forests and forest 
fires is an important and significant 
topic, but it is not the issue that we 
are having here today. Climate change 
is an important significant topic, but it 
is not the issue that we are talking 
about today. 

We are talking about how you trans-
fer power from point A, where it is pro-
duced, to point B, where people live, 
and make sure that you can continue 
to have that power flowing there be-
cause it impacts the quality of life. 
This is about how we improve our lives. 
That is the key issue. 

The examples have been given out 
here before of examples of where that 
has been interrupted simply because we 
failed to maintain transmission lines. 
A good example is down in New Mexico, 
where, once again, an ash tree—pun in-
tended—actually fell on a forest, on the 
line, creating a 150,000-acre fire; and 
then the company that actually owned 
the line and wanted to maintain it but 
was not allowed to by the Forest Serv-
ice was given a $35 million bill. Unfor-
tunately, the liability of that company 
was only $20 million, so you can under-
stand the difficulty that company is in 
right now. 

That is the reality in which we are 
dealing, and we have to realize that 
this is a solution to that issue. It is 
about how we provide power to people. 

The only chance I had of meeting 
President Obama was when he came to 
Utah and visited Hill Air Force Base, 
and he was there to talk about solar 
power that is being used on Hill Air 
Force Base. 

Hill Air Force Base also has a great 
power source that comes from a neigh-
boring trash dump, which provides 
steam and methane power that goes to 
the base itself. And I told the Presi-
dent, when he asked us questions about 
this, that it is very easy for Hill Air 
Force Base to have this power source 
because it is next door. But for most 
people, they live miles and miles away, 
and you have to have transmission 
lines that get the power from where it 
is produced to where they live, and 
often across Federal lands. 

To his credit, President Obama lit up 
and said: Yes, not only is that an im-
portant issue, but it is also an issue 
dealing with our entire grid structure 
that needs to be worked on; another 
issue that is not today’s discussion 
matter. 

And to his credit, his office did con-
tact our office, our committee, and 
started helping us work on some issues. 
Even though they did not stay with us 
to the final conclusion of the bill, the 
bill we have before us today is the re-
sult of those discussions, the result of 
that effort. 

I try to emphasize how bipartisan 
this bill is; an effort to try and solve a 
real problem that helps real people 
with real circumstances that have 
caused problems in the past that need 
to be changed. That is what we are at-
tempting to do here. 

So I applaud the committee that 
came up with this bill. I applaud the 
chief sponsor of that bill. I urge my 
colleagues to please support this. This 
is the right thing to do if you really 
care about helping people. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

You know, this legislation, with a 
few modifications, could help prevent 
the 0.03 percent of wildfires that are 
caused by electricity infrastructure, 
but the majority refused to work with 
us on those modifications. 

Most importantly, the failure to 
make vegetation management plans 
for utility rights-of-way mandatory ne-
gates any positive impact this bill 
might have had. As we have heard from 
Forest Service and industry at a hear-
ing on similar legislation last Con-
gress, voluntary vegetation manage-
ment is already allowed and is quite 
common. This includes the ability for 
rights-of-way holders to access these 
areas and conduct vegetation manage-
ment without notifying Federal land 
managers until after the fact. This is 
current law. 

The majority claims we need this bill 
to address delays caused by the ap-
proval of unplanned work and delays 
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associated with removing dead trees on 
public lands outside of rights-of-way. 

Without an up-front planning re-
quirement, I can see authorizing lim-
ited activity for utility companies to 
do targeted vegetation management 
adjacent to rights-of-way. But instead 
of offering the commonsense trade off, 
the bill before us today simply cuts 
Federal agencies out of the process of 
managing the American people’s land 
by requiring the Forest Service and 
BLM to approve plans with no option 
to modify or reject them if the plans 
are inadequate. 

So whatever the company turns in— 
the utility company turns in, that is 
the plan that will become the manage-
ment plan for that vegetation, regard-
less of any opinion by Forest Service or 
BLM. 

Further, the bill does not define ‘‘ad-
jacent,’’ meaning that companies could 
cut trees that are well outside the 
rights-of-way on public lands. This 
makes public lands vulnerable to a 
level of abuse that no one who values 
them would be willing to support. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have no more speakers and I am 
prepared to close, so I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Let me just say that this legislation 
is a solution without a problem. And as 
I mentioned earlier several times, facts 
do matter. 

When we are doing a whole-scale 
change of how we manage rights-of- 
way on public lands because of 0.03 per-
cent of the causation by utility lines of 
fires on public lands, that is a heavy-
handed way to approach doing legisla-
tion. There have been opportunities 
and modifications, opportunities of ex-
pediting the process, but those were 
not allowed as part of this legislation. 

If we, indeed, are going to look at 
both the wildfire situation, the budget 
stress on Forest Service to suppress 
those fires, and this rights-of-way 
issue, which is miniscule compared to 
the bigger issues, then I think this leg-
islation has to be rejected, and work on 
a piece of legislation that has con-
sensus, that is bipartisan, and that ad-
dresses the real problems with wildfires 
in this country, not this utility give-
away that we are doing here today. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
again, I commend the bill’s sponsors 
for bringing up this bipartisan, com-
monsense piece of legislation. I urge 
my House colleagues to support this bi-
partisan bill, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chair, I rise today to 
speak in support of H.R. 1873—the Electricity 
Reliability and Forest Protection Act. 

North Carolina is home to four national for-
ests that offer visitors and residents access to 
incredible scenery, wildlife, and a wide variety 
of recreational activities. 

In my district in Western North Carolina, 
American Forestry management has its roots 
in the Pisgah National Forest: The Cradle of 
Forestry, the very first forestry school in the 
country, is located there. 

Proper forestry management is a part of 
North Carolina’s history that we hope to pass 
on to for our future generations to come. 

I commend my colleagues, Reps. DOUG 
LAMALFA and KURT SCHRADER, for identifying 
a problem and for providing a common-sense 
solution to make vegetation management in 
national forests easier. 

Managing vegetation around power lines is 
important for ensuring electric grid reliability, 
and for keeping overgrown and falling trees 
from interfering with nearby power lines which 
can cause blackouts, wildfires, and other safe-
ty hazards. 

This bill would ensure utility companies, who 
are responsible for vegetation management 
near power lines on federal lands, are no 
longer delayed by bureaucratic red tape and 
inconsistent federal standards between agen-
cies. 

With the passage of this bill, we will be a 
step closer to providing expedited forestry 
management plan approval, while also giving 
utility companies the authority to remove haz-
ardous debris in emergency situations. 

Mr. Chair, I am pleased we are advancing 
a bipartisan proposal today—I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill. 

Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Chair, I rise today to 
urge my colleagues to support H.R.1873, the 
Electricity Reliability and Forest Protection Act. 
This important legislation is meant to 
proactively prevent major utility reliability prob-
lems before they happen. 

Currently, electric cooperatives in my district 
own transmission lines which cross lands 
managed by the U.S. Forest Service and the 
Bureau of Land Management to provide es-
sential services to rural areas. I’ve heard from 
my electric coops that before addressing prob-
lems with these transmission lines, such as 
clearing downed trees or excess debris near 
utility poles, they must first be granted ap-
proval to do the work from these federal agen-
cies. Any delay in receiving approval costs 
time, money, and amplifies the impacts of 
major power outages to my constituents. 

Currently, electric coops can be held re-
sponsible for damages if a tree falls on a 
power line and causes a fire, even if the coop 
is still awaiting approval to work on clearing 
the hazardous debris. 

H.R. 1873 will save utilities unnecessary 
costs and improve electricity reliability for con-
sumers by streamlining outdated federal land 
management policies. The language mini-
mizes the need for case-by-case approvals 
and instead provides expedited review and ap-
provals for routine vegetation management 
and maintenance activities. Cutting red tape 
will make it easier for electric utility companies 
to initiate preventative measures to manage 
vegetation and woody debris on right-of-way 
transmission lines. This proactive work will 
mitigate the effects of fires and storms by 
clearing hazardous material before the natural 
disaster hits. 

Just two weeks ago, a major storm with 
winds up to seventy miles-per-hour blew 
through my district and left thousands of my 
constituents without power. The strong winds 
downed trees and took out power lines, se-
verely damaged homes and businesses, and 

ripped the roofs off of barns. Lengthy power 
outages delay the repairs needed to get storm 
victims’ lives back on track. So I am eager to 
support legislation which helps my commu-
nities recover from these painful storms as 
fast as possible. 

Storms like these are commonplace in Min-
nesota. Our electric coops are ready to com-
plete the work necessary to mitigate the ef-
fects of these disasters as much as possible 
so consumers can have better access to elec-
tricity, especially during natural disasters. 
Again, I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I am pleased to 
be here today in strong support of H.R. 1873, 
the Electricity Reliability and Forest Protection 
Act. 

As we enter wildfire season, it is of the up-
most importance that the federal government 
act to prevent these devastating disasters. 

The Electricity Reliability and Forest Protec-
tion Act strengthens electric grid reliability 
while reducing the risk of fires and fire haz-
ards caused by poor vegetation management 
in power line rights-of-way on federally man-
aged public lands. 

Currently, bureaucratic permitting delays im-
pede electric utility companies from effectively 
managing overgrowth near electric infrastruc-
ture, which puts these areas at greater risk for 
a fire event. This common-sense, widely-sup-
ported, legislation would require an expedited 
federal review process for trees that are dan-
gerously close to power lines. 

The effective management of this unruly 
vegetation is especially important in my home 
state of California, where in 2016, an over-
whelming 6,986 fires destroyed over 565,000 
acres of land throughout the state. 

I thank my Colleague from California, Mr. 
LAMALFA, for his leadership on this legislation 
and I look forward to supporting the Electricity 
Reliability and Forest Protection Act later 
today. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources printed in 
the bill. The committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be con-
sidered as read. 

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

H.R. 1873 

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 ‘‘Electricity Reli-
ability and Forest Protection Act’’. 
SEC. 2. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FACILITY IN-

SPECTION, AND OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE ON FEDERAL LANDS 
CONTAINING ELECTRIC TRANS-
MISSION AND DISTRIBUTION FACILI-
TIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title V of the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 
1761 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:24 Jun 22, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\K21JN7.058 H21JNPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5028 June 21, 2017 
‘‘SEC. 512. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FACILITY 

INSPECTION, AND OPERATION, AND 
MAINTENANCE RELATING TO ELEC-
TRIC TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBU-
TION FACILITY RIGHTS-OF-WAY. 

‘‘(a) GENERAL DIRECTION.—In order to en-
hance the reliability of the electricity grid and 
reduce the threat of wildfires to and from elec-
tric transmission and distribution rights-of-way 
and related facilities and adjacent property, the 
Secretary, with respect to public lands and 
other lands under the jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary, and the Secretary of Agriculture, with 
respect to National Forest System lands, shall 
provide direction to ensure that all existing and 
future rights-of-way, however established (in-
cluding by grant, special use authorization, and 
easement), for electrical transmission and dis-
tribution facilities on such lands include provi-
sions for utility vegetation management, facility 
inspection, and operation and maintenance ac-
tivities that, while consistent with applicable 
law— 

‘‘(1) are developed in consultation with the 
holder of the right-of-way; 

‘‘(2) enable the owner or operator of a facility 
to operate and maintain the facility in good 
working order and to comply with Federal, 
State and local electric system reliability and 
fire safety requirements, including reliability 
standards established by the Electric Reliability 
Organization as defined under 16 U.S.C. 824o(a) 
and plans to meet such reliability standards; 

‘‘(3) minimize the need for case-by-case or an-
nual approvals for— 

‘‘(A) routine vegetation management, facility 
inspection, and operation and maintenance ac-
tivities within existing electrical transmission 
and distribution rights-of-way; and 

‘‘(B) utility vegetation management activities 
that are necessary to control hazard trees with-
in or adjacent to electrical transmission and dis-
tribution rights-of-way; and 

‘‘(4) when review is required, provide for expe-
dited review and approval of utility vegetation 
management, facility inspection, and operation 
and maintenance activities, especially activities 
requiring prompt action to avoid an adverse im-
pact on human safety or electric reliability to 
avoid fire hazards. 

‘‘(b) VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FACILITY IN-
SPECTION, AND OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
PLANS.— 

‘‘(1) DEVELOPMENT AND SUBMISSION.—Con-
sistent with subsection (a), the Secretary and 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall provide own-
ers and operators of electric transmission and 
distribution facilities located on lands described 
in such subsection with the option to develop 
and submit a vegetation management, facility 
inspection, and operation and maintenance 
plan, that at each transmission or distribution 
owner or operator’s discretion may cover some 
or all of the owner or operator’s transmission 
and distribution rights-of-way on Federal lands, 
for approval to the Secretary with jurisdiction 
over the lands. A plan under this paragraph 
shall enable the owner or operator of a facility, 
at a minimum, to comply with applicable Fed-
eral, State, and local electric system reliability 
and fire safety requirements, as provided in sub-
section (a)(2). The Secretaries shall not have the 
authority to modify those requirements. 

‘‘(2) REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCESS.—The 
Secretary and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
jointly develop a consolidated and coordinated 
process for review and approval of— 

‘‘(A) vegetation management, facility inspec-
tion, and operation and maintenance plans sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) that— 

‘‘(i) assures prompt review and approval not 
to exceed 90 days; 

‘‘(ii) includes timelines and benchmarks for 
agency comments to submitted plans and final 
approval of such plans; 

‘‘(iii) is consistent with applicable law; and 
‘‘(iv) minimizes the costs of the process to the 

reviewing agency and the entity submitting the 
plans; and 

‘‘(B) amendments to the plans in a prompt 
manner if changed conditions necessitate a 
modification to a plan. 

‘‘(3) NOTIFICATION.—The review and approval 
process under paragraph (2) shall— 

‘‘(A) include notification by the agency of any 
changed conditions that warrant a modification 
to a plan; 

‘‘(B) provide an opportunity for the owner or 
operator to submit a proposed plan amendment 
to address directly the changed condition; and 

‘‘(C) allow the owner or operator to continue 
to implement those elements of the approved 
plan that do not directly and adversely affect 
the condition precipitating the need for modi-
fication. 

‘‘(4) CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION PROCESS.—The 
Secretary and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
apply his or her categorical exclusion process 
under the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) to plans developed 
under this subsection on existing transmission 
and distribution rights-of-way under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(5) IMPLEMENTATION.—A plan approved 
under this subsection shall become part of the 
authorization governing the covered right-of- 
way and hazard trees adjacent to the right-of- 
way. If a vegetation management plan is pro-
posed for an existing transmission or distribu-
tion facility concurrent with the siting of a new 
transmission or distribution facility, necessary 
reviews shall be completed as part of the siting 
process or sooner. Once the plan is approved, 
the owner or operator shall provide the agency 
with only a notification of activities anticipated 
to be undertaken in the coming year, a descrip-
tion of those activities, and certification that 
the activities are in accordance with the plan. 

‘‘(6) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FACILITY IN-

SPECTION, AND OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
PLAN.—The term ‘vegetation management, facil-
ity inspection, and operation and maintenance 
plan’ means a plan that— 

‘‘(i) is prepared by the owner or operator of 
one or more electrical transmission or distribu-
tion facilities to cover one or more electric trans-
mission and distribution rights-of-way; and 

‘‘(ii) provides for the long-term, cost-effective, 
efficient and timely management of facilities 
and vegetation within the width of the right-of- 
way and adjacent Federal lands to enhance 
electricity reliability, promote public safety, and 
avoid fire hazards. 

‘‘(B) OWNER OR OPERATOR.—The terms 
‘owner’ and ‘operator’ include contractors or 
other agents engaged by the owner or operator 
of a facility. 

‘‘(C) HAZARD TREE.—The term ‘hazard tree’ 
means any tree inside the right-of-way or lo-
cated outside the right-of-way that has been 
designated, prior to tree failure, by either the 
owner or operator of a transmission or distribu-
tion facility, or the Secretary or the Secretary of 
Agriculture, to be likely to fail and cause a high 
risk of injury, damage, or disruption within 10 
feet or less of an electric power line or related 
structure if it fell. 

‘‘(c) RESPONSE TO EMERGENCY CONDITIONS.— 
If vegetation on Federal lands within, or hazard 
trees on Federal lands adjacent to, an electrical 
transmission or distribution right-of-way grant-
ed by the Secretary or the Secretary of Agri-
culture has contacted or is in imminent danger 
of contacting one or more electric transmission 
or distribution lines, the owner or operator of 
the transmission or distribution lines— 

‘‘(1) may prune or remove the vegetation or 
hazard tree to avoid the disruption of electric 
service and risk of fire; and 

‘‘(2) shall notify the appropriate local agent of 
the relevant Secretary not later than 24 hours 
after such removal. 

‘‘(d) COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE RELI-
ABILITY AND SAFETY STANDARDS.—If vegetation 
on Federal lands within or adjacent to an elec-
trical transmission or distribution right-of-way 

under the jurisdiction of each Secretary does 
not meet clearance requirements under stand-
ards established by the Electric Reliability Orga-
nization as defined under 16 U.S.C. 824o(a), or 
by State and local authorities, and the Sec-
retary having jurisdiction over the lands has 
failed to act to allow a transmission or distribu-
tion facility owner or operator to conduct vege-
tation management activities within 3 business 
days after receiving a request to allow such ac-
tivities, the owner or operator may, after noti-
fying the Secretary, conduct such vegetation 
management activities to meet those clearance 
requirements. 

‘‘(e) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary or Secretary of Agriculture shall report 
requests and actions made under subsections (c) 
and (d) annually on each Secretary’s website. 

‘‘(f) LIABILITY.—An owner or operator of a 
transmission or distribution facility shall not be 
held liable for wildfire damage, loss or injury, 
including the cost of fire suppression, if— 

‘‘(1) the Secretary or the Secretary of Agri-
culture fails to allow the owner or operator to 
operate consistently with an approved vegeta-
tion management, facility inspection, and oper-
ation and maintenance plan on Federal lands 
under the relevant Secretary’s jurisdiction with-
in or adjacent to a right-of-way to comply with 
Federal, State or local electric system reliability 
and fire safety standards, including standards 
established by the Electric Reliability Organiza-
tion as defined under 16 U.S.C. 824o(a); or 

‘‘(2) the Secretary or the Secretary of Agri-
culture fails to allow the owner or operator of 
the transmission or distribution facility to per-
form appropriate vegetation management activi-
ties in response to a hazard tree as defined 
under subsection (b)(6), or a tree in imminent 
danger of contacting the owner’s or operator’s 
transmission or distribution facility. 

‘‘(g) TRAINING AND GUIDANCE.—In consulta-
tion with the electric utility industry, the Sec-
retary and the Secretary of Agriculture are en-
couraged to develop a program to train per-
sonnel of the Department of the Interior and the 
Forest Service involved in vegetation manage-
ment decisions on rights-of-way relating to 
transmission and distribution facilities to ensure 
that such personnel— 

‘‘(1) understand electric system reliability and 
fire safety requirements, including reliability 
standards established by the Electric Reliability 
Organization as defined under 16 U.S.C. 
824o(a); 

‘‘(2) assist owners and operators of trans-
mission and distribution facilities to comply 
with applicable electric reliability and fire safe-
ty requirements; and 

‘‘(3) encourage and assist willing owners and 
operators of transmission and distribution facili-
ties to incorporate on a voluntary basis vegeta-
tion management practices to enhance habitats 
and forage for pollinators and for other wildlife 
so long as the practices are compatible with the 
integrated vegetation management practices 
necessary for reliability and safety. 

‘‘(h) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of the 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture shall— 

‘‘(1) not later than one year after the date of 
the enactment of this section, prescribe regula-
tions, or amend existing regulations, to imple-
ment this section; and 

‘‘(2) not later than two years after the date of 
the enactment of this section, finalize regula-
tions, or amend existing regulations, to imple-
ment this section. 

‘‘(i) EXISTING VEGETATION MANAGEMENT, FA-
CILITY INSPECTION AND OPERATION AND MAINTE-
NANCE PLANS.—Nothing in this section requires 
an owner or operator to develop and submit a 
vegetation management, facility inspection, and 
operation and maintenance plan if one has al-
ready been approved by the Secretary or Sec-
retary of Agriculture before the date of the en-
actment of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1761 et seq.), is 
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amended by inserting after the item relating to 
section 511 the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 512. Vegetation management, facility in-

spection, and operation and main-
tenance relating to electric trans-
mission and distribution facility 
rights-of-way.’’. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in part A of House Report 
115–186. Each such amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CARBAJAL 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 1 printed in part 
A of House Report 115–186. 

Mr. CARBAJAL. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, beginning on line 10, strike ‘‘the 
Secretary and the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall provide’’. 

Page 5, beginning on line 13, strike ‘‘with 
the option to’’ and insert ‘‘shall’’. 

Page 5, beginning on line 16, strike ‘‘plan, 
that at each transmission or distribution 
owner or operator’s discretion may cover 
some or all’’ and insert ‘‘plan covering all’’. 

Page 6, beginning on line 1, strike ‘‘The 
Secretaries shall not have the authority to 
modify those requirements.’’. 

Page 6, beginning on line 10, strike ‘‘and 
approval’’ and insert ‘‘, approval, denial, or 
modification’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 392, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CARBAJAL) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. CARBAJAL. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment to H.R. 1873 ensures that 
we make up-front vegetation manage-
ment planning a requirement for utili-
ties that hold transmission rights-of- 
way on public lands. 

I agree with Mr. LAMALFA’s intent to 
address the threats of wildfires. Com-
ing from local government, as the 
former county supervisor for Santa 
Barbara, I have experienced firsthand 
the obstacles and challenges of bal-
ancing red tape and coordination 
among stakeholders. 

Now, as the Representative for the 
Central Coast in California, I can tell 
you, we are no strangers to wildfires. 
Just last year, my district witnessed 
the devastating impacts of the Rey and 
Sherpa fires. 

Unfortunately, the impacts of these 
wildfires are widespread. The Sherpa 
fire burned 7,474 acres in Santa Barbara 
County and the Los Padres National 
Forest for nearly a month last June. 
Then in January of this year, the 
heavy rains in the area triggered 
mudslides and flooding. 

If we can take action to prevent 
wildfires, we should. We know it pays 
to be prepared. Congress needs to act 
to improve better coordination and 
clarity between Federal and land man-
agers and utility companies that hold 
rights-of-way on public lands. In im-
proving coordination, we can help utili-
ties prevent fires due to overgrown 
vegetation or trees contacting power 
lines. 

In turn, it would help the Forest 
Service and the Bureau of Land Man-
agement respond more quickly and 
consistently for requests to access and 
maintain rights-of-way on public lands. 
At the same time, the agencies can 
function as good stewards of our nat-
ural resources while enhancing their 
effectiveness in addressing fire hazard 
vegetation. 

While well-intentioned, H.R. 1873 
does not solve the problem of poor co-
ordination. 

Mr. Chairman, the underlying bill 
does not address the threats of 
wildfires because the rights-of-way 
maintenance plans described in the leg-
islation are voluntary. Currently, own-
ers of transmission lines can work with 
the Federal land managers to develop 
these plans. This is no different than 
the status quo. 

That is why I introduced my amend-
ment to ensure that we make up-front 
planning a requirement for utilities. 

b 1545 

I urge passage of my amendment to 
make sure that we are prepared and 
minimize the threats of wildfires. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
I claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
the goal of H.R. 1873 is to provide cer-
tainty to utilities, their line workers, 
and their consumers, not forcing un-
necessary, one-size-fits-all regulations. 

Each plan can be tailored by an indi-
vidual utility based on the service ter-
ritory, region, and other characteris-
tics. Some utilities may not choose to 
submit plans because they are satisfied 
with their local Forest Service office. 
Others, especially those who have 
rights-of-ways that predate the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act, may 
not want to trigger Federal paperwork 
costs that are ultimately passed on to 
their consumers. 

This amendment, if adopted, would 
significantly burden Federal Land 
Management agencies by inundating 
them with all kinds of submittals. Ad-
ditionally, if you want to increase the 
cost of this bill, then this amendment 
will do just that. 

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this amendment, and I would 
inject additional bureaucracy into the 
bill that is unintended to do exactly 
the opposite of what this bill intended 
to do. 

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

Mr. CARBAJAL. Mr. Chair, unfortu-
nately, this bill is in search of a prob-
lem. Voluntary is the status quo. That 
is the case today, and we see the 
wildfires happen day in and day out. 
So, again, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair, 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California (Mr. CARBAJAL). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CARBAJAL. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MS. SINEMA 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 2 printed in part 
A of House Report 115–186. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 12, line 9, strike ‘‘; and’’ and insert a 
semicolon. 

Page 12, line 16, strike the period and in-
serting ‘‘; and’’. 

Page 12, after line 16, insert the following: 
‘‘(4) understand how existing and emerging 

unmanned technologies can help electric 
utilities, Federal, State, and local govern-
ments, and private landowners to more effi-
ciently identify vegetation management 
needs, lower ratepayer energy costs, and re-
duce the risk of wildfires.’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 392, the gentlewoman from Ari-
zona (Ms. SINEMA) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
Chairman BISHOP and Ranking Member 
GRIJALVA for their leadership. I also 
thank Congressman LAMALFA, Con-
gressman SCHRADER, and all of the 
other Members for their hard work on 
this issue. In particular, I thank Con-
gressman GOSAR, who is here today, 
Congressman TIPTON, and Congressman 
O’HALLERAN for cosponsoring our bi-
partisan amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the Sinema amend-
ment ensures the Forest Service and 
the Department of the Interior are edu-
cated on how unmanned technologies 
are transforming the energy industry 
to improve maintenance, lower costs, 
and reduce the risk of wildfires. Un-
manned technology is changing the 
way Arizonans do business. 

Currently, energy companies use 
manned helicopters to check trans-
mission lines and direct repair and 
maintenance crews. This work ensures 
Arizona’s electric grid remains resil-
ient, reliable, efficient, and that it 
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works when Arizona families and busi-
nesses need it. But utilities and co-
operatives believe that unmanned tech-
nology can improve the way we man-
age our energy infrastructure. Un-
manned technologies can monitor 
transmission lines quickly and safely 
in multiple locations, enabling more 
efficient operations and maintenance. 

They provide better situational 
awareness to crews and managers, re-
ducing accidents and workplace inju-
ries. It also improves vegetation man-
agement, disaster prevention, and dis-
aster response. These are critical issues 
in my home State of Arizona. In rural 
areas, our transmission and distribu-
tion lines run through Federal land 
that are prone to wildfires. 

I am a cosponsor of the underlying 
bill because I recognize the importance 
of keeping these rights-of-way clear of 
dry brush and fallen trees. Stream-
lining the process that allows us to 
perform routine maintenance and pre-
vent wildfires that too often endanger 
our communities is just commonsense. 
Our bipartisan amendment improves 
the underlying bill by ensuring that 
unmanned technologies integrate ap-
propriately, quickly, and effectively 
into broader vegetation management, 
disaster prevention, and disaster re-
sponse strategies. 

Unmanned technologies have the po-
tential to improve efficiency, lower en-
ergy costs for Arizona families and 
businesses, and reduce the risk of dan-
gerous wildfires by ensuring that 
rights-of-way are reliable and properly 
maintained. Federal agencies should be 
prepared to embrace these smart tech-
nologies. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support the Sinema amendment and 
the underlying bill, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to claim the time 
in opposition, although I am not op-
posed. 

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ari-

zona is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

today in support of this amendment to 
H.R. 1873. This bipartisan amendment 
would ensure that personnel involved 
in vegetation management decisions 
understand the benefit that unmanned 
aerial vehicles, or UAVs, or drones, can 
add to the maintenance and manage-
ment of transmission lines. 

In 2017, not only does this policy 
make sense, it is essential. Our electric 
grid and forests should be protected 
with this effective and cost-efficient 
technology, which has proven its worth 
in so many other areas, including na-
tional defense and private industry. 

In my home State of Arizona, UAVs 
have proven to be highly valuable tools 
in forest management. Utilizing UAV 
expertise from Embry-Riddle Aero-
nautical University in Prescott, Ari-
zona, as well as Northern Arizona Uni-

versity in Flagstaff, land managers 
have greatly improved their ability to 
monitor forest conditions both at scale 
and down to the detail of individual 
trees and branches. 

Proper vegetation management 
around transmission lines is essential 
to preventing power outages and dan-
gerous forest fires. UAV technology 
makes transmission line monitoring 
safer, cheaper, and more effective. 

As Members of Congress, we have a 
responsibility to our constituents to 
pursue smarter, safer, and cheaper ap-
proaches to public policy and resource 
management. This amendment and this 
bill allow us to do so in a bipartisan 
way. I am proud to partner with the 
gentlewoman from Arizona on this 
amendment, and I urge my colleagues 
to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Chairman, I just 
wanted to extend my thanks to my 
friend and colleague, Mr. GOSAR from 
Arizona. I encourage my fellow Mem-
bers to support the amendment and the 
underlying bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Arizona (Ms. SINEMA). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. BEYER 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in part 
A of House Report 115–186. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
offer an amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, insert the following: 
SEC. 3. NO LOSS OF FUNDS FOR WILD-FIRE SUP-

PRESSION. 
Nothing in this Act or the amendments 

made by this Act shall detract from the 
availability of funds or other resources for 
wild-fire suppression. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 392, the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. BEYER) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
the bill before us today is a well-inten-
tioned attempt to create a process 
which would minimize the risk of fire 
along electrical utilities’ rights-of- 
way. Yes, there are some problems 
with the bill, but my most significant 
objection is that this bill, our Natural 
Resources Committee, and this Con-
gress refuse to act on the urgent need 
to address how our U.S. Forest Service 
deals with wildfires. 

The Forest Service burned through 
more than half of its budget last year 
fighting wildfires. Yet our leadership 
won’t bring to the floor for a vote a bi-
partisan legislation that deals with the 
problem of ‘‘fire borrowing.’’ 

In the 114th Congress, just such a 
bill, the Wildfire Disaster Funding Act 

had 151 cosponsors—67 Republicans, 84 
Democrats—but it never even got a 
committee hearing. So that is dis-
appointing, and even irresponsible. 

So, once again, the Forest Service 
and the Bureau of Land Management 
are going to go into this fire season 
knowing that they don’t have the re-
sources to do the work necessary to 
mitigate wildfire damage on U.S. pub-
lic lands. 

In a recent report on fire suppression 
costs, the Forest Service reported that 
funding available for recreation, herit-
age, and wilderness had fallen 15 per-
cent; funding for roads is down 46 per-
cent; facility spending, off 68 percent; 
deferred maintenance outlays have 
been slashed by a disastrous 95 percent. 

Mr. Chairman, in my two terms on 
the Natural Resources Committee, we 
often debate and fret about how little 
money is available for maintenance of 
our public lands, the deferred mainte-
nance. The diversion of these funds for 
wildfire suppression is among the many 
causes. 

Non-fire-related staff has been cut by 
39 percent since 1998, and over the last 
two decades, the cost of fire prepared-
ness and suppression activities has 
grown from 62 percent of the Forest 
Service’s total budget, to more than 
half—52 percent. 

That shift has come at the expense of 
programs and staff that every Amer-
ican wants: staff on recreation, per-
mits, timber sales, hunting, and fish-
ing. Everything else is suffering be-
cause of our inability to deal in a con-
structive way with wildfire mitigation. 

So now is the time that we address 
wildfires to be treated as the major dis-
asters they are and for the efforts to 
put them out, to be eligible for disaster 
assistance, and not subtract it from 
funds that land managers need to do 
their daily jobs. 

So my very simple one-sentence 
amendment simply says that no money 
in this bill—this bill will not divert le-
gitimate wildfire mitigation money 
more to wildfires than is already there. 

I urge you to vote ‘‘yes’’ on my 
amendment so, at the very least, we 
can prevent this bill from detracting 
from further Federal wildfire suppres-
sion efforts. 

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

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition to 
this amendment, but I am not opposed 
to it. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, the amendment prohibits any loss 
of funds for wildfire suppression activi-
ties. The bill also provides electric 
utilities with the certainty that they 
need to ensure that downed trees do 
not fall on power lines, which would 
prevent many of these wildfires from 
starting in the first place. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to adopt this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. BEYER. Mr. Chair, I want to 

thank my friend from Florida for his 
support for this sensible amendment, 
and I hope that we can proceed. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CARBAJAL 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARBAJAL) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 171, noes 243, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 314] 

AYES—171 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Correa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 

Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Nolan 

O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NOES—243 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 

Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Norcross 
Nunes 

O’Halleran 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—17 

Aderholt 
Blum 
Comstock 
Cramer 
Cummings 
Gabbard 

Higgins (NY) 
Johnson, Sam 
Larsen (WA) 
Long 
Lynch 
Napolitano 

Noem 
Ryan (OH) 
Scalise 
Weber (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1622 

Messrs. CHAFFETZ, FERGUSON, 
ROE of Tennessee, GARRETT, 
KNIGHT, ROSS, MOONEY of West Vir-
ginia, PETERS, BRENDAN F. BOYLE 

of Pennsylvania, O’HALLERAN, KIND, 
and SCHNEIDER changed their vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to no.’’ 

Messrs. CARSON of Indiana, LIPIN-
SKI, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
of Texas, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, and Mr. GARAMENDI 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com-

mittee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
DONOVAN) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. WOMACK, Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 1873) to amend the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 to 
enhance the reliability of the elec-
tricity grid and reduce the threat of 
wildfires to and from electric trans-
mission and distribution facilities on 
Federal lands by facilitating vegeta-
tion management on such lands, and, 
pursuant to House Resolution 392, he 
reported the bill back to the House 
with an amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

(By unanimous consent, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ was allowed 
to speak out of order.) 

CONGRESSIONAL WOMEN’S SOFTBALL GAME 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 

Speaker, I stand before you with your 
congressional women’s softball team, 
who are tanned, rested, and ready to 
beat the press tonight. 

Our bipartisan team has been prac-
ticing for the last 3 months at 7 in the 
morning, two to three mornings a 
week, with batting practice at night at 
the cages at the Nationals training 
academy. 

We have been singularly focused on 
two things—I know it doesn’t make 
sense, because that would mean it 
wasn’t singularly—making sure that 
we can continue to raise awareness 
about the risk that young women face 
of breast cancer and to make sure that 
we can shine a spotlight on the fact 
that young women can and do get 
breast cancer. 

This is our ninth annual game. It is 
the eighth time that we are playing the 
common ‘‘enemy’’—we say that affec-
tionately—the female Capitol press 
corps. They have been incredible part-
ners in helping this year cross the in-
credible milestone of raising more than 
$1 million for the Young Survival Coa-
lition. We are so proud of that. 

We want to thank our coaches who 
have been remarkable through all 
these years. Of course, we have our 
head coach, Torie Barnes, Jo Ann Em-
erson’s daughter, who was the co-
founder of this game 9 years ago; our 
own House favorite, Natalie Buchanan, 
who is an amazing new mom who has 
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been out there with us, in spite of just 
having a baby a few short months ago; 
Coach Jim, who has been amazing as 
well; and, of course, our very own col-
league, Coach ED PERLMUTTER from the 
great State of Colorado. 

Come on out tonight at 7 p.m. at 
Watkins Recreation Center, 420 12th 
Street, SE. Turn right at the CVS. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Alabama (Mrs. ROBY), my 
cocaptain, friend, and fellow appropri-
ator. 

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, I think ev-
eryone would agree with me when I say 
that, in the midst of the tragedy and 
horror last week, there are also special 
moments that brought us together and 
reminded us of what is really impor-
tant. One was right here in this Cham-
ber, where we heard touching speeches 
from PAUL RYAN and Leader PELOSI; 
another was at the baseball game when 
the entire Capitol Hill community 
gathered in an amazing show of sup-
port for our friend, STEVE SCALISE, our 
Capitol Police officers and their heroic 
acts; as well as Matt, Zack, David, and 
Crystal; and all of those who were in-
volved. 

That spirit of unity and togetherness 
is a big part of why we play this soft-
ball game. Our relationships as Mem-
bers of Congress are stronger because 
of this game. I don’t think we can have 
too many reminders about the impor-
tance of unity and friendship. 

I encourage all Members and staff to 
come join us tonight and go to bat for 
this great cause. Unlike the baseball 
game, Republicans and Democrats 
don’t compete against each other. We 
team up against one opponent we can 
all agree on: the press. 

So, beat cancer, beat the press. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 300, noes 118, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 315] 

AYES—300 

Abraham 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bera 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Cárdenas 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Eshoo 
Estes (KS) 
Esty (CT) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kihuen 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawson (FL) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 

McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Torres 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 

Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 

Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 

Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOES—118 

Adams 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Ellison 
Engel 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 

Gallego 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Langevin 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Nadler 
Neal 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 

Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Takano 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—13 

Aderholt 
Blum 
Comstock 
Cummings 
Gabbard 

Higgins (NY) 
Johnson, Sam 
Larsen (WA) 
Long 
Napolitano 

Scalise 
Weber (TX) 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1639 

Messrs. KEATING and PALLONE 
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I was ab-
sent during rollcall votes No. 314 and 315 due 
to my spouse’s health situation in California. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on the Carbajal Amendment. I would also 
have voted ‘‘nay’’ on H.R. 1873—Electricity 
Reliability and Forest Protection Act. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I was not 
present today, June 21, for rollcall votes. I was 
attending a memorial service in my district. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall No. 311, ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 312, 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 313, ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 
314, and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 315. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Mariel 
Ridgway, one of his secretaries. 
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-

VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2842, ACCELERATING INDI-
VIDUALS INTO THE WORKFORCE 
ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF MOTIONS TO 
SUSPEND THE RULES 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–187) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 396) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2842) to provide for the 
conduct of demonstration projects to 
test the effectiveness of subsidized em-
ployment for TANF recipients, and 
providing for consideration of motions 
to suspend the rules, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE REMARKABLE 
CAREER OF TINA HERRING 

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to celebrate the re-
markable career of Ms. Tina Herring, 
who retired as branch manager with 
the Georgia Department of Veterans 
Services on Thursday, June 1, 2017. 

During her childhood, Ms. Herring 
often moved with her father, a Pearl 
Harbor survivor who frequently trav-
eled on Air Force assignments. This in-
stilled an appreciation for our Nation’s 
Armed Forces. 

She began her career with the De-
partment of Veterans Services in 1985 
as a benefits caseworker. In this posi-
tion, she worked to ensure that Geor-
gia’s servicemen and -women received 
the crucial resources and benefits 
which they and their families deserve. 

Ms. Herring was promoted to oversee 
multiple southeast branches of the 
Georgia Veterans Services Department 
in 2009 because of her exceptional dedi-
cation to Georgia’s veterans and her 25 
years of hard work. 

Ms. Herring, thank you for your ex-
traordinary effort in honoring our serv-
icemen and -women. You have managed 
southeast Georgia’s Veterans Depart-
ment with exceptional precision. I wish 
you the best of luck in all your future 
endeavors. 

f 

THE NRA AND PHILANDO CASTILE 

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

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to ask a simple 
question: Who is the National Rifle As-
sociation here to protect? 

I ask this question because Philando 
Castile, exercising his constitutionally 
protected right to bear arms, was shot 
dead in front of his girlfriend and his 
young daughter. 

At that time the NRA claimed that 
they were awaiting ‘‘more facts.’’ A 
year later, the investigation is over 

and the trial is complete. The facts are 
clear. Philando’s killer remains free, 
but, Mr. Speaker, I and many Ameri-
cans across this Nation remain con-
fused and dissatisfied. 

Mr. Speaker, dashcam video released 
yesterday confirmed that Second 
Amendment protections simply do not 
apply to Black, law-abiding, concealed 
carry permit-holding, compliant 
Philando Castile. And still the NRA 
has had nothing to say. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask again: If the NRA 
isn’t here to protect law-abiding gun 
owners like Philando Castile, then just 
who are they here to protect? 

f 

b 1645 

STOPPING THE SCOURGE OF SEX 
TRAFFICKING 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 15- 
year-old Bianca struggled with insecu-
rities and depression, so she turned to 
social media for comfort and compan-
ionship. She met a person named Ariel, 
to her later displeasure, but after he 
brought her to a seedy motel room and 
forced her to watch as he raped two 
other girls, she knew she had walked 
right into the bonds of sex slavery. 

Held captive, he put up advertise-
ments about her on the notorious 
backpage.com, selling her to dozens of 
men a day. After 2 years of this hell, 
Bianca finally escaped, bolting from 
the motel room, and found safety, find-
ing a police officer. Four days later, 
her trafficker was arrested and thrown 
behind bars. 

Unlike Bianca, many victims don’t 
escape this trafficking. That is why 
Senator JOHN CORNYN and I have intro-
duced the Abolish Human Trafficking 
Act that increases funding for law en-
forcement to find and arrest traffickers 
like Ariel and helps restore and rescue 
victims. 

We must use every tool in our re-
sources we can find to help stop the 
scourge of human trafficking. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

HOUSE REPUBLICANS ARE 
FAILING TO DO THEIR JOBS 

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, perhaps it 
is not surprising that the House Repub-
licans haven’t put forward a budget, 
despite passing their deadline more 
than 2 months ago. 

It has been nearly 800 days since the 
House Republicans agreed to a budget. 
Hat-tip to the Huffington Post’s Matt 
Fuller for that fun fact. 

What we are seeing is an ongoing in-
ability of House Republicans to do 
their job. Republicans have introduced 
no jobs bill, given no indication wheth-

er they will lift the debt ceiling to 
avoid default, and offered no respon-
sible spending legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, this is dysfunction at 
its worst. The American people sent us 
here to deliver results on jobs, on 
healthcare, on security. 

I urge my Republican colleagues to 
take that responsibility seriously and 
to work with Democrats to achieve 
progress. I know we can. 

f 

CONGRATULATING AYESHA AHSAN 
(Mr. BIGGS asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Ayesha Ahsan, a resident of 
Arizona’s Fifth Congressional District, 
who has earned a significant achieve-
ment: the Congressional Award Gold 
Medal. Ayesha has completed 400 hours 
of voluntary public service, 200 hours 
each of personal development and phys-
ical fitness, and a 5-day, 4-night expedi-
tion. 

She is one of five Arizonans and only 
373 Americans to win this prestigious 
award in 2017. 

Ayesha volunteered at her local hos-
pital in outpatient services, where she 
was responsible for registering patients 
who needed vital tests. 

For her personal development re-
quirement, Ms. Ahsan participated in 
weekly study groups with her friends 
to prepare for the SAT exam; and for 
physical fitness, she worked out at the 
local gym. For her expedition, she 
traveled to Sedona, Arizona, where she 
enjoyed hiking and exploration of that 
town. 

Congratulations to Ayesha on these 
achievements. By completing the 
benchmarks for this award, Ayesha has 
learned perseverance and diligence, 
traits that will last her a lifetime. 

I thank her for her example and serv-
ice to our community, and I wish her 
well with her future endeavors. 

f 

COMMEMORATING 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF SPENCERTOWN FIRE 
COMPANY 
(Mr. FASO asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. FASO. Mr. Speaker, today, I rise 
to honor the Spencertown Fire Com-
pany, which is celebrating 100 years of 
service to our communities in Colum-
bia County, New York. 

Twenty-four hours a day, 365 days a 
year for the past century, this fire 
company has served with pride and 
courage. I express my gratitude for the 
past and present volunteers of this or-
ganization, who have made great sac-
rifices and performed heroic acts to 
protect their neighbors. 

Today, 35 individuals make up the 
team at Spencertown Fire Company. 
Two-thirds of this group are active, 
highly skilled volunteer firemen. 

Their commitment to Spencertown 
and its neighboring communities does 
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not stop at fire safety. Each year, since 
1985, they have awarded a $1,000 schol-
arship to a college-bound senior, cho-
sen from within their service area. 

I thank Spencertown Fire Company’s 
President Alan Silvernale, Austerlitz 
Fire Chief Eric Pilkington, and the en-
tire Spencertown Fire Company, 
which, in the great tradition of New 
York fire companies, continues to raise 
the standard in ensuring and fur-
thering the well-being of our local 
communities. 

f 

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
THE WESTERN BALKANS—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 115–48) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BUDD) laid before the House the fol-
lowing message from the President of 
the United States; which was read and, 
together with the accompanying pa-
pers, referred to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days of the anniversary date of its dec-
laration, the President publishes in the 
Federal Register and transmits to the 
Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with that provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to the 
Western Balkans that was declared in 
Executive Order 13219 of June 26, 2001, 
is to continue in effect beyond June 26, 
2017. 

The threat constituted by the actions 
of persons engaged in, or assisting, 
sponsoring, or supporting (i) extremist 
violence in the Republic of Macedonia 
and elsewhere in the Western Balkans 
region, or (ii) acts obstructing imple-
mentation of the Dayton Accords in 
Bosnia or United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 1244 of June 10, 1999, 
in Kosovo, has not been resolved. In ad-
dition, Executive Order 13219 was 
amended by Executive Order 13304 of 
May 28, 2003, to take additional steps 
with respect to acts obstructing imple-
mentation of the Ohrid Framework 
Agreement of 2001 relating to Mac-
edonia. 

The acts of extremist violence and 
obstructionist activity outlined in 
these Executive Orders are hostile to 
United States interests and continue to 
pose an unusual and extraordinary 
threat to the national security and for-
eign policy of the United States. For 
this reason, I have determined that it 
is necessary to continue the national 
emergency with respect to the Western 
Balkans. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 21, 2017. 

CONTINUATION OF NATIONAL 
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO 
NORTH KOREA—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 115–49) 

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 Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides 
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90 
days of the anniversary date of its dec-
laration, the President publishes in the 
Federal Register and transmits to the 
Congress a notice stating that the 
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. In accord-
ance with that provision, I have sent to 
the Federal Register for publication the 
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to North 
Korea declared in Executive Order 13466 
of June 26, 2008, expanded in scope in 
Executive Order 13551 of August 30, 
2010, addressed further in Executive 
Order 13570 of April 18, 2011, further ex-
panded in scope in Executive Order 
13687 of January 2, 2015, and under 
which additional steps were taken in 
Executive Order 13722 of March 15, 2016, 
is to continue in effect beyond June 26, 
2017. 

The existence and risk of prolifera-
tion of weapons-usable fissile material 
on the Korean Peninsula; the actions 
and policies of the Government of 
North Korea that destabilize the Ko-
rean Peninsula and imperil United 
States Armed Forces, allies, and trad-
ing partners in the region, including its 
pursuit of nuclear and missile pro-
grams; and other provocative, desta-
bilizing, and repressive actions and 
policies of the Government of North 
Korea, continue to constitute an un-
usual and extraordinary threat to the 
national security, foreign policy, and 
economy of the United States. For this 
reason, I have determined that it is 
necessary to continue the national 
emergency with respect to North 
Korea. 

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 21, 2017. 

f 

SURVIVORS OF BUS ACCIDENT IN 
TANZANIA AIDED BY SIOUXLAND 
TANZANIA EDUCATIONAL MED-
ICAL MINISTRIES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my honor and privilege to be recog-
nized to address you here on the floor 
of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, this great deliberative 
body that we have and are, and this de-

liberative body that brings this Nation 
together to discuss our troubles, to dis-
cuss our triumphs, and sometimes in-
tensively debate our disagreements 
here on the floor and in committee. We 
have seen a fair amount of that dis-
agreement around the country. 

There are a few things we see that 
brings this country together, and we 
join together in these efforts when we 
can be Americans, and reach out with 
the hand of the American heart and 
spirit and help others when they are in 
sometimes dire need and dire dif-
ficulty. 

Mr. Speaker, I come to the floor this 
afternoon to discuss one of these cir-
cumstances where Americans joined to-
gether and reached out their hands— 
not only of friendship but physically 
reached out their hands—to deliver the 
kind of medical care that saved three 
lives from a terrible accident that took 
place in Tanzania. 

This terrible accident in Tanzania 
was worldwide news. There were 39 peo-
ple on a bus in Tanzania, and all but 
three were students, children, 12 to 13 
years old. There were two teachers and 
a bus driver on the bus. 

From the reports that I got, the bus 
was going too fast. It went around a 
curve and reached the peak of a bump 
in the road, a rise in the road. The bus 
went airborne off the road into a ra-
vine, and it crashed nose down in the 
same fashion that a plane might crash 
into the Earth. 

Of the 39 people on the bus, 36 of 
them children, there were only three 
survivors. These three survivors were 
in the back of the bus, and all others in 
the front were thrown to the front, 
where the engine and the front part of 
the bus, all the way back to behind the 
driver, was jammed into the fuselage, I 
might call it, of the bus itself. And as 
that was jammed backwards, they were 
all thrown into that. 

The three survivors were in the back, 
and the violence to them was cush-
ioned, to a degree, by those who had 
perished in front of them. Everyone 
else was essentially instantly killed, 
and these three children by the name 
of Wilson and Sadia and Doreen were 
survivors. The bus was crushed to-
gether like a tin can. 

Three vehicles behind the bus were 
some missionary workers who are asso-
ciated with STEMM, the Siouxland 
Tanzania Educational Medical Min-
istries, which was formed in Sioux 
City, Iowa, and it was formed by the 
inspiration of a long chain of, I will 
say, the Hand of Providence that ar-
ranges people together. They were 
there in Tanzania, following the bus 
three vehicles behind. 

Mr. Speaker, the situation there was 
that, as they saw the bus go off the 
road and crash, the bus crashed down 
off into the ravine; they stopped. The 
three of them were trained medical 
personnel named Kevin Nygard and 
Jennifer Milby and Amanda Volkers. I 
believe there are also a couple that I 
don’t happen to have their names in 
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front of me this evening, and I don’t 
want to leave them out, Mr. Speaker, 
but they raced down the bank to the 
ravine where the bus had crashed nose 
down. They knew it was a terrible acci-
dent. 

I don’t think they could have imag-
ined how bad and how terrible it was, 
but the only way to get in that bus was 
through the windows in the sides, 
schoolbus-type windows, as we know. 
Most all of us are familiar with those, 
Mr. Speaker. 

So they climbed into that bus and 
began to look for survivors and to try 
to pull the survivors out and then the 
bodies of those who didn’t survive, and 
they worked frantically there with 
other volunteers, also, who happened 
to come along to the scene. 

They were able to remove the three 
survivors that I had mentioned, Wilson 
and Sadia and Doreen, and lay them 
out on the bank. They were all medi-
cally trained, and so they were apply-
ing first aid. 

These three kids, these three stu-
dents, 12 to 13 years old, two girls and 
a boy, were then transported by ambu-
lance into the city in Tanzania. 

Now, I didn’t know that this had hap-
pened, even though it was inter-
national news, but I was on an inter-
national trip as well into the Balkans. 
I happened to be in Bosnia at the mo-
ment in Sarajevo. I received a phone 
call from Dr. Steve Meyer. Steve 
Meyer is the founder of STEMM, the 
Siouxland Tanzania Educational Med-
ical Ministries. 

b 1700 

His heart has gone out to Tanzania 
nearly 20 years ago. He spends about 
half of each year there doing mis-
sionary work and providing and con-
ducting orthopaedic surgery because he 
is an orthopaedic surgeon. He has 
taught them how to farm. He is drilling 
wells for irrigation. He also is running 
an educational system there that, at 
least the last report I had, it was the 
largest nonpublic school in Tanzania. 

This is all done by the drive and the 
inspiration and the heart of Dr. Steve 
Meyer and his wife, Dana. And so the 
people that work with him had contrib-
uted to the survival of the three stu-
dents that they had helped pulled out 
of that bus. 

Yet I received a call from Steve 
Meyer. I was with the charge d’affaires 
in Sarajevo, Bosnia, and I stepped out 
of that reception to take a cell phone 
call. When I pick up my phone and it 
says, ‘‘Steve Meyer,’’ I know I better 
answer the call. He is a friend. He is a 
pheasant hunting buddy. I guess he is a 
neighbor in the neighborhood, not 
technically a constituent, but we are 
brothers by faith, by head, by heart, 
and I know the level of conviction that 
Steve Meyer has. 

So I took his call when I stepped out 
of the reception, and he said: ‘‘You 
have already seen this on the news. I 
need your help. There are three stu-
dents that will . . .’’ He said: ‘‘One, 

probably two, of them will not survive 
if we cannot get them out of Tanzania. 
The third one likely will be handi-
capped for life, but is more likely to 
survive.’’ 

I know that he does orthopaedic sur-
gery in Tanzania, and I said: ‘‘Can’t 
you help them there? Can’t you fix 
them there?’’ 

And he said: ‘‘No, I can’t. We don’t 
have the equipment in Tanzania. We 
are not going to be able to save them 
unless we can get them out of Tan-
zania, get them back to Sioux City, 
where we can provide all the best med-
ical care and perform the surgery nec-
essary to put their bodies back to-
gether.’’ 

And that was his medical prognosis. 
Now, I know from previous times 

that I have been around Steve Meyer, 
the level of conviction that he has and, 
of course, the depth of his heart. So I 
said: ‘‘I think I know what you need 
from me.’’ 

And he said: ‘‘Yes, their parents need 
to go along, too; and we want to send 
along a doctor and a nurse. I have only 
got just a little bit of time, and I am 
going to have to leave Tanzania, but 
we need to get them out of here while 
they are still alive.’’ 

So my job was to accelerate the 
visas, acquisition of visas for the three 
patients, the kid patients, for each one 
of their mothers, and for the doctor 
and for the nurse that needed to ac-
company them back to the United 
States, and to promote and accelerate 
the issuance of passports, which no-
body had that needed to travel here ei-
ther, and that would be a function of 
the Tanzanian Government and a func-
tion of something that we might be 
able to encourage. 

So that was the easy part. It doesn’t 
sound easy, Mr. Speaker, but it was the 
easy part compared to the second part 
of the assignment Dr. Meyer gave me. 
And he said: ‘‘I need a medevac plane, 
and we are going to have to fly them 
out of Tanzania in a medevac plane. I 
have got everything set up in Sioux 
City. It is at Mercy Hospital. All of us 
are going to donate our time, our med-
ical care, the devices that will be used 
to do the reconstructive surgery. All of 
that is going to be provided. It is going 
to be at no cost, but we need to get 
them there and get them there fast.’’ 

So this is a high emergency. I hung 
up the phone and I began to make 
phone calls. And the fortunate thing 
was I was leaving Bosnia shortly to go 
to Macedonia. Well, I would employ the 
staff at the Bosnian Embassy—the U.S. 
Embassy in Bosnia to pull some phone 
numbers together for me and start the 
outreach on this and to accelerate the 
effort to get the visas, promote the 
passports, and get the medevac plane. I 
want to thank the people there at the 
U.S. Embassy in Bosnia for their work 
and their cooperation. 

I shortly arrived in Macedonia, where 
now I had a whole new embassy team 
to put to work; and they did. They 
pulled together phone numbers and 

made connections for me, too. I 
spoke—I believe it was from Mac-
edonia—to the Tanzanian Embassy— 
the U.S. Embassy in Tanzania. 

I want to thank Anthony Pagliai. An-
thony Pagliai is the officer who issued 
the visas, and he was Johnny-on-the- 
spot. He couldn’t have moved any more 
quickly or with any more conviction 
once I convinced him that this was for 
real. 

And it was interesting how that hap-
pened, Mr. Speaker, that the—you 
know, when a congressman calls a staff 
person in an embassy in Tanzania, he 
doesn’t have any way of knowing that 
it actually is a Member of Congress, for 
one thing, and what is the level of ur-
gency and credibility of that call. But 
I told him I can vouch for Dr. Steve 
Meyer and I have known him for a long 
time, I know the level of his credibility 
and his conviction, his heart. I have 
spoken to that, Mr. Speaker. 

I relayed that to Anthony Pagliai, 
and it seemed that the message wasn’t 
clearly resonating because he didn’t 
know of Dr. Steve Meyer. So I said to 
him that Steve Meyer is also working 
with Lazaro Nyalandu. Lazaro 
Nyalandu is an individual who ran for 
Prime Minister in Tanzania in the last 
election cycle—didn’t win, but a fairly 
high name recognition within Tan-
zania. And when I gave Lazaro’s 
name—you heard me hesitate already, 
Mr. Speaker. I have always had trouble 
remembering his name, but it is 
Nyalandu. And I hesitated on his name, 
but I said: ‘‘Lazaro, the Prime Minister 
candidate in Tanzania, is working with 
Dr. Meyer, and I can vouch for Dr. 
Meyer. I know Lazaro, and I know, if 
the two of them are working together, 
this is a credible endeavor, and you 
should help them in any way that you 
can.’’ 

And he finished up and he gave me 
Lazaro’s last name. He volunteered it: 
Nyalandu. He said: ‘‘We know him. He 
was the only candidate for Prime Min-
ister that actually answered our phone 
calls.’’ 

So I knew that he had a good rela-
tionship with the U.S. Embassy and 
that they had all of the incentive to 
move forward to expedite the visas. 
And I asked Anthony: ‘‘Find me also a 
medevac plane.’’ 

Well, that was a very big request for 
somebody that is in the business of 
issuing visas for travel. And he said he 
would go to work on that, but I knew 
it was very difficult. 

So with the confidence that the visas 
would be moved expeditiously and that 
the encouragement to deliver the pass-
ports would be supported out of the 
U.S. Embassy, I moved on to begin 
looking for a medevac plane while the 
course of his lifesaving techniques were 
going on in the hospital in Tanzania, 
trying to save the lives of these three 
badly broken bodies. 

Mr. Speaker, as I move then from 
Macedonia to Albania, I have been con-
tinually making phone calls trying to 
find a medevac plane. I talked to the 
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White House. I talked to the West Wing 
of the White House, and in particular, 
communicated with Steve Bannon and 
others who then did the outreach to 
the Department of Defense and went so 
far as to check with Stuttgart, where 
they command AFRICOMs out of 
Stuttgart, Germany. The assets to do 
this didn’t really exist in an available 
way. 

I reached even further into a security 
company that I worked with as head of 
my security in the Middle East, in Iraq 
and in Afghanistan, and they found a 
plane. This plane was sitting on the 
tarmac in the Middle East. It could 
have gone down. It was set up well 
enough to be a medevac plane, but the 
price, because it was a leased plane, 
was $300,000. 

So I told them: ‘‘I don’t think I want 
to spend that amount of money out of 
my kids’ inheritance. I am not sure we 
could raise it to replace it, but put that 
plane on hold because I want to make 
some more phone calls and see if there 
is a better alternative.’’ 

I kept making phone calls, and at 
about 4 o’clock in that afternoon, in a 
little back street in Albania, I had a 
phone call connection with Reverend 
Franklin Graham. 

And I want to give credit in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD to Elizabeth 
Soderholm, who was a staff person out 
of our U.S. Embassy in Albania, who 
made sure that that phone call made 
connection as the cell signals were bad 
and the batteries were going down, 
nearly down on my phone. We made the 
connection with hers, so I dialed, and I 
got an answer from Reverend Franklin 
Graham. 

And over the course of less than a 5- 
minute conversation altogether, over 
the course of about 3 minutes, I ex-
plained the situation to him. And Rev-
erend Franklin Graham of Samaritan’s 
Purse said: ‘‘I have a DC–8 that I can 
fly and move them out of Tanzania to 
Sioux City, Iowa. I am willing to do 
that. I want to help.’’ 

And I said: ‘‘Reverend Graham, I 
don’t know that I can raise the money 
for that.’’ 

And he said: ‘‘You don’t have to. We 
will take care of it.’’ 

And at that moment I knew that we 
had the problem solved and we had a 
reasonable chance to save these three 
kids. 

So, of course, I thanked him effu-
sively. I texted Dr. Meyer’s number to 
Franklin Graham, and Franklin Gra-
ham’s number to Dr. Meyer. I said to 
each one of them: ‘‘Call each other 
right away so that you can make this 
connection and get this plane set up 
and dispatched to evacuate these three 
patients out of Tanzania.’’ 

And Dr. Meyer had no idea this was 
going on. He was 30 minutes from 
boarding his commercial flight out of 
Tanzania to come back to Iowa. Be-
cause of the obligations he had, he 
could not have stayed. And the phone 
rang, he answered it, and it was on the 
other end: ‘‘This is Franklin Graham, 
and I want to help.’’ 

And that is when Steve Meyer knew 
that the problems, the difficulties were 
going to be resolved. In any case, at 
that point they set up the logistics. 
The plane arrived in Tanzania, boarded 
these patients out of there, and flew 
them back to the United States—not 
without incident, but back to the 
United States. 

Again, I am very grateful for all the 
people involved here. And I want to let 
this CONGRESSIONAL RECORD know, Mr. 
Speaker, that the driving force behind 
this was Dr. Steve Meyer. And it has 
been his heart to help the people of 
Tanzania for two decades, and anybody 
that has been around him like I have 
been, my pheasant hunting buddy, and 
the times that Marilyn and I have been 
involved in the fundraising efforts that 
go on with STEMM and Sioux City, 
you just know. You want to make sure 
that he is going to get it done. So why 
not make it as easy as possible on him 
and knowing that, when that calling 
comes from above, you answer that 
call? 

So I wanted to point out some things 
here on the posters. This is how this 
came together. These pictures were 
taken, I believe, 21⁄2 weeks ago, maybe 
31⁄2 weeks ago, but the accident took 
place May 6. So within a couple of 
weeks of the accident, they had fin-
ished the surgery of our three victims 
here. 

Mr. Speaker, I will say, among these 
three, there were five broken arms and 
at least, I believe, three broken legs. 
There were two fractured spines. There 
were 17 broken bones altogether. There 
was a broken jaw over here in Doreen. 
And this is a fractured spine in her 
neck. And this is Sadia. And Wilson 
had a fractured femur. 

And when you add this all up, it 
would have been—I guess I better not 
necessarily point out which one, but 
both of these girls were at great risk of 
death in Tanzania and likely would not 
have made it. Wilson here in the mid-
dle likely would have survived, but he 
had a fractured femur where, in Tan-
zania, would have required that they 
amputate his leg at the hip. 

And now, as of a week ago Saturday, 
I went up to the Sioux City Bandits’ 
football game—indoor football—and 
they were co-captains for the team, for 
the playoff game that took place that 
Saturday night. They wheeled all three 
of them out to the middle of the field 
for the coin toss. And after that, they 
came back, and we had a little stage on 
the end where we watched the game 
from the stage. 

And they look a little fresher and 
more alert that night than they do in 
these pictures, Mr. Speaker, but they 
are now happy. Their parents are de-
lighted and very grateful. 

This is Dr. Steve Meyer here in the 
picture, and I just can’t say enough 
about a man who inspires everyone 
around him and makes things happen 
by force of will and faith that would 
not and, we would think, could not 
happen otherwise. 

And then of the patients here, Wilson 
is the one that cracks me up the most. 
On that Saturday night, this young fel-
low who would have, by now, lost his 
leg up at the hip, I leaned down and I 
said to him: ‘‘Wilson, is what I heard 
about you yesterday true?’’ 

And he looked at me and smiled a lit-
tle bit, and said: ‘‘Well, what?’’ 

And I said: ‘‘Did you really kick a 
ball yesterday? Did you stand up and 
kick a ball?’’ 

And he got this grin on his face and 
said: ‘‘Yes.’’ 

So that is how far this has come. 
This is a happy result, Mr. Speaker, 
and I wanted to also show the picture. 
Here is Wilson and his mother. I will 
give you an example. He has got this 
ready smile. He is not the only one of 
the crew with a ready smile, but he has 
got a great ready smile. And part of it 
is he had got a big wound in his head 
that you don’t see in the picture, too, 
but it doesn’t suppress the grin on his 
face. 

And we did a little press conference 
there. It was the first time he had been 
out of a hospital room. The only thing 
he had seen in America was the inside 
of a hospital room, and then wheeled 
down the hallway to the reception area 
of the hospital. And he is there with 
the two girls in their wheelchairs. That 
was also taken the same day. 

b 1715 

And the press asked him: ‘‘What is it 
you like best about America?’’ 

Well, the only thing he had seen of 
America was the inside of the hospital, 
and he smiled and he said: ‘‘Every-
thing.’’ 

And they asked him: ‘‘What is your 
favorite food here?’’ And he said: ‘‘Ev-
erything.’’ 

And they asked him only one more 
question: ‘‘Is there anything else you 
would like to say, Wilson?’’ And he 
said: ‘‘Thank you.’’ 

And that is something that the par-
ents have been saying ever since, the 
three mothers that are here and the 
doctor and the nurse that are here also 
to take care of them. 

They are now out of the hospital. 
They are at Ronald McDonald House 
there in Sioux City. They have been 
taking them out on occasion to get 
some fresh air and see what normal life 
is in our part of the country. And you 
can just see the heart, and Steve Meyer 
here in this poster. 

I would be remiss if I didn’t have this 
poster up also tonight, Mr. Speaker. 
This is Samaritan’s Purse. This is the 
DC–8 that Reverend Franklin Graham 
dispatched to fly our three patients out 
of Tanzania and into Sioux City, Iowa. 

These are the people that have gath-
ered at the departure wondering if they 
are ever going to see these three Tan-
zanian kids again. Many of these peo-
ple would be people that were at the 
state funeral for the 36 who were killed 
in that bus accident. Tens of thousands 
came to the stadium as those 36 cas-
kets were all lined up side by side, and 
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the nation went into mourning in Tan-
zania because of that terrible loss that 
they had and the tragedy that was 
there, that was commemorated by the 
attendance of tens of thousands. Prob-
ably over 100,000 Tanzanians came to 
their soccer stadium for that huge fu-
neral that they had. And now some of 
them come to the airstrip to see these 
three survivors, these miracle kids 
from Tanzania be flown off to the 
United States. 

I can only imagine what it is like in 
their mind’s eye, what they imagine is 
happening with their three children 
that have been flown over here to the 
United States. 

And the father of one of these pa-
tients said to Dr. Meyer: ‘‘Why? Why? 
Why?’’ And Dr. Meyer said: ‘‘Well, 
what do you mean ‘why?’ ’’ 

‘‘Why do you do this? Why are you 
willing to do this for our children?’’ 

And his answer is: ‘‘We are Christians 
and we are Americans. That’s why.’’ 

And so it is the head and the heart of 
our country, our people. It does come 
to us to reach out and lift others up 
and help them. We can’t help them all. 
We can’t save them all. But every once 
in a while, there is a cry out and a need 
for a chain of individual miracles 
linked together. 

Without a connection, by the way, 
between Steve Meyer and Lazaro, who 
met years ago when Lazaro was going 
to college in Iowa, Lazaro Nyalandu— 
as he went to college in Iowa, he was 
brought together by Steve Meyer’s pas-
tor and then Steve Meyer, and they got 
to know each other and they became 
friends. And because of that relation-
ship, Steve Meyer went to Tanzania 
and became one of the lead people on 
mission to Tanzania. If it hadn’t been 
for that, he never would have formed 
STEMM. 

The Siouxland Tanzania Educational 
Medical Ministry would have never 
been formed had it not been for that 
connection more than 20 years ago. 
And if it had never been formed, the 
workers wouldn’t have been behind the 
bus when it went off the road, and, 
likely, everybody would have perished 
in that bus rather than all but three. If 
they hadn’t been behind the bus, we 
would have not heard about the inju-
ries that they had and wouldn’t have 
had the connection to fly them back to 
the United States. 

I don’t know Lazaro myself. I don’t 
have that to use to convince Anthony 
Pagiliai that this is a credible act. 
Now, he might have done it anyway. 
His head and his heart sounds good to 
me, too, but it helped to have that se-
ries of networks already built. 

I bring this up, Mr. Speaker, because 
I want people to know, the people that 
are listening here, and especially 
young people as they form and shape 
their lives, that networking is worth a 
lot. You can be the smartest person in 
the world with the best intentions in 
the world, but if you don’t have rela-
tionships with people so that you can 
communicate, that you can share 

ideas, that you can connect and team 
up on projects, then you can’t get a lot 
done. 

The smartest person in the world in a 
phone book hasn’t had much effect on 
our society. But people with good con-
victions and good relationships and 
positive attitudes and a good heart can 
get a lot done that is good if they are 
connected with the right people. 

So I just encourage, especially, 
young people: Go out there and build 
those networks. Build them while you 
are young. Build them while you are in 
school, when you are in K–12, when you 
are in college, when you are after col-
lege, when you are building those net-
works of young people that are going 
into the profession together. And un-
derstand that 40 years later you are 
still going to have friends that you can 
call on to produce a good and positive 
result if you build those relationships 
and those networks, not be reclusive. 
Push yourself out there and build 
friendships with people. And that mul-
tiplied itself over and over again. 

By the way, I am grateful that 
Franklin Graham took my call and I 
carried enough credibility that that ac-
tually worked that way, too. That is 
another piece of networking. But I 
can’t thank Revered Franklin Graham 
enough. 

I remember sitting in my living room 
watching a black-and-white TV while 
Billy Graham was preaching and call-
ing for an altar call, and that is a little 
bit of how we grew up in our family, 
clear back then when TVs were black- 
and-white. 

And now, his son, Reverend Franklin 
Graham, took a phone call from me 
from Albania that resulted in a DC–8 
being dispatched to fly these three pa-
tients out of Tanzania to Sioux City, 
Iowa, where they received surgery that 
repaired 17 broken bones and, by the 
way, with all of the medical devices do-
nated by the company that produced 
them as well. 

When I look at this, Doreen was para-
lyzed, particularly in her right leg, and 
there was no confidence as to whether 
she would ever be able to have any feel-
ing in that leg or ever be able to walk 
again. Today she has feeling in that 
leg. She has some movement in that 
leg, and my level of confidence that she 
will walk again is pretty high right 
now. All the other prayers have been 
answered; why not this one? 

I think the day comes when these 
three arrive back in Tanzania, and I 
will predict the date. I think it will be 
the 18th or 19th of August that they 
will be flown back to Tanzania, and I 
believe that these three patients, with 
their mothers with them, will walk 
down the steps off that plane onto the 
soil of Tanzania; and I believe that 
there will be tens of thousands of Tan-
zanians there to welcome them back 
home again. 

The completion of this series of mir-
acles that came about because one per-
son, Steve Meyer, had the right head 
and heart at all times, and he had the 

right networks, with people like 
Lazaro Nyalandu and people working 
in our U.S. Embassies like Anthony 
Pagiliai and Elizabeth Soderholm, who 
set up that call, and our Ambassadors 
within each of those places that pro-
moted and allowed this to happen, in-
cluding Ambassador Lu and also Am-
bassador Baily, whom I worked with. 

I got the good news when I was in 
Kosovo that it was going to be, it was 
likely to be completed then, that they 
had reached that transaction. I called 
it a transaction. They had put together 
the logistics so that the plane was 
going to go and pick them up. 

I found myself then at the Vatican 
shortly after that, and kind of as 
maybe a little extra frosting on the 
cake, I was offered the opportunity to 
do the Bible reading at St. Peter’s Ba-
silica at the Vatican that Sunday. I 
don’t know how that came to me un-
less it was just a little reward from 
God that said, ‘‘Well done, well done,’’ 
by a lot of people. 

These young people are now recon-
structed. Their reconstructive surgery 
is completed, and they are on the 
mend. Two of the three are standing 
and walking and getting stronger, and 
each of them are taking physical ther-
apy, and their attitudes are good. Their 
pain levels are down, and the projec-
tion is that, by mid to late August, 
they will be ready to go back to Tan-
zania. 

That is an American success story, 
Mr. Speaker, and it is one that I am 
happy to relay here on the floor of the 
House of Representatives and deliver 
the credit to so many people who did so 
much to make this work, particularly 
Dr. Steve Meyer, but all of that for 
three kids in Tanzania for whom it is a 
miracle that they survived the bus ac-
cident. 

Now, for their futures, the three mir-
acle kids of Tanzania have a legacy to 
live up to. I expect that in years going 
forward, 10 and 20 and 30 and 40 years 
from now, wherever they go in the 
world, especially in Tanzania, they will 
be known as the Tanzanian miracle 
kids, the ones who survived against 
such improbable odds. 

Out of them should come the kind of 
ambassadorship that links together 
Tanzania and the United States, and 
who knows what gets built that helps 
them help themselves; who knows how 
much of their own agriculture will be 
expanded so they can raise their own 
food; who knows how much of their 
educational system will be built out 
because of the inspiration that can 
come from young people whose lives 
have been saved by the technology and 
education that we have here; who 
knows how much of their spirit of faith 
is going to be bolstered by the good 
hearts of people that only wanted to do 
something good, only wanted to reach 
out their hand and help. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am very happy and 
grateful that this story is on its way to 
a very happy conclusion, and I can’t 
say enough about the children, about 
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the mothers who expressed their grati-
tude at the game. 

One of the mothers continued to al-
ways offer some little chicken strips 
for my granddaughter, my 10-year-old 
granddaughter, Rachel, to eat. Rachel 
couldn’t quite understand why she was 
supposed to be eating all the time. And 
whenever Rachel would take a bite of 
it, then she would hear: ‘‘You like? You 
like?’’ 

And I said: ‘‘Well, Rachel, it is be-
cause there are only a few words in 
English that this girl’s mother knows, 
and she wants to open up a conversa-
tion with you, and so she’s offering you 
food. That is a way of her expressing 
gratitude, not only to us, but to our 
country, and a way of having a con-
versation and communicating.’’ And so 
it was a good experience for Rachel, 
too. 

But I can’t say enough about Rev-
erend Franklin Graham, Samaritan’s 
Purse, this effort that is global, that 
didn’t hesitate. Again, it was not a 5- 
minute conversation between me and 
Reverend Franklin Graham that was 
able to set up this transportation; and 
the conversation with Franklin Gra-
ham and Dr. Steve Meyer, not very 
technical. It is: ‘‘Where are they?’’ 
‘‘What do we need to do?’’ ‘‘How are we 
going to figure out how to get there?’’ 
‘‘Can we set the plane up to be a 
medevac plane?’’ He had expressed that 
also in the phone call with me. 

So, Mr. Speaker, this is a story that 
is on the way to a very, very happy 
conclusion, and I hope sometime, 
maybe in September, I can come back 
to the floor and report on the return of 
the Tanzanian miracle kids to Tan-
zania and, hopefully, I will have some 
pictures then of the crowd that is 
bound to be gathered together in a 
great celebratory event to counteract, 
or to be juxtaposed against the ter-
rible, terrible tragedy of that bus acci-
dent that killed 36. It was 33 students 
and 2 of the teachers and the bus driv-
er. Only these three children survived, 
and they survived because they were at 
the back of the bus when the bus land-
ed on its nose. 

So 17 broken bones, 2 broken spines, 
5 or 6 fractured arms, and 3 or 4 of the 
legs were fractured in one bone or an-
other. 

Also, I should say that Dr. Quentin 
Durward was the neurosurgeon who did 
a lot of that technical work on the 
spines along with Dr. Steve Meyer, and 
he is one, also, who I know that his 
head and heart are in the right place. 

I know that I have left off many, 
many of the medical providers at 
Mercy Hospital in Sioux City who do-
nated their time and are so dedicated 
to this. I regret that I didn’t have a list 
to read into the RECORD, Mr. Speaker. 
But I also want to express my grati-
tude to those whom I left off the list. 

With that, I believe that I should 
conclude my presentation here on the 
Tanzanian miracle kids and, again, 
thank all of those who are involved and 
transition my discussion over to a few 

other things that are part of the cur-
rent concerns here in America. 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 

want to transition over to the shooting 
last Wednesday at the practice ball-
field in Alexandria. 

I want to thank everyone across this 
country who offered their prayers for 
the recovery of all of those who were 
injured in this shooting and especially 
our whip, our majority whip, STEVE 
SCALISE. 

His nickname for me and mine for 
him for years has been ‘‘Scrapper.’’ We 
just call each other ‘‘Scrapper.’’ 

Well, we know, STEVE SCALISE is a 
scrapper. He is a fighter. He took an 
awfully hard hit last Wednesday, and it 
did significant damage to him. All of 
the medical reports that we have been 
getting after the first 36 hours or so 
have been of improvement in his condi-
tion. 

b 1730 

I don’t suppose—and I say this for 
STEVE’s benefit—I don’t suppose LSU’s 
loss in the College World Series the 
other night by a score of 13-to-1 im-
proved his condition that much, but he 
is a baseball player and a baseball fan, 
and he is a very dedicated LSU fan. 
They are still in the College World Se-
ries, as I understand it, and it is a dou-
ble-elimination tournament. So they 
are the leaders in the loser’s bracket, 
so to speak. So they have got a chance 
to battle back and still win. 

But he is battling back, and he is a 
winner, and his strength is coming 
back. The day will come when he 
comes to this floor to cast a vote. I 
don’t know how long that is going to 
be, Mr. Speaker, but I can only antici-
pate the cheers of joy that this House 
of Representatives will utter when the 
day comes that STEVE SCALISE comes 
back to this floor to vote, to count 
votes. 

He is the vote counter for the major-
ity in this House of Representatives. 
That is one of the most important jobs 
in this place. If you bring a bill to the 
floor and you can’t produce the votes 
to get it to pass, it is a pretty heavy 
embarrassment, and STEVE SCALISE has 
gotten that art down pretty well. 

I always want to make that job as 
easy for him as I can, provided I agree 
with him on the policy, of course. But 
STEVE SCALISE, whether you agree with 
him on the policy or whether you 
don’t, he has the personal support and 
the prayers of a vast majority of the 
Members here on this floor, and across 
this country. 

He is an individual who you have got 
to like him, you have got to like him 
personally. He is engaging. He is socia-
ble. He makes sure that there is a meal 
back there for us on first votes of the 
week, and he is the host in the Lincoln 
room in front of the Lincoln fireplace 
where Lincoln used to sit back in the 
day as well. 

His two kids and his wife are also 
certainly near him whenever they can 

be and by his bedside whenever they 
can be. It is a time when the family is 
going through a fair amount of grief 
and stress, too. 

But STEVE SCALISE isn’t the only 
story in this, and that would be that 
Matt Mika, the lobbyist for Tyson 
Foods, was the second-most seriously 
injured in the shootings last Wednes-
day. And without describing his 
wounds here in the RECORD, I just want 
to make sure the RECORD knows, Mr. 
Speaker, that it was a very serious 
wound that Matt Mika took, and his 
recovery looks positive at this point. It 
is also one of those things that, day by 
day, gets a little better. 

But each one of these individuals, 
STEVE SCALISE and Matt Mika, had it 
been a different scenario, if it had been 
a more remote location, without an al-
most immediate medevac by helicopter 
out of there and to the hospital, I am 
going to say that if they had been in a 
remote location, we likely would have 
lost them both. 

It is attempted murder by a fellow 
that we don’t need to bring charges 
against now because he has gone to the 
morgue. And his death is as a result of 
the two officers who were there pro-
viding the security for STEVE SCALISE: 
Crystal Griner, I believe her name was, 
and also David Bailey. 

One of the most uplifting things that 
I have seen was at the Congressional 
Baseball Game last Thursday night at 
the Nationals Park, when I saw Joe 
Torre come out to the mound, and I 
thought he was going to throw out the 
first pitch, and then they introduced— 
it was either Roberto Clemente’s son or 
grandson, he was also at the mound— 
but then this fellow came out on 
crutches that had one leg up off the 
ground. And as he went out there, I re-
alized who it was: David Bailey; the 
man who had actually taken the shoot-
er out just the day before and took a 
wound himself in the leg came to the 
ball game on crutches and went out to 
the mound. He handed over one of 
those crutches, leaned on the other 
one, and threw out the first pitch. 

It was a tremendous moment. It was 
the best moment of the evening, Mr. 
Speaker. It was the equivalent of Neil 
Diamond going back to the Red Sox 
stadium after the Boston bombing and 
singing ‘‘Sweet Caroline’’ at the sev-
enth-inning stretch. 

Those things, when we see that, have 
got a lot more meaning than just 
throwing a ball into home plate or 
singing a song at the seventh-inning 
stretch. It is something that uplifts 
and motivates all of us and should 
unify all of us together. 

This ghastly attempted killing that 
took place by Hodgkinson was some-
thing that—we don’t doubt that some 
of it was ginned up by the hatred and 
the vitriol that is part of the 
vernacular and part of the public arena 
today in politics. More examination of 
his Facebook page and his other com-
munications and people who were 
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around him will go on as we try to un-
derstand what motivated this man, but 
there is no question it was political. 

I believe that he was radicalized by 
the political dialogue that has been 
taking place in this country. And that 
radicalization took place in a way, in 
his mind, that we won’t understand. I 
remember Speaker PELOSI saying that 
everybody is not as stable as we are, 
and that words weigh a ton on people 
who aren’t stable, and sometimes they 
are motivated into violence. 

That doesn’t mean we can prevent 
the violence by preventing the dia-
logue, but it does mean that when we 
clash, we should clash on policy. We 
should disagree on policy and the best 
method to bring this policy forward, 
but it should not be personal. We 
should not be demonizing the other 
side. 

There is going to be a disagreement 
in ideology. Our Founding Fathers un-
derstood that. They set up this com-
petition here in this Congress to drain 
the stress off of the streets of America. 
And one of the results here is that we 
come to this place, on the floor of this 
House, and when we disagree, we don’t 
challenge the motive of the person we 
disagree with. We challenge the ideas, 
and we try to present better ideas. And 
the best ideas are to prevail in the 
mind of the public. 

That is how it was designed to be. 
That is why every 2 years we have an 
election here, and why there are no ap-
pointments to the House of Represent-
atives. Everybody that has a vote card 
in this place, all 435 of us, that is a 
vote card earned in an election; not one 
that has been handed by a Governor’s 
appointment, for example, which is the 
case in the Senate, from time to time, 
when there is a vacancy. 

But we are elected every 2 years, and 
our Founding Fathers looked at this 
and said: We are going to be the hot 
cup of coffee—or hot cup of tea, per-
haps, is what they were referencing at 
the time—so we could react quickly to 
the will of the people. 

But the saucer that it cools in is the 
Senate—6-year elections instead of 2— 
so that the hot ideas that come here to 
the House of Representatives can be 
tempered in the cooling saucer of the 6- 
year terms in the Senate. 

But it was about bringing ideas here, 
bringing them here quickly with the 
elections every 2 years for every one of 
us, every 2 years, and then those fresh 
ideas then wash across over to the Sen-
ate, and the Senate is designed to step 
back and take a look, and a deep 
breath, and then, with the judgment of 
both bodies, come together and con-
ference committee, and conference re-
port, and send those results to the 
President of the United States—elected 
every 4 years—who is, of course, the 
Commander in Chief, commands our 
military, has a full authority to do all 
kinds of things, Mr. Speaker. 

But the point I want to make is this: 
During the ObamaCare debate in 2010, 
in that March period of time, when this 

Capitol was surrounded by the Amer-
ican people, and encircled, and they 
were six to eight people deep in a 
human doughnut around the Capitol— 
not just a human chain where you 
touched people and reached out as far 
as you could—six or eight deep, packed 
together all the way around the Cap-
itol. 

By the way, there are no pictures of 
that human doughnut around the Cap-
itol, because there was no airspace al-
lowed for anything to fly up there and 
take pictures of us standing around in 
that fashion. But during that period of 
time, I had walked from the Judiciary 
Committee over here to the House of 
Representatives. And on the way, I 
came by a lady who I had seen in the 
gallery of the Judiciary Committee 
quite a number of times, and I had 
never talked to her. But as I walked by 
her, I felt compelled to speak to her, 
Mr. Speaker. 

And as I did, she said: You have got 
to stop arguing. You have got to stop 
debating. You have got to get to a com-
promise. You have got to get to a com-
promise and move on. We can’t have 
these arguments in our country. We 
can’t have this kind of stress, this kind 
of pressure. 

And I hadn’t answered a question of 
anybody the same as I did that day. I 
answered her differently, Mr. Speaker. 
And it just kind of clicked in my mind, 
and I said to her: Did you ever think 
that because we come to this city to-
gether, and we debate our disagree-
ments here in open debate, and we air 
out our beliefs and our convictions, and 
we weigh our options, and we bring new 
ideas in, and we churn those ideas, did 
you ever think that because we do that 
this way in America, that it keeps us 
from being at each other’s throats and 
fighting each other in the streets of 
America? 

And I know that was how it was de-
signed to be, to drain off that hot- 
bloodedness that comes through de-
bate, and by public—not only by debate 
but by legitimate elections that reflect 
the voices and the will of the people. It 
is the biggest thing that keeps us from 
having revolutions in America. We 
have them. We have them every 2 years 
when we have an election. They are, in 
a way, a revolution. 

New ideas come here. We weigh those 
ideas. We cast our votes. We change the 
policy. We adjust to the will of the 
American people, and that keeps us 
from having revolutions in the street 
of America. 

But how long will that last, Mr. 
Speaker? How long can that last in a 
country where we had a legitimate 
election last November 8, and there is 
that ever-growing group of people who 
seem to be denying the very results of 
our legitimate election? 

The constitutionally elected Presi-
dent of the United States is Donald J. 
Trump, and it is not an arguable or re-
futable point. You can say that Hillary 
Clinton won more popular vote than 
Donald Trump. Well, that is like say-

ing, the Packers beat the Bears, but 
the Bears ran up more yards than the 
Packers, so they don’t have a legiti-
mate win. They are not playing by the 
rules on the football field of who runs 
up the most total yards. It is who has 
the most points on the scoreboard. 

You can run the ball up and down the 
field, but if you can’t get across the 
goal line, or kick it through the 
uprights, or if you can’t score a safety, 
you don’t score. And if you don’t score 
and the other team does, you lose. If 
they score more than you do, you still 
lose. And that is how this constitu-
tional election takes place, Mr. Speak-
er, is by the rules; the rules that are 
written into our Constitution and have 
been barely altered over more than 200 
years because they were so wisely put 
in place. 

The electoral college decides the 
President of the United States, and the 
ballots are cast here on the floor of the 
House of Representatives, and that is 
the official tally that rings up who is 
the President of the United States. 

There is no part of this process that 
is legitimately refuted by the other 
side. Yet, they say, we are the resist-
ance. And the loser in the last Presi-
dential election wants to be the leader 
of the resistance—the leader of the re-
sistance, and one who has looked for a 
lot of reasons why she is not the Presi-
dent of the United States. 

And I would quote CHUCK GRASSLEY 
on how you define that. In one of his 
elections years ago—this is a back- 
channel story about him, but he is a 
person I admire and have a great affec-
tion for, a senior Senator from Iowa, 
now the chairman of the Senate Judici-
ary Committee—they continually 
asked him when he was first elected to 
the Federal office here: ‘‘Why did you 
win? Why did you win?’’ 

And he didn’t want to say anything 
anymore. He was just happy enough 
with the victory. And finally, as he 
walked away from the press, they said: 
‘‘But, Mr. Grassley, why did you win?’’ 

And he turned, and he said: ‘‘I got 
more votes than the other guy.’’ And 
he walked away. 

Well, that is a pretty good point, 
CHUCK GRASSLEY. And in this case, 
Donald Trump got more electoral votes 
than his opponent. That is why he won. 
But he earned those legitimately by 
elections within the States that con-
verted those electoral votes to his side. 
That is how it is supposed to be. 

And to deny that then subverts the 
constitutional results of an elected 
President. It subverts the mandate 
that comes with the election of a Presi-
dent. It diminishes the credibility of 
our constitutionally structured govern-
ment that is there, and it bogs down 
our process. 

So when I see demonstrations in the 
streets, Mr. Speaker, that say ‘‘the re-
sistance’’ in the front, and then there 
is another big banner up there that 
says, ‘‘be ungovernable,’’ we don’t want 
to be an ungovernable people, Mr. 
Speaker. We want to be a governable 
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people. And when we elect a President, 
and when we elect Senators and House 
Members, and our offices in the States 
for our State representatives and our 
State senators, when we elect our Gov-
ernors, when we elect our other con-
stitutional officers who are there, we 
need to respect the results of that, and 
give them their respect, and let them 
do their jobs. 

I especially want to encourage them, 
keep your campaign promises. Follow 
through on those campaign promises. 
But when we have masses of people in 
the streets who go out to demonstrate 
against the results of a legitimate elec-
tion, we start to look like the Third 
World. 

Can’t we have, on both sides of the 
aisle—can’t we have Republicans over 
here and Democrats over here, and left-
ists over on the extreme there, and 
some Conservatives over here—that I 
think are as constitutional as myself— 
can’t we have them respect the system 
enough to respect the duly elected Rep-
resentatives who are there, including, 
and especially, the President of the 
United States so that there are not 
demonstrations in the streets? 

In this city the next day, Mr. Speak-
er, 600,000 to 700,000 people swarmed the 
streets of this city in equal or greater 
numbers than those who came to wit-
ness the inauguration, to protest 
against the inauguration against the 
newly inaugurated President Trump. 

b 1745 

Six to 700,000, the majority of them, 
were women wearing these knitted 
pink hats, carrying around some of the 
most vulgar signs I have seen any-
where—in fact, the most vulgar signs I 
have seen anywhere—protesting 
against the inauguration of the Presi-
dent of the United States. 

Why? 
I talked to a lot of them—more of 

them than it was probably wise, Mr. 
Speaker—but I did take them down to 
this: that you are obstructing and sub-
verting the constitutional results of 
this election, and if you want to live in 
a free country, if you want to live in a 
constitutional Republic, and if you 
want to be able to receive and earn the 
benefits of the free enterprise system 
that we have, the rule of law that we 
have, the constitutional government 
that we have, this American spirit that 
is a can-do spirit that brings the vigor 
of the planet here to America and that 
employs their industriousness, grows 
our GDP, and contributes to the living 
standard in America, if you want all 
that to happen, then you can’t be ob-
structing the results of elections be-
cause we will end up in the Third 
World. 

If you destroy the rule of law in 
America by protesting in the streets 
and being ungovernable and if you are 
an ungovernable people, then we are 
not going to be a constitutional Repub-
lic forever. 

Remember what Ben Franklin said 
when they came out of the Constitu-

tional Convention in Philadelphia and 
a woman asked him: What have you 
given us? 

His answer was: A Republic, Madam, 
if you can keep it. 

Well, we have kept it for a long time, 
and we need to continue to keep it. 

Ronald Reagan told us that freedom 
doesn’t last more than a generation. It 
has to be fought for and it has to be de-
fended. 

We have fought for it and we have de-
fended it. We also now have to defend it 
in the minds and in the hearts of the 
American people. If we fail to teach our 
young people the value of this con-
stitutional Republic, if we fail to teach 
them the continuation of the history of 
this great Nation that we are blessed 
to be part of, then eventually they will 
build a disrespect. They are already 
building it in many of the colleges and 
universities across the land. That dis-
respect turns into contempt, and that 
contempt turns into, sometimes, vio-
lence in the streets that shuts down 
freedom of speech in America. 

Charles Murray got drummed off the 
stage, and he couldn’t give a speech be-
cause they disagreed with what they 
think he is going to say. That happens 
also to others along the way who aren’t 
able to deliver the speeches they want 
to deliver. 

Brigitte Gabriel is a proud American-
ized citizen who lived in a bunker in 
Lebanon while they were trying to kill 
her because she is a Christian. She had 
been bombed multiple times and she 
was wounded in that process. As a lit-
tle girl, she watched television on bat-
tery-operated black-and-white TV. She 
saw ‘‘Bonanza’’ and ‘‘Dallas’’ and some 
of the other programs that showed 
about the quality and the character of 
American life. She understood that we 
are a people. And she said this just last 
Wednesday morning, right after we 
learned of the shooting: that she 
learned as a little girl, 8 to 10 years 
old, watching television that Ameri-
cans are people that can disagree with-
out having that break down into vio-
lence or without hurling accusations 
and insults at the person we disagree 
with, that we are a people that have a 
quality of our character that we can 
disagree with each other and do so and 
still be friends and respect the opinions 
of the other. 

That is one of those things that keep 
this Republic going and keeps it suc-
cessful. But I am watching it digress. I 
am watching as people more often hurl 
insults and throw a tantrum instead of 
listening to a position and then issuing 
the counterpoints. In fact, that hap-
pened today in the Judiciary Com-
mittee. I will let others look that up 
for now, Mr. Speaker, but when our 
emotions rule our intellect, then we 
start to devolve towards Third World. 
When our intellect controls our emo-
tions, then the age of reason can con-
tinue to improve and achieve. 

We are a country that has a founda-
tion of blessings in it. Some of that 
foundation is the foundation of West-

ern civilization itself. The dominant 
component of Western civilization is 
the United States of America. If we let 
the rest of the world be subsumed by 
other sets of values that don’t respect 
the success of Western civilization, 
then eventually the part that we are 
able to hold together here will be less 
because we will have fewer allies 
around the world. Eventually we will 
be surrounded by other ideologies that 
will want to consume or supplant us 
here in America. 

So I want our children to know, Mr. 
Speaker, that this gift that is America 
is rooted in the pillars of American 
exceptionalism whose roots are in 
Western civilization and our rule of 
law. It is so essential that we restore 
that rule of law here in America. 

You can trace the rule of law back to 
old England. One of the places that you 
can see that is just go down the road to 
Jamestown here in Virginia. Go there 
and look at the site where the James-
town settlers landed. There, one of the 
first buildings they built was a church. 
But even before that, Mr. Speaker, 
they planted a cross there on the 
shores of the Atlantic Ocean where you 
can look across to the east to the old 
country, to England. There, they knelt 
and offered a prayer. 

I think it would take me a little too 
long to call that up on my iPhone. I 
don’t have it committed to memory. 
But they understood the destiny. They 
understood the gift of America. They 
understood the destiny to spread our 
freedom—freedom of religion—but 
spread also would be evangelism for the 
world. That prayer is so profound that 
I will grab that and put that into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a little bit 
later, Mr. Speaker. It is one of the first 
things they did at Jamestown. 

Additionally, inside that church they 
built—and now there is a church that 
has been built just outside the old 
foundation that they laid at that time 
so you can walk inside of the church 
and stand there and see the old founda-
tion of the church that was built 
maybe not in 1607, but very close to 
1607—there is a poster, a sign inside. It 
is fitting that it is on the east wall of 
the inside of the church. It says: Here 
in this place, in 1607, English common 
law came to the New World. 

It is a profound thing to stand there 
and read and understand that is what 
that meant to the earliest settlers in 
America: English common law arrived, 
the rule of law arrived with them. 

That rule of law, what was it rooted 
in? 

It is rooted in—once you go back to 
old England, you can trace the law to 
the Romans who occupied. And that 
Roman law can be traced all the way 
back to the birth of Christ and before. 
And that Roman law also can be traced 
back through Greece, who shared a fair 
amount of that respect and rule of law 
that they had to be successful nations, 
they had to have a rule of law. 

It can be traced, then, from the Ro-
mans and the Greeks back to Moses 
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himself. Mosaic law is the foundation 
for law in America, and it is traceable. 
The Greek philosophers and the leaders 
in Greece would talk about the rule of 
law. They would be sometimes teased 
and ridiculed by some of their competi-
tors. They would say: ‘‘That is not 
your thoughts. You borrowed that from 
Moses. That is Mosaic law. I can hear 
it in your voice. I know that is where 
it came from.’’ 

Mosaic law was traced to Greece and 
Rome, and from Rome then on to West-
ern Europe where the Romans occupied 
much of that all the way to England 
and beyond. That is where the rule of 
law came from. 

One of the pillars of American 
exceptionalism is the rule of law. If 
you would pull that out of the equation 
of the history of the United States of 
America, you would end up with an en-
tirely different country, an entirely 
different culture, and an entirely dif-
ferent structure here. 

We respect the law. We don’t have po-
lice officers that pull us over because 
they need money for their children and 
accept a bribe because they said that 
you were speeding. If any of that hap-
pens, we look at their badge number, 
and that officer is soon out of a job. We 
clean our society up of those kinds of 
things. But that is not the case in 
Third World countries. They know 
what mordida means south of the bor-
der. That happens in country after 
country. But here, we respect the law. 

We have open meetings laws where 
the function of government is out in 
the open so the public can be in and 
participate. That is rooted clear back 
in the Greek city-states. 

I recall going into the National Ar-
chives to take a look and stand and 
gaze at the Declaration of Independ-
ence and the Bill of Rights, where you 
can get your hand within 8 inches of 
that parchment where they pledged 
their lives, their fortunes, and their sa-
cred honor. As I waited to step before 
the Declaration, there was a display of 
the artifacts from the Greek city- 
states where they would gather to-
gether all of the eligible-age men—at 
that time it was only men, but, of 
course, now, today, we fixed that—but 
as they would gather them together, 
they would all have a voice. 

They had a situation where there 
would be what they would call dema-
gogues. The Greek demagogues would 
be those who were so skillful in their 
oratorical skills that they could wind 
up the emotions of the other Greeks 
and sometimes get them to stampede 
in the wrong direction. If they consist-
ently stampeded their fellow citizens 
in an ill-logical direction, eventually 
they would say—I don’t know what the 
name would be of the Greek individual, 
but maybe it would be like: Demetrius 
is causing too much trouble for us, we 
are going to have to blackball him. 

So if the demagogue was too effective 
and caused too much damage to the 
public policy, then they would go 
through, there would be one door there 

that you would vote in, and the next 
door would be the discard door. Each 
voter, each citizen, would get a white 
and a black marble. They would cast 
their ballot, blackball that Greek 
demagogue and banish him from the 
city-state. 

There is much that is rooted as part 
of this country that is rooted back in 
this era. We need to teach it and we 
need to have respect for each other. 

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

f 

THE TERROR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. CHE-
NEY). Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 3, 2017, the Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. FORTENBERRY) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, last week, as we are all too aware, 
a gunman opened fire on Members of 
Congress and staff assistants as they 
were practicing for the annual bipar-
tisan baseball game to raise money for 
a Washington-based charity. Among 
those who were injured is my dear 
friend and colleague, Congressman 
STEVE SCALISE, the House majority 
whip. 

As news of this event came in right 
before our weekly Nebraska breakfast, 
a 74-year tradition—by the way, a bi-
partisan tradition in which the entire 
Nebraska delegation gets together on a 
weekly basis and invites anyone from 
our home State to gather with us. As 
that was about to occur, I heard the 
news of the shootings. I felt bewildered, 
shocked, and numb. 

As further reports came in from my 
colleagues throughout the morning, I 
heard that STEVE was playing second 
base at the time of his shooting. He 
crawled from the infield, leaving a trail 
of blood. 

Mr. Speaker, this isn’t a movie. 
These are not distant figures. These 
are our friends and our colleagues, peo-
ple who work right here in this institu-
tion. Representative SCALISE and I fre-
quently interact on the nuances of pol-
icy, and sometimes differences of pol-
icy. No matter what our disagree-
ments—and believe me, there are hard 
differences even on one side of the po-
litical aisle. No matter what the dif-
ferences might be, STEVE always has 
worked with me in a cordial, profes-
sional, constructive, and, perhaps most 
importantly, gentlemanly manner. 
That is just who he is. So regardless of 
what anyone may think of his policies, 
of his political point of view, Congress, 
or the GOP, he did not deserve to be 
shot. 

As noted by Senator RAND PAUL, who 
was also at the practice, were it not for 
the courageous Capitol Hill Police offi-
cers who accompanied Representative 
SCALISE to events, this would have 
been a massacre. Were it not for the 
first responders from the Alexandria 
Police Department and Fire and Res-
cue, many of those injured, for them it 
could have been much, much worse. 

My heart goes out to STEVE SCALISE 
and the others who were injured in this 
tragic event. 

However, my words cannot stop here. 
For years now, across multiple admin-
istrations and across party lines, we 
have seen accelerating political rancor 
in our country that goes way beyond 
normal partisan politics. It is hard to 
get your mind around some of the stuff 
that people write. It is awful. It goes 
beyond just pointed language. It is now 
so frequent, so violent, and so directly 
threatening that security personnel are 
working overtime to keep up with it. 

Madam Speaker, you know this. 
Many good men and women of differing 
political perspectives work in the 
United States Congress. These are peo-
ple who have accomplished important 
things in their own home communities 
and decided that their heart was call-
ing them to serve in a broader capac-
ity. 

b 1800 
I fully recognize that Washington, 

D.C., can seem elitist and aloof, but as 
you know, Madam Speaker, Members 
of Congress are real people, with real 
families, from real places across our 
land. Sure, there may be a dispropor-
tionate share of lawyers in the institu-
tion, but there are also nurses, social 
workers, doctors, teachers, and small- 
business owners. 

In fact, one of the doctors, Rep-
resentative BRAD WENSTRUP, a friend of 
mine, happened to be at the baseball 
practice. He is an Iraq veteran and sur-
geon. He attended to STEVE SCALISE’s 
gunshot wound, thankfully. 

Above all, all of these persons are 
Americans. Nevertheless, there is a 
limit to what the human person, even a 
paid public servant, can absorb. We can 
take the violent words, but when it 
spills into violent action, it is too 
much. This country cannot continue to 
rip itself apart like this. 

Madam Speaker, there is one addi-
tional difficulty here that needs to be 
unpacked. There is a real risk and vul-
nerability in what I call regularizing 
this response, in making it like a ‘‘new 
normal.’’ 

In fact, within only a few hours of 
the shootings, certain national media 
had begun to routinize the tragedy, as 
they returned to obsessing on the lat-
est crisis du jour in Washington, as if 
nothing fundamentally destructive to 
all that we hold dear as Americans had 
just occurred. And why not? As the 
media tells us, the assassin was a 
‘‘troubled man,’’ a ‘‘lone wolf,’’ with a 
‘‘history of violence’’ and ‘‘easy access 
to guns,’’ who was likely ‘‘mentally 
ill.’’ Nothing unique to see here. 

Madam Speaker, these were not our 
thoughts after the assassination at-
tempt on Ronald Reagan or the shoot-
ing of Democratic Arizona Congress-
woman Gabby Giffords of Arizona. 
When President Kennedy was shot, I 
am told, it was as if the entire world 
came to a halt. 

If we are now going to move beyond 
words and normalize the violent tar-
geting of people just because they 
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choose public service, hold views that 
are different from our own, or speak in 
a style that is not to our liking, there 
is no country. 

I find it particularly jarring that the 
widely praised theatrical assassination 
of President Trump at a rendition of 
Julius Caesar in New York City’s Cen-
tral Park—underwritten, by the way, 
by The New York Times—continues to 
go on. 

Madam Speaker, violence is violence. 
When it is here and it is political, of 
course, it is particularly jarring. 

Tragically, we also may be growing 
used to the idea of terror abroad. Al-
though its root causes are different 
than those of domestic political at-
tacks here on our own shores, the same 
thing is at stake: the very principles of 
civilization itself. 

Madam Speaker, let me digress for a 
moment, because this is particularly 
notable. 

After 9/11, crime all but vanished 
from the streets of New York City. In 
other words, the shock and the horror 
caused a community to rally together 
above any social discord in a spirit of 
true unity. We glimpsed that same 
spirit of solidarity as a nation when 
Obama bin Laden was finally con-
fronted. 

Just recently, a day after the terror 
attacks that rocked London a few 
weeks ago, Richard Angell, a patron in 
a restaurant that had been evacuated 
during the jihadist rampage, calmly re-
turned to pay his bill. In explaining his 
generosity, Angell told a reporter, 
‘‘These people shouldn’t win.’’ 

The night before, several bartenders 
had risked their lives to defend patrons 
in that particular establishment with 
bottles, chairs, tables, anything they 
could find, as the terrorists tried to 
hack away their customers with large 
knives. More lives would have been lost 
were it not for their bravery. 

Only a few weeks before that, at a 
concert attended mostly by young 
girls, a homeless man, Stephen Jones, 
who slept most nights near the sta-
dium, helped several victims of that 
bombing to safety, even pulling nails 
from the faces of young children. 

The resolve and courage in the face 
of barbaric violence harkens back to 
the passengers of United Flight 93 who 
sacrificed their own lives on 9/11 in 
order to take down a plane headed 
straight for Washington, D.C., probably 
for the White House. 

While we appropriately recognize 
those who act with courage, the con-
stant repetition of these scenes appear 
to be resulting, sadly, in what I call 
‘‘terror fatigue.’’ We go about the same 
tired ritual: the requisite shock and 
horror; the 24-hour media coverage of 
victims, heroes, and families; and the 
inevitable autopsy of what went wrong. 
By this exercise, I am afraid we further 
enable what Hannah Arendt once fa-
mously wrote, ‘‘the banality of evil.’’ 

Against this backdrop, I think it is 
important and useful to pull back and 
contemplate the fundamental error in 

our analysis and approach. In the West, 
we have a blind spot. We want to be-
lieve that if we can only understand 
how a disordered person was raised, 
how his parents treated him, if he was 
an orphan or poor or misunderstood or 
abandoned or a victim of some real or 
imagined prejudice, then we can under-
stand what makes him kill. Armed 
with this soft understanding, perhaps 
we can prevent further tragedy by ame-
liorating the conditions that we think 
gave rise to barbaric deeds. 

In many discussions of unpredictable 
and random attacks on bystanders in 
Europe and America, we find a perverse 
unwillingness to accurately identify 
the true motivations of the perpetra-
tors, lest we close the space to ‘‘cure 
them’’ of their zealotry. 

In the current, highly polarized, 
oversensitized, and extremely volatile 
climate, it is risky to call a thing for 
what it is. Instead, again and again, we 
hear that these were just a few mis-
guided individuals—another mental 
health problem, another aberration, 
another police problem; nothing to do 
with dark theology to notice here. 
Carry on. We must just accept this as a 
new normal. 

What makes these particular vicious 
actors different? In a study, the Gallup 
organization basically finds that most 
people in the world want similar 
things. Most people in the world want 
a good job: to be able to take care of 
themselves; to be able to take care of 
their family; to be able to use the cre-
ative talents of their personhood, 
whether it be their intellect or their 
hands to make things for the benefit of 
others and, in turn, receive an income 
that they can support themselves with. 

However, as one of my Muslim 
friends has noted, Petro-Islam has en-
abled and unleashed a narrow sect of 
men and women who often want for 
nothing. Several of the terrorists on 
9/11 were young men of both wealth and 
privilege, with world-class educations. 
They weren’t motivated by the allures 
of Western secular materialism. They 
used those values to hide in plain sight. 
Rather, they were in the grip of a dark, 
violent theology. They were willing to 
die for its inherent irrationality. 

This cannot continue. Even the 
Saudis, who have lived for too long 
with the hyper hypocrisy of buying off 
Wahhabists while shopping in Paris, 
recognize this is an unsustainable 
trend. 

Madam Speaker, when I was in col-
lege, I remember the day when Egyp-
tian President Anwar Sadat was assas-
sinated. It was a hard day for me. 
Shortly before, I had lived in that 
country on an exchange program. I re-
ceived the bountiful gift of hospitality 
and an invaluable source of deep and 
reach cultural understanding. 

Sadat died. Sadat gave his life be-
cause he made a reasoned choice to 
reach across the divide to find peace. In 
another courageous move, just a few 
years ago, in a little-known speech, the 
current Egyptian President, Abdel 

Fattah el-Sisi, said: ‘‘Is it possible that 
1.6 billion Muslims should want to kill 
the rest of the world’s inhabitants— 
that is, 7 billion—so that they them-
selves may live? Impossible.’’ 

Quite a courageous statement. 
At this moment, Madam Speaker, we 

are on the verge of wiping out ISIS 
militarily. But it is only the latest 
brand. We will only fully resolve the 
thinking that leads to the embrace of 
dark theology through a rebirth in rea-
son, modeled through courageous lead-
ership. 

As we see in our battle against ISIS, 
when you call for evil to happen on so-
cial media, in Main Street media and 
in art, eventually someone in the real 
world takes it to heart. We must stop 
creating the rhetorical conditions and 
the media cover for this politically mo-
tivated violence or the grotesque twist-
ing of mediums to encourage terror. 
There is no rationalization that can 
justify it. This is not about freedom of 
speech. It is about freedom from vio-
lence. 

Ask yourself a question: Where would 
you like to live? Where people lie, 
steal, and kill? Or where people are 
good, trustworthy, and free? 

Madam Speaker, I will close with 
this because it is a hint of good news. 

Last week, the House of Representa-
tives, in a private session, Democrats 
and Republicans, had a family meeting 
and, with due candor, spoke about the 
effect of escalating rhetoric and the re-
sponsibility each of us must take in 
owning our share of it. 

Importantly, the bipartisan Congres-
sional Baseball Game went on as 
planned last Thursday night. I took my 
younger staff. The game was energetic 
and patriotically bipartisan. Madam 
Speaker, as you are aware, my side 
lost, but I believe America won. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, today a lot of people are looking at 
Washington more perplexed than ever, 
thinking that nothing is getting done 
here. It is easy for them to think that 
because, when they turn on their tele-
visions or listen to their radios and lis-
ten to news commentators, all they 
seem to be talking about is some very 
obscure idea. But something that domi-
nates all the communication, or a 
great deal of communication, is that 
Russia in some way altered the out-
come of the last election, perhaps— 
what they have been telling us—the 
Russians hacked into the system. This 
is the image we are being given. 

b 1815 

All those emails that came out dur-
ing the election from the Democratic 
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National Committee and the Hillary 
campaign, those emails were, in some 
way, a product of a Russian conspiracy 
with the Trump campaign. Over and 
over and over again, even though all of 
the experts who we have seen from the 
intelligence communities on down the 
line have said that that is bogus; that 
did not happen; there is no proof that 
that happened. And many people who 
are looking into this don’t think that 
the Russians were involved with that 
hacking at all, much less their involve-
ment in our campaigns in a way that 
differentiated from every other govern-
ment in the world, including our own, 
being involved in trying to impact 
other people’s elections in a light- 
handed way. 

In this situation, the Russian Gov-
ernment has not—again, has not—been 
proven or even the evidence seems to 
indicate that they were not involved in 
a way that actually affected the out-
come of our last election. Yet that is 
all we hear about. That is the massive 
news coverage, and the American peo-
ple’s attention is being focused on that, 
or they are being told: Oh, but over in 
Washington, the Congress is so tied up 
because of this crisis. We have not been 
tied up. We have been doing great 
things here in the Nation’s capital, and 
the Trump administration has been 
doing great things. We have not been 
frozen by this unrelenting attack try-
ing to give the American people the 
idea that the last election was invalid. 

This effort to distract us is a dis-
grace. And I do believe the American 
people see, when they hear this over 
and over repeated but there is no sub-
stance being told us that indicates the 
specific crime, the specific hacking in-
cident that happened. No, we have no 
incidences where any type of Russian 
interference, in some way, determined 
the outcome of the last election. 

But, of course, the distraction that is 
taking place is basically covering the 
fact that we have a group of people who 
lost the last election who have been 
disrupting, who have a plan, a program 
of resistance and disruption of those 
who did win the election. If there is 
anything more anti-American than 
that, I don’t know what is. Talk about 
destroying democracy. 

So with that said, what are we doing 
if we aren’t tied up in this Russian 
problem? And let me note, there has 
been, even to the point after all the 
hearings that we had and there is no 
evidence of it, now some Republicans 
have gone along with this effort, and 
we have appointed what was called an 
independent or a special prosecutor. 
And now what we can expect is another 
3 or 4 months of the headlines on all of 
the news media except one or two try-
ing to divert our attention. Well, I 
would ask that the independent coun-
sel and the special prosecutor, they are 
going to look into Russia, let them not 
just look into, did our Attorney Gen-
eral have two conversations or three 
conversations with the Ambassador 
from Russia to the United States in 

passing meetings, I might add, other 
people engaged, instead of asking ques-
tions like that and trying to find some 
way to charge our Attorney General 
with some sort of crime that he would 
have committed and maybe perjury 
even because he forgot about one con-
versation with someone over a year’s 
time period where there were thou-
sands of conversations with thousands 
of people, nobody hope—if they can go 
into detail like that, let us hope that 
the Clinton Foundation becomes a tar-
get of that investigation. 

They want to find out what effect the 
Russians had on our elections. Let’s 
find out what the millions of dollars 
that went into the Clinton Foundation 
did that might have helped Hillary’s 
chances of being elected. Let’s find out 
that. And let’s find out how much 
money was actually put into the Clin-
ton family’s pockets when former 
President Clinton, speaking again be-
fore Russian oligarchs, was able to re-
ceive certain payments, exorbitant 
payments, from what I understand, we 
need to know exactly what they were, 
into his own pocket at the same time 
Russian oligarchs were putting mil-
lions, maybe tens of millions, into the 
Clinton Foundation. 

So, okay, that needs to be looked at. 
But I would suggest that the American 
people need to go beyond this made-up 
crisis. The American people need to 
take a look at what we have been ac-
complishing here, and we have been ac-
complishing. A healthcare bill passed. 
And, yes, it is not a perfect healthcare 
bill, but now we have actually got a 
bill that is in the system. The Senate 
is going to have their bill. The system 
is now working, and there is a 
healthcare bill going through the sys-
tem to improve our situation now in-
stead of being stuck with ObamaCare 
that was so poorly written that people 
were being priced out of the market of 
having insurance. And we end up with 
millions of people who can’t afford the 
health insurance because ObamaCare 
did what? ObamaCare basically said 
anybody with a preexisting condition, 
that risk will be paid for by other 
health insurance policyholders. And, 
thus, everybody else’s health insurance 
went way up, and the amount of cov-
erage they got went way down. Sur-
prise. Surprise. No, that was not a good 
way to go, and the Republicans are try-
ing to find a better method. 

Let me just note that I have person-
ally been involved with promoting an-
other concept of how we should be deal-
ing with preexisting conditions, and 
there is a bill circulating now, and 
hopefully it will be seriously consid-
ered. And as the healthcare bill goes 
through the House and the Senate, 
maybe we can get this in there, and 
that is you look at preexisting condi-
tions and you say: okay, that person 
has a preexisting condition, and right 
now that preexisting condition puts 
them into the mix with all the other 
policyholders. And then everybody 
else, including that person, picks up 

the cost of insuring for that pre-
existing condition, which then prices 
everybody out. More people end up 
without insurance, or insurance that 
they can’t cover, or what they are get-
ting for their money is decreased. 

My daughter, for example, had leu-
kemia a few years ago. She is 9 years 
old. And thank God that we got 
through that and she is now free of leu-
kemia. But I am sure that somewhere 
along the line what we are going to 
have is an insurance company saying: 
Well, you had leukemia, you had a pre-
existing condition, thus we are going 
to charge you more money for health 
insurance. Maybe 10 years down the 
road this will happen to her, maybe 20. 
But the fact is that we don’t need to 
have people around our country that 
are in that situation. My daughter is 
now cancer free. And if she has a pre-
existing condition, or anybody else in 
the country has a preexisting condi-
tion, what I am proposing—and there is 
a bill making its way around, people 
are considering this as an alternative, 
and I hope they take it seriously, but 
we will see, at least we are trying, and 
the idea is the Federal Government 
will document all preexisting condi-
tions. My daughter’s leukemia would 
be on that list. And at any time from 
then on that someone with a pre-
existing condition has that preexisting 
condition, if leukemia comes back to 
her or anyone else who has a pre-
existing condition that is documented, 
it will be paid for by Medicare. Just as 
simple as that. That condition only. 
All the rest of her health insurance, 
however, need not be covered by the 
Federal Government or anybody else. 

Now that the preexisting conditions 
have not put their amount way up in 
the cost to buy an insurance, now they 
will be charged just the same as any-
body else who is healthy. But if they 
break their arm, they are in a car acci-
dent, if they have another disease that 
comes on, they now are insured from 
that, but they are not having to pay 
extra insurance because of that pre-
existing condition, and you just leave 
that to Medicare. It is a simple answer. 
It is not going to cost the taxpayers 
any more money by doing it any other 
way. Just let the government take care 
of those preexisting conditions. All the 
rest of their healthcare, however, will 
have to be paid for by that individual. 
Just the preexisting condition is cov-
ered. 

So that is a type of reform that we 
can put into place, and people are talk-
ing about these ideas now here. That is 
why, when the Republican bill passed, 
it was launching a discussion, an hon-
est discussion, of what we should do. 
The Senate is going to send us back 
something, and we will, this year, have 
a healthcare bill because we will have 
gone through all of these types of al-
ternatives like the one I just sug-
gested. 

We also passed a financial reform 
bill. It was called the CHOICE Act. It 
was a financial reform bill that one of 
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the main parts of it actually repealed 
the Dodd-Frank bill which was so dra-
matically hard for our economy and 
was basically making it very difficult 
for businesses to function in our coun-
try, was a terrible burden, and was ac-
tually bringing our economy down. So 
we passed the elimination of the Dodd- 
Frank Act, and we have reformed our 
financial community, and that has 
passed the House. It is now over to the 
Senate. 

We have passed dozens of notable 
bills, yet the impression we are given, 
of course, is the only thing happening 
here is the Russians were, in some way, 
engaged in the last election, and we 
must focus totally on that, even 
though all the committees that inves-
tigated this, all the people who came 
from the various intelligence agencies, 
no one said, here is the proof that they 
were colluding with the Trump cam-
paign to defeat the Democratic can-
didate in the last election. 

So people are only getting that story, 
but there are all kinds of bills that are 
being passed, legislation being passed 
here. Like, for example, there was a 
weather bill that passed. I mean, this is 
one example. SUZANNE BONAMICI was 
someone who had a bill that was at-
tached to the weather bill. It was 
aimed specifically at trying to have a 
warning system for tsunami waves that 
might be created and come not only to-
wards the United States but towards 
Japan and any other coastal area. That 
bill passed, and, as I say, it is part of 
the weather bill now. 

And SUZANNE BONAMICI, of course, is 
a Democrat, and I am a Republican. 

The other lie is that Republicans and 
Democrats can’t work together. Well, 
that is just wrong. People are creating 
a false image, and I am glad to see, by 
the elections last night, that the Amer-
ican people aren’t falling for the balo-
ney they are being fed. 

So was that a good bill, the tsunami 
bill? I think it was, and it has made it 
through. 

We have other environmentally 
aimed bills that are making up for the 
excesses of the last administration 
that was basically pushing a radical, 
environmental, globalist approach to 
environment issues. I think it is a 
great thing that the President of the 
United States has withdrawn us from 
the Paris Agreement, which would 
have cost us billions of dollars that we 
would send to other countries and 
would put us under the jurisdiction of 
decisions made by international bodies, 
not by American-elected officials but 
by international bodies. That was a 
terrific move on the part of the Presi-
dent. 

In fact, Trump has done a number of 
wonderful things that he is not getting 
credit for. Because all the media wants 
to talk about is how many conversa-
tions anybody associated with Trump 
had with any Russians in the last 2 
years. Sorry. A lot of other things that 
are happening are important. Those 
people who are trying to distract us are 

not succeeding. The fact is that Presi-
dent Donald Trump had a triumphant 
trip overseas. His first visit was to the 
Middle East. 

I am a former speech writer for Presi-
dent Reagan. I didn’t write the speech, 
but I was there when he gave that 
speech in Berlin telling Gorbachev to 
‘‘tear down this wall,’’ a speech that 
made history, not just reflected it but 
is now seen as a pivotal moment in 
changing the direction of what was 
going on with the Cold War. 

b 1830 
I might say, I didn’t write it, but I 

did make sure that I was one of the 
people who smuggled that speech into 
the President’s hands. After the Presi-
dent was given that speech and said he 
was going to say that, all of his senior 
advisers tried to convince him not to 
say, ‘‘tear down this wall.’’ And ‘‘Mr. 
Gorbachev, tear down this wall,’’ was a 
phrase in history that made history. 
And Ronald Reagan stood up against 
all of the people on the left who were 
attacking him and even all of his own 
advisers. That made a huge difference 
in the world that we live in. 

Now, let me just note this. We have a 
President now, President Donald 
Trump, who went to Saudi Arabia and 
went to a meeting with the leaders of 
that part of the world. He talked to 
them—and these were Muslims, of 
course. And he said to the Muslim 
world that, if there is going to be peace 
with the United States, drive the ter-
rorists out of your mosque; drive the 
terrorists out of your country. 

I haven’t been as proud of any Presi-
dent since I was with Ronald Reagan 
when he said ‘‘tear down this wall’’ 
than I was proud of our President, 
President Donald Trump, for telling 
the Islamic world that they have got to 
disassociate themselves, they have got 
to drive the terrorists out of their fam-
ilies and out of their relationships with 
good and decent Muslims, who are the 
vast majority of the Muslims in the 
world. 

So, with that said, I think there is a 
lot going on that is good. There are 
good things. This is a good report. I 
hope the American people pay atten-
tion. 

There are a lot of creative ideas that 
are going on. These I just told you 
about, healthcare and finance reform, 
these are really important things. And 
the fact that we are not putting every-
thing in the hands of the United Na-
tions or some unelected government to 
tell us what we have to do in the name 
of the environment, that is good, too. 

Well, I have got a few creative ideas 
that I have actually presented. I 
thought I would just let my colleagues 
know, let my constituents know, and 
let the rest of the country know, these 
are some issues on the table that I 
have personally put on. 

I think I have a good chance, for ex-
ample, of getting into the tax bill a 
provision that is now written out in 
H.R. 1792, the Expanding Employee 
Ownership Act. 

What my bill suggests is that we 
should have more involvement by 
working people in their own compa-
nies. Let them own part of their com-
panies so that the bosses and the labor-
ers work together as a team rather 
than looking at each other as adver-
saries. 

My bill, H.R. 1792, is being considered 
for the tax bill that we are putting to-
gether. What it says, very simply, is 
that, if an employer gives to his em-
ployees—it has to be a general distribu-
tion—stock in that company, the em-
ployees don’t have to pay income tax 
on it. And if they keep that stock for 10 
years, they don’t have to pay capital 
gains tax. 

So what we have now is a major 
boost of people keeping their good em-
ployees, a better working relationship, 
more productivity, and management 
more concerned about their laborers 
because now their laborers own stock 
in the company—maybe even 10 or 20 
percent of the stock at some point. 
What we have is a bill that has a 
chance, and it is being considered. That 
is the type of thing that is going on 
here. 

People are talking about new ideas. 
For example, I talked about the idea of 
a new healthcare reform bill and my 
approach and what I am doing to pro-
mote that price for people with pre-
existing conditions. That is another ex-
ample, ideas that are being discussed, 
legislation that is going through, and 
people are trying to mold it. That is 
part of the legislative process. 

Also, when you talk about Repub-
licans and Democrats working to-
gether, we are being told we don’t work 
together. Well, we do. Republicans and 
Democrats work together, just like I 
did on the tsunami bill. We actually 
have a good relationship—many of us 
do. 

Nowhere is that more evident than in 
my leadership of H.R. 975, which is a 
bill that is entitled, Respect State 
Marijuana Laws. What this bill does 
is—over the years, in the last 6 years, 
I have been joined with a Democrat. It 
is Mr. BLUMENAUER now, and it used to 
be Congressman Farr when he was with 
us. We were able to put into the appro-
priations bill for the Department of 
Justice a provision, an amendment to 
the bill that said: No money in this bill 
can be used by the Department of Jus-
tice to supersede the State laws on 
medical marijuana in those States that 
have legalized the use of medical mari-
juana. 

So, for the last 5 and 6 years, that 
has been a totally bipartisan effort. I 
am a Republican, obviously, and I have 
been joined by Mr. Farr and, now, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER. We have actually created 
a situation where we now have people 
who are getting involved in researching 
medical marijuana. 

By the way, did you know that Israel 
now, finally, has stepped forward and 
has done research in the last 10 years? 
We haven’t. The United States hasn’t. 
In fact, for 100 years, when we should 
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have been trying to find the medical 
uses of marijuana, it has been virtually 
outlawed. And now Israel has found 
wonderful applications for medical 
marijuana. 

They also, by the way, when they 
were studying the effects of marijuana, 
have legalized it for personal use, for 
adult use of marijuana, as well as med-
ical marijuana. 

Well, what does that tell you? That 
tells you that some of the people who 
have been telling us, ‘‘oh, we can’t do 
this because it is going to have a seri-
ous impact,’’ Israel studies this closely, 
especially when it might have a mili-
tary implication. This would not de-
stroy their military; otherwise, they 
would not have passed this major re-
form in their country. 

Now, why is it that marijuana is an 
important issue and it brings Repub-
licans and Democrats together? We 
have limited resources here. The idea 
that we are going to spend billions of 
dollars not on protecting Americans 
from terrorists, not from trying to get 
bad guys—rapists and murderers—in 
our local area; no, we are going to 
spend billions of dollars on police, on 
jailers, on lawyers, on judges, and on 
prisons. And then we are going to take 
people out of the workforce. We are 
spending billions of dollars so some-
body will not smoke a weed in their 
backyard. 

And what is even worse, we are tell-
ing them we are going to spend billions 
of dollars to prevent you. If you find 
that there is a medical use for mari-
juana, like for senior citizens who have 
lost their appetites after a major oper-
ation—which happened to my mother, 
by the way. I did not give her mari-
juana, but I knew when I was feeding 
her that she had lost her appetite after 
a major operation. I said to myself: 
Why can’t she have cannabis here? 
Well, now people know about that. 

There is no reason for us to prevent 
our seniors from having some euphoria 
when they are 85 years old in a senior 
citizens home, especially if it brings 
back their appetite and they feel better 
because of it rather than drinking. Do 
they want to have them all drinking? 

Well, this is not just for seniors. This 
is for people who have medical prob-
lems. It has been documented to have 
important uses. And again, no one has 
ever overdosed with marijuana, ever. 

In terms of what we need to do and 
what we need to focus on are drugs 
that are harmful. We have an opioid 
addiction problem now. Doctors have 
been giving prescriptions for this. We 
need to confront that and confront 
other challenges in crime rather than 
billions of dollars to try to prevent 
someone from hurting themselves. 

If an adult wants to consume can-
nabis—an adult—it is their business. 
For the government to intrude, espe-
cially the Federal Government, after a 
State has legalized it, this is tyranny. 
Our Founding Fathers did not believe 
that we should have police forces and 
criminal justice operating at the 

State—they believed it should happen 
at the State and local level, not the 
Federal level. 

These current restrictions that we 
have, we have people, unfortunately, 
again, that are living in the past. All 
they can remember is the sixties when 
hippies were smoking dope, and it was 
just literally a counterculture— 
counter our culture. And I say ‘‘our 
culture’’ because I have more of a con-
servative family background. 

Although I lived a life in my past and 
I had too much to drink at times, and 
maybe even when I was younger, 
maybe I tried cannabis a couple of 
times, but I have had an adulthood 
since I was 23 that I think meets the 
approval of my parents and, in par-
ticular, my dad, who was a lieutenant 
colonel in the Marines. 

So with that said, had I been ar-
rested, let’s say, where some of my 
friends or something were consuming 
marijuana when I was around, what 
would have happened to my life? And 
what is happening to the lives of all of 
these people, especially in our less af-
fluent areas, who can’t afford the legal 
protections of hiring a lawyer right 
away? 

It is destroying their ability to func-
tion in our society. We should not be 
taking people who are involved in an 
activity like consuming a weed. Adults 
should be able to make that decision 
for themselves. Sending police for 
someone like that or expending billions 
of dollars or ruining the life of that 
young person who can’t afford, whether 
Black, Chicano, or Caucasian, who 
can’t afford a lawyer to get them off 
and expunge their record, it is going to 
affect them the rest of their life. We 
can’t be doing that. It is a waste of 
money. 

We have a chance now, with bipar-
tisan support, to pass this amendment 
again, perhaps. We are trying to get 
that onto the appropriations bill for 
the Department of Justice, which 
would then keep in place those restric-
tions on the Federal Government. 

But I have a bill, again, with bipar-
tisan support, that would make that 
across the board. It just says that 
every State that has legalized the use 
of marijuana, that none of the depart-
ments and agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment should supersede. They should 
be treated just like someone selling al-
cohol or whatever. And, in fact, if they 
do, they will be asking for ID cards 
from people to make sure that they are 
not selling to juniors, to people who 
are minors, rather than to adults, just 
like beer. 

Unfortunately, when it is illegal, it is 
easier to get marijuana than it is—for 
someone who is not 18 or 21, it is easier 
for them to get marijuana than beer 
because they don’t have to show their 
ID card at the liquor store. 

So with that said, there is bipartisan 
support for my bill. I am hoping that 
we can get it passed this year or next 
year, at least in this session of Con-
gress. 

And then, finally, we have lots of 
things going on here. I just discussed 
several creative things that are being 
discussed around town. And we have 
got a President of the United States 
who is opening the door which was 
guarded by basically a very far-left-
wing philosophy for the last 8 years. 
The door of government in this country 
now is open to working people, where 
this President has committed himself 
to trade policies and others that are 
aimed at creating jobs for the Amer-
ican people, ordinary jobs. 

One of the things that he has prom-
ised us to protect the American people 
and our American workers is to stop 
the massive flow of illegals into our 
country. The massive flow of illegals 
into our country is bringing down the 
standard of living of working people. 

There is one idea that I have pre-
sented. When he wants to build a wall, 
we have the means to provide the re-
sources to build that wall in a very cre-
ative way. It wouldn’t cost the Amer-
ican people anything. 

So I would hope that those who are 
listening who like some of these ideas 
don’t get depressed about what they 
are hearing in the news. Good things 
are happening in Washington, and a lot 
of new creative ideas are being dis-
cussed. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today on account of a 
family obligation. 

Ms. GABBARD (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 1094. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the accountability 
of employees of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 44 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 22, 2017, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

OATH OF OFFICE MEMBERS, RESI-
DENT COMMISSIONER, AND DEL-
EGATES 

The oath of office required by the 
sixth article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by sec-
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
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Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem-
bers, Resident Commissioner, and Dele-
gates of the House of Representatives, 
the text of which is carried in 5 U.S.C. 
3331: 

‘‘I, AB, do solemnly swear (or af-
firm) that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; 
that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or 
purpose of evasion; and that I will 
well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of the office on which I am 
about to enter. So help me God.’’ 

has been subscribed to in person and 
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives by the fol-
lowing Member of the 115th Congress, 
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
25: 

GREG GIANFORTE, At-Large District 
of Montana. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1744. A letter from the Board Chair, Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
transmitting the Board’s 103rd Annual Re-
port covering operations for calendar year 
2016, pursuant to Sec. 2B of the Federal Re-
serve Act; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

1745. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility, Wash-
ington County, IN, et al. [Docket ID: FEMA- 
2017-0002; Internal Agency Docket No.: 
FEMA-8483] received June 16, 2017, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

1746. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Office of Justice Programs, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Juvenile Justice and De-
linquency Prevention Act Formula Grant 
Program [Docket No.: OJP (OJJDP) 1737] 
(RIN: 1121-AA83) received June 16, 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 Education and the Workforce. 

1747. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(i), Post- 
Transition Table of DTV Allotments, Tele-
vision Broadcast Stations (Augusta, Georgia) 
[MB Docket No.: 11-54] (RM-11624) received 
June 19, 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. 

1748. A letter from the Associate Bureau 
Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Rural Health 
Care Support Mechanism [WC Docket No.: 
02-60] received June 19, 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. 

1749. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting reports concerning 
international agreements other than treaties 

entered into by the United States to be 
transmitted to the Congress within the 
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807); 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1750. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Export Administration, Bureau 
of Industry and Security, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s 
correcting amendments — Wassenaar Ar-
rangement 2015 Plenary Agreements Imple-
mentation, Removal of Foreign National Re-
view Requirements, and Information Secu-
rity Updates; Corrections [Docket No.: 
160217120-7396-02] (RIN: 0694-AG85) received 
June 16, 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 Af-
fairs. 

1751. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting the Department’s Semiannual 
Report to the Congress from the Office of In-
spector General, for the 6-month period of 
October 1, 2016--March 31, 2017, pursuant to 
the Inspector General Act of 1978, as amend-
ed; to the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform. 

1752. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Indianapolis, transmitting the Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Indianapolis 2016 man-
agement report and financial statements, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9106(a)(1); Public Law 
97-258 (as amended by Public Law 101-576, 
Sec. 306(a)) (104 Stat. 2854); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

1753. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent and Chief Financial Officer, Federal 
Home Loan Bank of San Francisco, trans-
mitting the 2016 Management Report of the 
Federal Home Loan Bank of San Francisco 
including the 2016 Annual Report, pursuant 
to 31 U.S.C. 9106(a)(1); Public Law 97-258 (as 
amended by Public Law 101-576, Sec. 306(a)) 
(104 Stat. 2854); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

1754. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Attorney General, Office of Legal Policy, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Civil Monetary Pen-
alties Inflation Adjustment for 2017 [Docket 
No.: OAG 156; AG Order No.: 3823-2017] re-
ceived June 16, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

1755. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-7262; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-079- 
AD; Amendment 39-18912; AD 2017-11-13] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 16, 2017, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1756. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-8182; Directorate Identifier 2016-NM-069- 
AD; Amendment 39-18906; AD 2017-11-07) (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 16, 2017, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

1757. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Rolls-Royce plc Turbofan Engines 
[Docket No.: FAA-2014-0363; Directorate 
Identifier 2014-NE-08-AD; Amendment 39- 

18887; AD 2017-10-13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
June 16, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1758. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; ZLIN AIRCRAFT a.s. Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2017-0156; Directorate Identifier 
2017-CE-003-AD; Amendment 39-18877; AD 
2017-10-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 16, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

1759. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-6667; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-125-AD; Amendment 39-18882; AD 
2017-10-08] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 16, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

1760. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Learjet, Inc., Airplanes [Docket No.: 
FAA-2017-0501; Directorate Identifier 2017- 
NM-053-AD; Amendment 39-18908; AD 2017-11- 
09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 16, 2017, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

1761. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2016-6666; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-124-AD; Amendment 39-18881; AD 
2017-10-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 16, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

1762. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; British Aerospace Regional Aircraft 
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2017-0053; Direc-
torate Identifier 2016-CE-037-AD; Amendment 
39-18888; AD 2017-10-14] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived June 16, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

1763. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Stemme AG Gliders [Docket No.: FAA- 
2017-0451; Directorate Identifier 2017-CE-015- 
AD; Amendment 39-18885; AD 2017-10-11] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received June 16, 2017, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

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: 

Mr. COLE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 396. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2842) to provide 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:24 Jun 22, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00050 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21JN7.042 H21JNPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5047 June 21, 2017 
for the conduct of demonstration projects to 
test the effectiveness of subsidized employ-
ment for TANF recipients, and providing for 
consideration of motions to suspend the 
rules. (Rept. 115–187). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

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 Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
(for herself, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
CONYERS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. COLE, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. EVANS, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
HIGGINS of New York, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. LEE, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. TONKO, 
Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. SIRES, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
SOTO, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. PETER-
SON, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. 
ROSEN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. KING 
of New York, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, and Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsyl-
vania): 

H.R. 2972. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to authorize grants for 
training and support services for Alzheimer’s 
patients and their families; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
(for herself, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
CONYERS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. COLE, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. EVANS, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Ms. HANABUSA, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 
HIGGINS of New York, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. LEE, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. TONKO, 
Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. SIRES, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
SOTO, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. PETER-
SON, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 
BROWN of Maryland, Mr. SUOZZI, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Mr. BLUM, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. 
KING of New York, Ms. CLARK of Mas-
sachusetts, and Mr. COSTELLO of 
Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 2973. A bill to provide for the issuance 
of an Alzheimer’s Disease Research 
Semipostal Stamp; to the Committee on 

Oversight and Government Reform, 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 provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. POCAN (for himself and Ms. 
KAPTUR): 

H.R. 2974. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish an excise tax 
on certain prescription drugs which have 
been subject to a price spike, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 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. LIPINSKI (for himself and Mrs. 
COMSTOCK): 

H.R. 2975. A bill to make certain improve-
ments in the laws administered by the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security relating to pub-
lic transportation security, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. DIAZ- 
BALART, and Mr. DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee): 

H.R. 2976. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to allow for the deferment 
of certain student loans during a period in 
which a borrower is receiving treatment for 
cancer; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. GIANFORTE: 
H.R. 2977. A bill to reduce a portion of the 

annual pay of Members of Congress for the 
failure to adopt a concurrent resolution on 
the budget which does not provide for a bal-
anced budget, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration, and in 
addition to the Committees on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and Rules, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama (for her-
self, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 
CLYBURN, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. HOYER, Ms. ADAMS, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Ms. BASS, Mrs. BEATTY, 
Mr. BERA, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BLUNT 
ROCHESTER, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BROWN of Maryland, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. CLARKE 
of New York, Mr. CLAY, Mr. COHEN, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. COSTA, Mr. CRIST, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. DELBENE, Mrs. 
DEMINGS, Mr. DEUTCH, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. EVANS, 
Mr. FOSTER, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, 
Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HECK, 

Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
KEATING, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
KENNEDY, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. KIHUEN, 
Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. KIND, 
Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. LAWSON of Flor-
ida, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New 
Mexico, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
MATSUI, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
MCEACHIN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MENG, 
Ms. MOORE, Mr. MOULTON, Mrs. MUR-
PHY of Florida, Mr. NADLER, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Mr. O’HALLERAN, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. PETERS, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Ms. PLASKETT, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RASKIN, Miss RICE 
of New York, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. 
ROSEN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. 
SÁNCHEZ, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SCHNEIDER, 
Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Mr. SIRES, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. SOTO, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. TAKANO, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Ms. TITUS, 
Mrs. TORRES, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. VELA, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. WALZ, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Mr. WELCH, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. HIMES, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. CUELLAR, 
Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. ESTY of 
Connecticut, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CORREA, and Mr. 
RUIZ): 

H.R. 2978. A bill to amend the Voting 
Rights Act of 1965 to revise the criteria for 
determining which States and political sub-
divisions are subject to section 4 of the Act, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AGUILAR: 
H.R. 2979. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
390 West 5th Street in San Bernardino, Cali-
fornia, as the ‘‘Jack H. Brown Post Office 
Building’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. COLLINS of New York (for him-
self and Mr. LATTA): 

H.R. 2980. A bill to amend title 11 of the 
United States Code to include firearms in 
the types of property allowable under the al-
ternative provision for exempting property 
from the estate; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. DELANEY (for himself, Mr. 
YARMUTH, Mr. KILMER, and Mr. 
POLIS): 

H.R. 2981. A bill to require all candidates 
for election for the office of Senator or Mem-
ber of the House of Representatives to run in 
an open primary regardless of political party 
preference or lack thereof, to limit the ensu-
ing general election for such office to the 
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two candidates receiving the greatest num-
ber of votes in such open primary, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Oversight and Government Re-
form, and the Judiciary, 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 Ms. HANABUSA (for herself, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Ms. GABBARD, and Mr. ELLI-
SON): 

H.R. 2982. A bill to amend title IV of the 
Personal Responsibility and Work Oppor-
tunity Reconciliation Act of 1996 to restore 
Medicaid coverage for citizens of the Freely 
Associated States lawfully residing in the 
United States under the Compacts of Free 
Association between the Government of the 
United States and the Governments of the 
Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic 
of the Marshall Islands, and the Republic of 
Palau; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. KAPTUR (for herself, Mr. 
HUIZENGA, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
JOYCE of Ohio, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
NOLAN, Mr. TROTT, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. UPTON, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. 
BISHOP of Michigan, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. WALZ, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. MOORE, 
Mr. GALLAGHER, Mr. COLLINS of New 
York, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MITCH-
ELL, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
LEVIN, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
HIGGINS of New York, Mr. AMASH, and 
Ms. STEFANIK): 

H.R. 2983. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers, to release an interim report related to 
aquatic nuisance species control, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 2984. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to restrict 
Members of Congress who represent a State 
with a waiver approved under the amend-
ments made by the American Health Care 
Act of 2017 to the same health insurance cov-
erage as is available under such waiver to 
their constituents; to the Committee on 
House Administration, 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 provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 2985. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to restrict 
Members of Congress who represent a State 
with an essential health benefits (EHB) waiv-
er, approved under the amendments made by 
the American Health Care Act of 2017, to the 
lowest actuarial value health insurance cov-
erage that is available under the waiver; to 
the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, 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. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 2986. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to restrict 
Members of Congress who represent a State 
with a premium age band waiver, approved 
under the amendments made by the Amer-

ican Health Care Act of 2017, to the highest 
age band premium for health insurance cov-
erage that is available under the waiver; to 
the Committee on House Administration, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, 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 Ms. MCSALLY (for herself, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. TIPTON, and Mr. GRI-
JALVA): 

H.R. 2987. A bill to amend the Public Lands 
Corps Act of 1993 to establish the 21st Cen-
tury Conservation Service Corps to place 
youth and veterans in national service posi-
tions to conserve, restore, and enhance the 
great outdoors of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Education and the Workforce, Agri-
culture, Transportation and Infrastructure, 
and 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 Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 2988. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to remove the requirement that 
residents of residential reentry facilities pay 
25 percent of any gross income earned during 
work release to offset the cost of being 
housed, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself and Mr. 
HARRIS): 

H.R. 2989. A bill to establish the Frederick 
Douglass Bicentennial Commission; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: 
H.R. 2990. A bill to amend title II of the So-

cial Security Act to prohibit inclusion of So-
cial Security account numbers on Medicare 
cards, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMUCKER (for himself, Mr. 
MEEHAN, and Mr. PERRY): 

H.R. 2991. A bill to establish the Susque-
hanna National Heritage Area in the State of 
Pennsylvania, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. SWALWELL of California (for 
himself, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and Mr. 
CÁRDENAS): 

H.R. 2992. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to expand eligibility for 
public service student loan forgiveness to 
certain contractor employees of national 
laboratories; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. WALORSKI: 
H.R. 2993. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Defense to make available to Congress cer-
tain information relating to individuals for-
merly detained at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 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. WITTMAN (for himself, Mr. 
GALLAGHER, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. FRANKS 
of Arizona, Ms. CHENEY, Mr. BANKS of 
Indiana, Mr. SHUSTER, Ms. HANABUSA, 
and Ms. SHEA-PORTER): 

H.R. 2994. A bill to state the policy of the 
United States on the minimum number of 
available battle force ships; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin (for him-
self, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. MCCARTHY, Mr. 
HOYER, Mr. ROYCE of California, and 
Mr. ENGEL): 

H. Res. 397. A resolution solemnly re-
affirming the commitment of the United 
States to the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation’s principle of collective defense as 
enumerated in Article 5 of the North Atlan-
tic Treaty; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. GABBARD (for herself, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, 
and Ms. JAYAPAL): 

H. Res. 398. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of June 21 as Inter-
national Yoga Day; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. GROTHMAN (for himself, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. HARRIS, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. KING 
of Iowa, Mr. BABIN, Mr. GOSAR, and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana): 

H. Res. 399. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
welfare programs discourage marriage and 
hurt the institution of the family in the 
United States; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
69. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 

the Legislature of the State of Oregon, rel-
ative to Senate Joint Memorial 7, requesting 
that the Congress of the United States of 
America authorize and appropriate adequate 
funding to the United States Coast Guard to 
maintain the United States Coast Guard’s 
air facility in Newport, Oregon, in per-
petuity; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

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 Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 2972. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, clause 1 of the U.S. 

Constitution and 
Article 1, Section 8, clause 3 of the U.S. 

Constitution. 
By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-

fornia: 
H.R. 2973. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. POCAN: 

H.R. 2974. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
To regulate Commerce with foriegn Na-

tions, and among severl States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI: 
H.R. 2975. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
U.S. Const. art. I, § 8, cl. 18. 

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN: 
H.R. 2976. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States of America 
By Mr. GIANFORTE: 

H.R. 2977. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 7 of Section 9 of Article I of the 

United States’ Constitution. 
By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama: 

H.R. 2978. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Fifteenth Amendment, Section 2 Section 1: 

The right of citizens of the United States to 
vote shall not be denied or abridged by the 
U.S. or by any state on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. 

By Mr. AGUILAR: 
H.R. 2979. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. COLLINS of New York: 

H.R. 2980. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. DELANEY: 

H.R. 2981. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 
‘‘The Times, Places and Manner of holding 

Elections for Senators and Representatives, 
shall be prescribed in each State by the Leg-
islature thereof; but the Congress may at 
any time by Law make or alter such Regula-
tions, except as to the Places of chusing Sen-
ators.’’ 

By Ms. HANABUSA: 
H.R. 2982. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. KAPTUR: 
H.R. 2983. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution, specifically Clause 1 (related 
to the general Welfare of the United States). 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 2984. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following : 
Art. I, Sec. 8 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 2985. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following : 
Art. I, Sec. 8 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 2986. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Art. I, Sec. 8 

By Ms. MCSALLY: 
H.R. 2987. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3—To regulate 

Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes; 

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 3—The Con-
gress shall have Power to dispose of and 
make all neeful Rules and Regulations re-
specting the Territory or other Property be-
longing to the United States 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 2988. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following : 

clause 18 of setion 8 of article I of the Con-
stitution. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 2989. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Mr. RICHMOND: 

H.R. 2990. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is introduced pursuant to the 

powers granted to Congress under the Gen-
eral Welfare Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 1), the 
Commerce Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 8 Cl. 3), and 
the Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1 Sec. 
8 Cl. 18). 

By Mr. SMUCKER: 
H.R. 2991. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of article I of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. SWALWELL of California: 

H.R. 2992. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Sections 8 and 9 

By Mrs. WALORSKI: 
H.R. 2993. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. WITTMAN: 

H.R. 2994. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress ‘‘to pro-
vide for the common Defence . . . to raise 
and support Armies . . . to provide and 
maintain a Navy’’ and ‘‘to make Rules for 
the Government and Regulation of the land 
and naval Forces’’ as enumerated in Article 
I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 15: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 36: Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH, Mr. BUDD, 

and Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 40: Ms. JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 66: Mr. O’HALLERAN. 
H.R. 91: Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 93: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 173: Mrs. DEMINGS. 
H.R. 350: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 365: Mrs. WALORSKI. 
H.R. 367: Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. 

PITTENGER. 
H.R. 392: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. SHER-

MAN, and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 432: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 
H.R. 468: Mr. MOULTON, Mr. DELANEY. and 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 508: Mr. HIGGINS of New York. 
H.R. 535: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 572: Mr. COHEN and Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 573: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 574: Mr. COHEN and Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 632: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. DEFA-

ZIO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. MAST, Mr. CURBELO 
of Florida, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. CONYERS. 

H.R. 671: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 712: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 721: Mr. SHIMKUS and Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.R. 750: Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. 

BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
SMITH of Texas. 

H.R. 771: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 772: Mr. DUNN and Mrs. LOVE. 
H.R. 796: Mr. GIANFORTE. 
H.R. 830: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 846: Mr. ALLEN and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 849: Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

and Mr. TAYLOR. 
H.R. 911: Mr. BEYER. 
H.R. 948: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 960: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 

SARBANES, and Mrs. WALORSKI. 
H.R. 975: Ms. BONAMICI and Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 976: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 1034: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1057: Mr. GARAMENDI and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 1090: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 1110: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1116: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mrs. COMSTOCK, 

Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. GOSAR, and Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas. 

H.R. 1122: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1148: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and 

Mr. RASKIN. 
H.R. 1158: Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. CLAY, 

and Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 1171: Mr. HIGGINS of New York. 
H.R. 1225: Mr. MCEACHIN. 
H.R. 1232: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1239: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 1264: Mr. BERGMAN. 
H.R. 1265: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 1318: Mr. KIND, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, 

and Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 1341: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1360: Mr. BABIN and Mr. PITTENGER. 
H.R. 1361: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. GRAVES 

of Georgia, and Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 1405: Mr. VEASEY and Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 1424: Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 1444: Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 1445: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 1456: Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. ROSKAM, and 

Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 1487: Mr. MOULTON and Mr. SOTO. 
H, R. 1501: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 1537: Mr. HUNTER and Mr. COMER. 
H.R. 1539: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 1550: Mr. DENT and Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 1566: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 1584: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 1626: Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 

YODER, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
and Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 1661: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, and Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 1676: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. 
COLLINS of New York, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 1681: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ and Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 1686: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 1698: Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 

BUCHANAN, Mr. CRIST, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, and Mr. POSEY. 

H.R. 1699: Mr. BARTON and Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN. 

H.R. 1724: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1733: Mr. MOULTON and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 1736: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 1823: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1825: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. FASO, Mr. VIS-

CLOSKY, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, and Ms. 
MATSUI. 

H.R. 1838: Mr. COLE and Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida. 

H.R. 1861: Mr. PAULSEN and Mr. NEWHOUSE. 
H.R. 1865: Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Ms. WIL-

SON of Florida, and Mr. LAHOOD. 
H.R. 1896: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. SENSEN-

BRENNER, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. MESSER, Mr. KATKO, Mr. 
HARPER, Mr. POLIQUIN, and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1897: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. MESSER, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. KATKO, Mr. HARPER, 
Mr. POLIQUIN, and Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 1911: Mr. CHABOT, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, and Mr. 
POLIQUIN. 
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H.R. 1928: Mr. BOST. 
H.R. 1939: Mr. DUNN. 
H.R. 1955: Ms. PINGREE and Mr. COLLINS of 

New York. 
H.R. 1969: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 1995: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 2012: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 2013: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 2023: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 2092: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 2105: Mr. TROTT. 
H.R. 2106: Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. YOUNG of 

Alaska, Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida, 
and Mr. MEEKS. 

H.R. 2142: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 2150: Ms. GABBARD, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. 

CURBELO of Florida, and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2172: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 2180: Mr. POCAN, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. 

VEASEY. 
H.R. 2205: Mr. BOST. 
H.R. 2215: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 2226: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H.R. 2240: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 2258: Mr. KNIGHT. 
H.R. 2259: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. BLU-

MENAUER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. 
KEATING. 

H.R. 2301: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 2315: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. SCHRA-

DER. 
H.R. 2366: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 2408: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ and Ms. ROS- 

LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 2418: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 2422: Mr. WALZ, Mr. BRENDAN F. 

BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms. PLASKETT, Ms. 
MAXINE WATERS of California, and Mr. PERL-
MUTTER. 

H.R. 2434: Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 2435: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 2451: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2465: Mr. HARPER, Mr. KIND, Mr. 

LOEBSACK, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. EVANS, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, and Mr. HIGGINS of 
New York. 

H.R. 2472: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. EVANS, and Mr. 
WALZ. 

H.R. 2476: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 2478: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 2526: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2556: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 

H.R. 2610: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
H.R. 2611: Mr. WESTERMAN and Mr. 

CRAWFORD. 
H.R. 2616: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2625: Mr. SARBANES, Mr. BRADY of 

Pennsylvania, and Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 2641: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 

POLIQUIN, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, and 
Mr. AGUILAR. 

H.R. 2651: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 
JOYCE of Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. BONAMICI, 
and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 2662: Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto 
Rico and Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 

H.R. 2690: Ms. MOORE, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, and Mr. DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 2713: Mr. SHUSTER and Mr. SCOTT of 
Virginia. 

H.R. 2723: Mr. OLSON, Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. 
DESJARLAIS. 

H.R. 2740: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 2754: Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 2756: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 2781: Mr. BOST. 
H.R. 2805: Mr. ROYCE of California. 
H.R. 2822: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 2825: Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 2840: Mr. HECK and Mr. GENE GREEN of 

Texas. 
H.R. 2853: Mr. WALZ, Mr. DUFFY, and Mr. 

FASO. 
H.R. 2854: Mr. CICILLINE and Mr. MCNER-

NEY. 
H.R. 2856: Ms. MENG, Mr. DUNN, Mr. DUFFY, 

Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. FLORES, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
VELA, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. KING of Iowa, 
Mr. MACARTHUR, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Ms. ROSEN, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. FASO, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
and Mr. ROUZER. 

H.R. 2862: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. GALLAGHER, Ms. 
GRANGER, and Mr. SMITH of Washington. 

H.R. 2870: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, 
H.R. 2871: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. SES-

SIONS, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 2879: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 2889: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 2901: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Ms. NOR-

TON, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. RASKIN, and Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio. 

H.R. 2908: Mr. HECK, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Ms. BORDALLO. 

H.R. 2909: Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 
Mr. GIBBS, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. OLSON, and Mr. 
LABRADOR. 

H.R. 2913: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-
ico, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. 
PINGREE, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. CÁRDENAS, 
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mex-
ico, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. NORTON, and Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida. 

H.R. 2918: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 2919: Mr. POLIS and Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 2929: Mr. BEYER. 
H.R. 2936: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2937: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 2942: Ms. FUDGE, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mrs. 

LAWRENCE, and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 2943: Mr. KINZINGER. 
H.R. 2956: Mr. HARRIS and Mr. LATTA. 
H.J. Res. 2: Mr. GIANFORTE. 
H.J. Res. 6: Mr. GIANFORTE. 
H.J. Res. 31: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. THOMP-

SON of California, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, and Mr. MCEACHIN. 

H.J. Res. 48: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.J. Res. 102: Ms. MOORE. 
H. Con. Res. 8: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H. Con. Res. 57: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H. Con. Res. 59: Mr. ROYCE of California 

and Mr. VALADAO. 
H. Res. 31: Mr. VALADAO, Mr. MOULTON, and 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H. Res. 43: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina 

and Mr. BRAT. 
H. Res. 185: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 

Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. CICILLINE, 
and Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H. Res. 220: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H. Res. 257: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 

KHANNA, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI. 

H. Res. 271: Mr. ROUZER. 
H. Res. 285: Mr. EVANS. 
H. Res. 304: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H. Res. 318: Mr. PAULSEN. 
H. Res. 332: Mr. LYNCH. 
H. Res. 359: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. 

POLIQUIN. 
H. Res. 363: Mr. RASKIN, Mr. PALLONE, and 

Ms. MOORE. 
H. Res. 371: Mrs. DINGELL. 
H. Res. 395: Mr. ELLISON. 
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