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House of Representatives 
The House met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. FOXX). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 5, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable VIRGINIA 
FOXX to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

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

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Dear Lord, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

In the wake of a great American holi-
day, we ask Your special blessing on 
American workers: those fortunate to 
have jobs during these difficult eco-
nomic times, and those desiring work. 
May they know and be confident of the 
nobility and sacredness of their labor. 

Lord, the task facing the Nation’s 
Congress is a difficult one, which will 
call upon each Member to consider 
what is best for American workers 
first. It is the challenge facing all 
Americans. 

Give the Members wisdom in their 
work, that our economy might con-
tinue to rebound, and our countrymen 
and -women throughout these United 
States be able to provide for their fam-
ilies to build lives we have all come to 
expect for our citizens. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

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 her 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 Florida (Mr. GAETZ) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GAETZ led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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 

DACA 

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

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Speaker, I take 
to the floor of the House today to sup-
port President Trump’s decision as it 
relates to DACA. 

America must be a nation of laws, 
and those laws must be passed by the 
Congress. This is the promise made in 
our Constitution and ensured by our 
enduring liberty. President Obama was 
incorrect to unilaterally act in this 
program; President Trump is correct to 
put the power back in the hands of the 
people’s representatives. 

America must also be a nation of bor-
ders, and we erode the virtue and value 
of those borders when we draw people 
across those borders illegally. There is 
nothing compassionate about telling 
the rest of the world that, so long as a 
child arrives here, that child will be 
treated as if they have the same vir-
tues and values of American citizens, if 
they committed the criminal offense of 
unlawful entry into the country. 

Challenges we have seen with un-
documented minors being sent has cre-
ated humanitarian crises, and I believe 

that DACA and other programs that 
draw those across our borders illegally 
have contributed to those crises. I sup-
port the President. We should end 
DACA. 

f 

DACA 
(Ms. BARRAGÁN asked and was 

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

Ms. BARRAGÁN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today because I am fired up. I am 
angry about the decision that the 
President made today on DACA. 

I want to thank the thousands of peo-
ple who have risen up across this coun-
try—from Houston, to Philly, to Los 
Angeles, to Denver—to say that they 
are going to have their voices heard. 
They need to continue to sound that 
voice. 

What about the promise the govern-
ment made to these young people that 
said: If you come forward and come out 
of the shadows, we are going to protect 
your information? What about that 
promise? 

I want every DREAMer to know that 
I stand with them and that I am going 
to fight like hell here in Congress to 
make sure that we protect them and to 
make sure that we honor the promise 
that we made. These people are our 
doctors, our teachers, our neighbors, 
and, in my case, my cousin. 

I call on Congress and my colleagues 
across the aisle who have been speak-
ing up on this issue in support of DACA 
protections to do more than speak, and 
to act—to act now and to act fast. 

f 

CONGRESS SHOULD MAKE 
IMMIGRATION POLICIES 

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, today President Trump delivered on 
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his promise to the American people. He 
said he would discontinue the DACA 
immigration program, which allows 
hundreds of thousands of illegal immi-
grants to stay in the country and re-
ceive work permits. 

By ending the unconstitutional 
DACA program, he has overturned the 
last of President Obama’s amnesty 
agenda and returned to the rule of law. 
President Obama, a former constitu-
tional law professor, said many times 
that DACA was unconstitutional. 

Congress and the administration 
should strengthen our laws against il-
legal immigration and ensure that our 
immigration policies put unemployed 
Americans first. The U.S. labor partici-
pation rate is at a 40-year low. 

President Trump is right to dis-
continue the DACA program and let 
Congress address immigration policies, 
including securing the border. 

f 

EDUCATION FUNDING 

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

Mr. MARSHALL. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to discuss education: the 
building block to a successful future. 

As a father and, now, a grandfather 
for the second time, I know our edu-
cation system is of the utmost impor-
tance. Education is truly one of the pil-
lars of my life. 

I am a strong advocate for limiting 
the scope of the Federal Government in 
education decisions. Our school boards 
and teachers understand what works 
best for these individual students, and 
providing them control to make their 
own decisions ensures the best results 
for our students. 

I am encouraged to see the House re-
tain and increase many of the Federal 
funding levels for education, including 
funding for career and technical edu-
cation State grants. I am very pleased 
to see Congress increase funding for 
IDEA, the Individuals with Disabilities 
Education Act, by $200 million. 

I urge my colleagues to also talk to 
their local teachers, administrators, 
and students to see what works and 
what doesn’t. 

Educating the next generation is one 
of the most sacred responsibilities, and 
I thank those like I met with who dedi-
cate their lives to that cause. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee) at 
5 p.m. 

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 

RESTRAINING EXCESSIVE SEIZURE 
OF PROPERTY THROUGH THE 
EXPLOITATION OF CIVIL ASSET 
FORFEITURE TOOLS ACT 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1843) to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to prohibit the Internal 
Revenue Service from carrying out sei-
zures relating to a structuring trans-
action unless the property to be seized 
derived from an illegal source or the 
funds were structured for the purpose 
of concealing the violation of another 
criminal law or regulation, to require 
notice and a post-seizure hearing for 
such seizures, and for other purposes, 
as amended. 

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

H.R. 1843 

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 ‘‘Clyde-Hirsch- 
Sowers RESPECT Act’’ or the ‘‘Restraining Ex-
cessive Seizure of Property through the Exploi-
tation of Civil Asset Forfeiture Tools Act’’. 
SEC. 2. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE SEIZURE 

REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO 
STRUCTURING TRANSACTIONS. 

Section 5317(c)(2) of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Any property’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any property’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE SEIZURE RE-

QUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO STRUCTURING 
TRANSACTIONS.— 

‘‘(i) PROPERTY DERIVED FROM AN ILLEGAL 
SOURCE.—Property may only be seized by the 
Internal Revenue Service pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) by reason of a claimed violation of 
section 5324 if the property to be seized was de-
rived from an illegal source or the funds were 
structured for the purpose of concealing the vio-
lation of a criminal law or regulation other than 
section 5324. 

‘‘(ii) NOTICE.—Not later than 30 days after 
property is seized by the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice pursuant to subparagraph (A), the Internal 
Revenue Service shall— 

‘‘(I) make a good faith effort to find all per-
sons with an ownership interest in such prop-
erty; and 

‘‘(II) provide each such person with a notice 
of the seizure and of the person’s rights under 
clause (iv). 

‘‘(iii) EXTENSION OF NOTICE UNDER CERTAIN 
CIRCUMSTANCES.—The Internal Revenue Service 
may apply to a court of competent jurisdiction 
for one 30-day extension of the notice require-
ment under clause (ii) if the Internal Revenue 
Service can establish probable cause of an immi-
nent threat to national security or personal 
safety necessitating such extension. 

‘‘(iv) POST-SEIZURE HEARING.—If a person 
with a property interest in property seized pur-
suant to subparagraph (A) by the Internal Rev-
enue Service requests a hearing by a court of 
competent jurisdiction within 30 days after the 
date on which notice is provided under sub-
clause (ii), such property shall be returned un-
less the court holds an adversarial hearing and 
finds within 30 days of such request (or such 
longer period as the court may provide, but only 
on request of an interested party) that there is 
probable cause to believe that there is a viola-
tion of section 5324 involving such property and 
probable cause to believe that the property to be 
seized was derived from an illegal source or the 
funds were structured for the purpose of con-
cealing the violation of a criminal law or regu-
lation other than section 5324.’’. 
SEC. 3. EXCLUSION OF INTEREST RECEIVED IN 

ACTION TO RECOVER PROPERTY 
SEIZED BY THE INTERNAL REVENUE 
SERVICE BASED ON STRUCTURING 
TRANSACTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part III of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
is amended by inserting before section 140 the 
following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 139G. INTEREST RECEIVED IN ACTION TO 

RECOVER PROPERTY SEIZED BY THE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE BASED 
ON STRUCTURING TRANSACTION. 

‘‘Gross income shall not include any interest 
received from the Federal Government in con-
nection with an action to recover property 
seized by the Internal Revenue Service pursuant 
to section 5317(c)(2) of title 31, United States 
Code, by reason of a claimed violation of section 
5324 of such title.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions for part III of subchapter B of chapter 1 
of such Code is amended by inserting before the 
item relating to section 140 the following new 
item: 
‘‘Sec. 139G. Interest received in action to recover 

property seized by the Internal 
Revenue Service based on struc-
turing transaction.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply to interest received 
on or after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. ROSKAM) and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material for H.R. 
1843, currently under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, if a person deposits 

$10,000 or more into a financial institu-
tion, that institution must submit a 
currency transaction report to the 
Treasury Department. Avoiding this 
reporting requirement by purposefully 
staying below the $10,000 limit is a Fed-
eral crime known as structuring. 

Structuring was made illegal in 1986 
to prevent large-scale criminal enter-
prises, terrorists, and money 
launderers from hiding their illegally 
earned money from authorities by con-
sistently depositing just shy of that 
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$10,000 limit. This makes complete 
sense. 

When structuring is believed to have 
occurred, the Internal Revenue Service 
can use its civil asset forfeiture au-
thority to seize funds and force the 
owner of the funds to prove that they 
were obtained legally. Let me tell you, 
I am not laying awake at night, and 
neither are my colleagues here, wor-
rying about terrorists and mobsters 
not being able to get access to their 
money. So far, so good. The law makes 
sense. 

But now let me tell you about some-
body who had their money seized by 
the IRS. Andrew Clyde served three 
combat tours in Iraq, and then he came 
home and opened a store in Georgia. 

Mr. Clyde had an insurance policy 
that only covered up to $10,000 in off- 
premise losses. So, like any reasonable 
person, Mr. Clyde never brought more 
than $10,000 in cash with him when he 
made his nightly deposits. The IRS 
seized $950,000 from him. 

Now, just marinate in that for a 
minute, Mr. Speaker. Imagine trying 
to run your business, and one day the 
Federal Government comes in and 
takes away all of your money. You 
don’t know why, but it is just gone. 
You would assume that the IRS would 
then talk to Mr. Clyde, hear his ration-
ale, and say: Well, it is my mistake. 
You are clearly not a mobster or a ter-
rorist. Thank you for your service. 
Here is your life savings back. 

But that is not what happened. In-
stead, the IRS threatened him with 
criminal structuring charges until he 
agreed to settle with the agency, and 
gave them $50,000, after he had spent 
nearly $100,000 in legal fees. 

Andrew Clyde lost $150,000 simply be-
cause he wanted to make sure that his 
cash deposits were low enough to be in-
sured. 

We are here today to make sure this 
never happens again. The RESPECT 
Act makes commonsense changes to 
civil asset forfeiture practices. First 
and foremost, the IRS would have to 
show probable cause that the funds 
they are seizing were derived from or 
connected to an illegal source. 

Additionally, it would provide pro-
tections for taxpayers whose money 
was taken, requiring a hearing within 
30 days of the money being seized. 
These commonsense steps prevent the 
Federal Government from acting with 
impunity and harassing the very citi-
zens that they are supposed to protect. 

I want to thank a number of individ-
uals for their work on this legislation. 
I would like to thank JOHN LEWIS, the 
ranking member of the Oversight Sub-
committee. I want to thank my lead 
sponsor, JOE CROWLEY, the lead Demo-
crat on this legislation. I want to 
thank Mr. NEAL for his leadership, and 
I want to thank Chairman BRADY. 

We have been at this for a long time. 
We first started investigating this 
issue at an Oversight Subcommittee 
hearing in February of 2015, and we 
made some progress. IRS Commis-

sioner Koskinen apologized to the vic-
tims of this practice on behalf of his 
agency. In fact, a year later, he 
changed the IRS procedures to restrict 
the use of civil asset forfeiture cases in 
which the money was earned illegally, 
a commonsense decision that we will 
codify with this legislation. 

I am also heartened to say that in 
March of this year, the IRS finished its 
process of reviewing all 454 contested 
cases that occurred before the rule 
change. The agency either returned or 
recommended that the Department of 
Justice return approximately 80 per-
cent of those funds. The IRS returned 
over $6 million to honest Americans 
who were victims of this government 
overreach. 

While the IRS returned over $6 mil-
lion, they have also recommended that 
the Department of Justice return a 
whopping $16 million. Unfortunately, 
the Department of Justice still has a 
long way to go in tackling the backlog 
of undecided cases. We will be address-
ing this issue with an amendment in 
the upcoming appropriations bill. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, Americans 
deserve a government that they can 
trust. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues to pass this legislation 
to prevent future victims of abusive 
civil asset forfeiture practices, and 
fight for those who have been affected. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I stand today in support 
of H.R. 1843, the Restraining Excessive 
Seizure of Property through the Ex-
ploitation of Civil Asset Forfeiture 
Tools Act—more simply, the RESPECT 
Act. 

Fundamentally, this legislation is 
about stopping abusive civil asset sei-
zure practices. Too often, honest small 
business owners were treated like 
criminals and had their bank accounts 
seized by the Federal Government for 
making frequent deposits from cash 
sales. 

The law at issue today is the Bank 
Secrecy Act, which set up new report-
ing requirements for certain activities, 
like depositing more than $10,000 in 
cash. The purpose of the law is to limit 
criminal business activity conducted in 
cash, money laundering, drug trans-
actions, and criminal enterprises. 
Thus, systematically depositing 
amounts just short of this threshold, is 
deemed an illegal attempt to structure 
bank transactions to avoid the report-
ing requirement. 

Over the past 2 years, a number of 
law-abiding small businesses with high 
volumes of cash sales testified before 
the Ways and Means Subcommittee on 
Oversight describing just how this law 
was being applied by the IRS and the 
Department of Justice to seize their 
bank accounts. Congressmen on both 
sides of the aisle immediately de-
nounced this practice and sought to 
have the seized amounts returned. 

In October of 2014, the IRS changed 
its policy on enforcement. Now it only 

will seize funds of taxpayers where the 
money is being deposited from an ille-
gal source. H.R. 1843 codifies this pol-
icy change, excludes interest received 
by taxpayers on the return of seized 
property from tax, and provides notice 
and hearing rights to taxpayers. 

The IRS, however, is only one side of 
the issue. United States Attorney Gen-
eral Jeff Sessions also must act to 
right this wrong against these small 
business owners. The IRS referred 255 
petitions to the Department of Justice 
from small business owners seeking the 
return of their property. As of June 
2017, the Department still had over 180 
petitions to review. The Department of 
Justice should and must work faster. 

I thank Congressman ROSKAM, my 
friend; and the Democrat lead cospon-
sor, my friend as well, Congressman 
JOE CROWLEY, for their hard work on 
this legislation; and also the ranking 
member of the Oversight Committee, 
JOHN LEWIS, for his leadership on this 
issue. 

In closing, I want to take a look at 
how the position taken by the IRS and 
the Department of Justice affected a 
small bakery in Connecticut. For al-
most 100 years—three generations—the 
Vocatura family has operated a bakery 
in Norwich, Connecticut. They sell 
sandwiches and fresh bread, lots of low- 
dollar purchases. Until recently, they 
didn’t accept credit cards; so most of 
their business was in cash. 

According to press reports, between 
March 2007 and April 2013, the Vocatura 
brothers made hundreds of deposits in 
amounts ranging from $7,000 to $9,900. 
The bank tellers told them that they 
had to fill out lots of extra paperwork 
for deposits over $10,000, so the 
Vocatura brothers made sure to deposit 
their receipts more often. They didn’t 
realize they were breaking the law by 
consciously avoiding making deposits 
over $10,000. 

In May of 2013, the IRS enforced the 
structuring laws and seized the bak-
ery’s checking account with more than 
$68,000 on hand. The IRS held on to the 
Vocatura’s money for 3 years without 
ever bringing a case before a judge. The 
brothers filed a motion, demanding the 
return of their money; and in 2016, the 
IRS capitulated. 

This story is similar to others that 
we have heard. This legislation would 
ensure that no other small business is 
put in this position. I urge support on 
both sides of the aisle for this legisla-
tion. 

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

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. COLLINS). 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the chairman yielding 
me the time, the ranking member for 
being here, and also Mr. ROSKAM and 
Mr. CROWLEY, both for their sponsor-
ship and cosponsorship of this legisla-
tion. 

H.R. 1843, the Clyde-Hirsch-Sowers 
RESPECT Act is one of those things 
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that you really, at times, have a hard 
time understanding why we are debat-
ing on the floor of the House. It is that 
much common sense. And as my grand-
mother used to say: Common sense is 
not common. 

So here we are. If anyone has any 
doubt about the need to restrain the 
forfeiture power of the IRS, they need 
to look no further than what happened 
to one of my constituents, as has al-
ready been mentioned, Andrew Clyde, 
whose namesake is on the bill. He is a 
law-abiding small business owner who 
served multiple combat tours. He had 
and has a successful gun store in north-
east Georgia when the IRS seized his 
business bank accounts under a little- 
known procedure called civil asset for-
feiture. 

Now, we already talked a moment 
about just what that means, but let me 
go into a little bit more depth about 
that. What actually happened here is 
that Mr. Clyde was not charged with a 
crime when they seized his assets. In 
fact, he was never charged with a 
crime. In fact, the government’s only 
allegation against him was he regu-
larly made large cash deposits. 

In other words, following what his 
own insurance would protect when he 
made those off-premise accounts, he 
was following good business practices. 
Despite this, the IRS had the audacity 
to negotiate with him about how much 
of his own money they would give back 
to him. The law, as it stands today, 
gives them the authority to do so; 
thus, the need for the legislation. 

Now, rules have been changed and 
put in place, but this needs to be codi-
fied. I sat with Mr. Clyde on several oc-
casions and talked about this case, and 
to hear the pain in his voice when he 
had to spend $100,000 in legal bills, plus, 
at the same time, to get the IRS to 
give back his money, he had to beg the 
government for his own property. 

No one should have had to go through 
this, and that is why I respect the au-
thors of this legislation, and I appre-
ciate their hearings and concern about 
this. Because whether it is a bakery, a 
gun store, or any business, no Amer-
ican should have to face the IRS or the 
Justice Department when they have 
never been charged with a crime—they 
were never charged with a crime—and 
had their money taken from them. 

This is one that I am proud of to see 
an American who stood up and said: 
No, this is not right. 

Unfortunately, it cost him money, 
but today, this wrong is being righted. 
We are going to continue to see this 
pushed through. 

Mr. Speaker, I respect Andrew Clyde, 
his business, and all the others who 
stood up and said: This is not right. 

I applaud the authors, and I say: Now 
is the time to finish this. Let’s make 
sure that this never happens to another 
American citizen. 

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

Before I introduce the primary co-
sponsor of this legislation, I want to 

respond to something the previous 
speaker said. 

Commissioner Koskinen said a num-
ber of times in testimony before the 
Ways and Means Committee that he 
doesn’t write the law. That is the ques-
tion that is in front of us at this mo-
ment. He says that the IRS follows the 
law, which we expect agencies to do at 
the behest of those who are duly elect-
ed. 

So in this instance, I would suggest 
that while we don’t like what the IRS 
has done in these particular examples 
that have been correctly cited by both 
sides, we also have the obligation to 
alter, change, or amend the law so that 
this doesn’t happen to the innocent 
going forward. 
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So this was not simply about the 
Commissioner or IRS agents waking up 
one day and saying: What kind of 
havoc and peril can we create today? It 
was instead the prescription for law 
that we have offered to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. CROW-
LEY), who is a primary cosponsor of 
this. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Massachusetts for 
yielding me this time, and I want to 
thank, as well, the cosponsor—actu-
ally, the lead sponsor—Mr. ROSKAM, for 
his work here today. 

Today is a good day for the American 
taxpayers as, hopefully, the House of 
Representatives will soon, once again, 
pass the Clyde-Hirsch-Sowers RE-
SPECT Act to enact vital reforms to 
the Federal Government’s civil asset 
forfeiture process. 

Civil asset forfeiture is an important 
tool that the IRS and other Federal 
agencies use to go after ill-gotten funds 
from drug dealers, human traffickers, 
terrorists, and other criminals. This 
bill will not weaken that vital law en-
forcement tool one iota, and that is an 
important point to make. But this leg-
islation will codify into law much- 
needed reforms to the process to stop 
what we believe is an abuse of the asset 
seizures practiced, abusive seizures 
such as the government’s ability to 
take a person’s bank account without 
ever charging them with a crime. 

The Oversight Subcommittee on the 
Ways and Means Committee, under the 
guidance of Chairman PETER ROSKAM, 
undertook a painstaking, multiyear in-
vestigation to get to the bottom of 
these abusive practices. This investiga-
tion included holding a series of con-
gressional hearings—that doesn’t al-
ways happen anymore around here, 
PETER, as you know—meeting with of-
ficials from a number of Federal agen-
cies, including the IRS. I want to 
thank Commissioner Koskinen for his 
input and frankness as well, as the 
ranking member has just indicated. 

The subcommittee continued keeping 
pressure on the IRS and the Justice 
Department to proactively reach out 
and return any assets seized from peo-

ple who were never, ever charged with 
a crime. These actions culminated in 
this bipartisan legislation that passed 
the Ways and Means Committee unani-
mously. 

This bill, the Clyde-Hirsch-Sowers 
RESPECT Act, aims to take what we 
have learned and fix the system to bet-
ter protect all law-abiding citizens. 
Specifically, it prohibits the IRS from 
taking any asset related to structuring 
unless the funds are from an illegal 
source or the funds were structured to 
conceal other criminal activity. 

Additionally, to provide due process 
to affected taxpayers, the bill requires 
the IRS to notify an account holder of 
a seizure within 30 days—fairly reason-
able. Once an account is seized, the bill 
allows the person whose assets were 
seized to seek a hearing within 30 days. 
Now, we know that those engaged in il-
legal activity and illegal actions will 
usually not contest the seizure. But for 
those who committed no crime, this 
bill simply levels the playing field for 
them. 

My colleague, Mr. ROSKAM, and I will 
continue to keep the pressure on the 
Federal Government to quickly return 
the assets of those innocent tax-
payers—those who are not charged 
with any crimes but whose bank ac-
counts and other items are still being 
held by their own government. 

But passage of this bill isn’t the last 
part of the fight on wrongful asset for-
feiture. This bill is expected to pass 
this House unanimously, as it did last 
year, because we all recognize and be-
lieve in the basic American judicial 
premise of innocent until proven 
guilty. However, I am concerned by the 
Trump administration’s statements 
and those of Attorney General Jeff Ses-
sions, in particular, that the govern-
ment intends to increase these asset 
seizures without any intention of 
charging affected Americans with 
crimes. 

Let me be clear: I support civil asset 
seizures when the government can 
make the case that the money was de-
rived from illicit activity. As I said be-
fore, nothing in this bill hinders the 
ability of the government to do just 
that. But we must fight any effort by 
the Trump administration to expand 
wrongful civil asset forfeiture and con-
tinue to take innocent people’s own 
money without charging them with a 
crime. 

Finally, as I close, I want to remind 
my colleagues of the importance of a 
larger discussion on much-needed 
criminal justice reform and an issue I 
hope this Congress can begin to tackle 
this year. 

Just like the Clyde family, the 
Hirsch family, and the Sowers family 
who we named this bill after, far too 
many American families have seen the 
U.S. justice system unfairly work 
against them rather than for them. We 
need to address that issue of criminal 
justice reform in the same bipartisan 
way that Chairman ROSKAM and the 
entire Ways and Means Committee 
dealt with this particular issue. 
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With that, Mr. Speaker, I look for-

ward to passage of this bill. I thank 
Mr. ROSKAM, again, for the sponsorship 
of this legislation working together in 
a very bipartisan way to get this bill 
out of committee to the floor and pass 
the House. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, we have 
no remaining speakers on this side, and 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I think that 
this is a good step in the right direc-
tion. I hope that we will also encourage 
the Department of Justice in addition 
to what we are attempting to do here. 
As Mr. ROSKAM knows, they are part of 
the challenge in front of us as well, but 
I think this is a certain, forthright step 
on behalf of those who have been ma-
ligned in terms of reputation and their 
business activities in this moment. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I think Mr. 
CROWLEY and Mr. NEAL hit the nail on 
the head, as did Mr. COLLINS. 

Let me just sort of sum up then. This 
is a story about a citizen, a citizen who 
is scandalized by the Federal Govern-
ment that is there to protect the cit-
izen, and the citizen said: Do you know 
what? This doesn’t seem right to me. 
You don’t get to do this. 

You can imagine what it was like for 
these people who got caught up in this 
and were told by IRS agents and De-
partment of Justice lawyers the nature 
of that intimidation and how heavy- 
handed and aggressive that is. Yet 
these people said: No, no, no. That is 
not right. That is not the way this 
country is supposed to work. 

So they brought it to people’s atten-
tion, and, Mr. Speaker, people on both 
sides of the aisle were scandalized by 
what they heard about this and were 
troubled by it and said: We can do 
something about it. 

So as a result of this, you have got 
something that is moving through. 
Look, it is a tumultuous time in our 
public life, and there are many deep di-
visions within this House and across 
the country about all kinds of issues. 
But do you know what? Nobody is here 
defending the status quo of how these 
people were treated. 

So the institution worked. The insti-
tution heard what was going on, and 
now people have come together on both 
sides of the aisle to move forward on 
this basis. 

I want to echo Mr. NEAL’s admoni-
tion to the Department of Justice. It is 
not good enough for the Department of 
Justice to go into a passive-aggressive 
mode and to say: Well, we are just 
going to wait these people out. 

That is not good enough. We need to 
make sure that the Department of Jus-
tice is acting forthrightly, is reviewing 
these cases, and is moving them with 
dispatch. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. NEAL, 
and Chairman BRADY. I urge passage of 

the bill, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RATCLIFFE). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. ROSKAM) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
1843, 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 

FINANCIAL STABILITY OVERSIGHT 
COUNCIL INSURANCE MEMBER 
CONTINUITY ACT 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3110) to amend the Financial 
Stability Act of 2010 to modify the 
term of the independent member of the 
Financial Stability Oversight Council. 

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

H.R. 3110 

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 ‘‘Financial 
Stability Oversight Council Insurance Mem-
ber Continuity Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINANCIAL STABILITY OVERSIGHT COUN-

CIL. 
Section 111(c) of the Financial Stability 

Act of 2010 (12 U.S.C. 5321(c)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) TERM OF INDEPENDENT MEMBER.—Not-
withstanding paragraph (1), if a successor to 
the independent member of the Council serv-
ing under subsection (b)(1)(J) is not ap-
pointed and confirmed by the end of the term 
of service of such member, such member may 
continue to serve until the earlier of— 

‘‘(A) 18 months after the date on which the 
term of service ends; or 

‘‘(B) the date on which a successor to such 
member is appointed and confirmed.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HULTGREN) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of H.R. 3110, the Financial Stability 
Oversight Council Insurance Member 
Continuity Act. I am proud to sponsor 
this legislation, which is a technical, 
but extremely important, correction to 
the Dodd-Frank Act. 

I am very grateful for the support of 
my colleagues on the Financial Serv-

ices Committee for helping advance 
this bill. I especially want to thank 
Ranking Member WATERS, the lead co-
sponsor. In fact, we were able to unani-
mously report this bill out of com-
mittee 60 votes to zero when it was 
marked up in July. 

The bill amends the Dodd-Frank Act 
to allow the Financial Stability Over-
sight Council’s independent member 
with insurance expertise to remain a 
voting member of the council beyond 
his or her term until a successor is ap-
pointed. The extended term would con-
clude at the earlier of either 18 months 
or until Senate confirmation of a suc-
cessor. 

The Financial Stability Oversight 
Council, or FSOC, was created as part 
of the Dodd-Frank Act. The general 
purpose of this regulatory body is to 
provide a forum for discussion of our fi-
nancial markets and coordination of fi-
nancial regulations when appropriate. 

Under existing law, the 10 voting 
members of the FSOC include an inde-
pendent member with insurance exper-
tise who is appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate. The inde-
pendent member is the only member 
appointed by the President to specifi-
cally serve on the council and is the 
only voting member which is expected 
to have insurance expertise. 

Dodd-Frank established a 6-year 
term for the independent member 
whose term expires on September 30, 
2017. Absent the appointment and con-
firmation of a successor, the expiration 
of the independent member’s term 
would leave the council without a vot-
ing member who has insurance exper-
tise because Dodd-Frank did not make 
clear if the position can be filled by an 
acting official. 

My legislation is about ensuring that 
the FSOC is able to benefit from the 
perspective of a voting member with 
insurance expertise without any unnec-
essary lapses, or to quote a letter that 
the National Association of Insurance 
Commissioners sent to the ranking 
member and me: ‘‘It is important that 
the council have members that have a 
deep understanding of the unique as-
pects of the insurance industry and our 
State-based insurance regulatory sys-
tem.’’ 

I couldn’t agree more. In the case of 
Illinois, we have a very robust insur-
ance market because of the carefully 
crafted regulatory system we have de-
veloped. This allows great companies 
to thrive and protects the interests of 
their policyholders. This might not be 
the case if the FSOC lacks sufficient 
understanding of our insurance mar-
kets and regulatory system. 

What was not intended by Dodd- 
Frank is for the position to be vacant 
while the President and Senate work to 
confirm a new appointee. Other voting 
positions on the FSOC have the benefit 
of somebody being able to serve in an 
acting capacity until someone new is 
confirmed. In fact, the Dodd-Frank Act 
clearly states that positions on the 
FSOC can be filled by someone in an 
acting capacity. 
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My legislation would simply bring 

continuity with other FSOC voting 
members. 

This is especially timely given that 
the term of the individual currently 
filling this position, Roy Woodall, ends 
on September 30 of this year. Since 
President Trump has not yet an-
nounced who should fill this role, and 
given that the Senate will not likely 
have sufficient time to react between 
now and the end of September, we must 
have this signed into law without 
delay. 

I understand that the Senate Bank-
ing Committee will be marking up 
companion legislation later this week, 
and I am hopeful it can quickly ad-
vance through this Chamber and the 
Senate Chamber so that this technical 
issue can be resolved before the end of 
Mr. WOODALL’s term. 

I again would like to thank Ranking 
Member WATERS and all of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for 
working with me. I urge support of this 
noncontroversial legislation, and I am 
hopeful it can move swiftly to the 
President’s desk. 

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

b 1730 

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

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I want to 
thank Mr. HULTGREN and, as he men-
tioned, Ranking Member WATERS and a 
number of members of the committee 
who are supporting this. I, myself, am 
a cosponsor of the legislation. 

This is a bill that is quite simple: it 
makes a technical correction to Dodd- 
Frank to address an issue regarding 
the term of the independent member 
with insurance expertise on the Finan-
cial Stability Oversight Council, or 
FSOC. The current term, as Mr. 
HULTGREN indicated, is set to expire on 
September 30, and it remains unclear 
as to whether a successor will be con-
firmed in a timely fashion. 

Dodd-Frank does address how to fill a 
vacancy, pending the appointment of 
an agency head, but it does not address 
the question as it relates to the insur-
ance member. As such, this bill would 
allow the current independent insur-
ance member to remain a voting mem-
ber of the FSOC for the earlier of ei-
ther 18 months or the appointment of a 
successor. Of course, this will ensure 
that FSOC continues to have a member 
that can bring important insurance ex-
pertise to the discussions and that the 
entire roster of voting members on the 
FSOC is complete. 

This legislation, I think, is a really 
good example of the cooperation that 
we can see across the aisle in order to 
make commonsense corrections to im-
prove Dodd-Frank. Perhaps this is 
something that can form the basis of 
further work. 

As my friend, Mr. HULTGREN, said, 
the bill passed the Financial Services 
Committee by a unanimous 60–0 vote. 
So I thank him for bringing this bill 

up. I thank the many Democrats and 
Republicans who have joined us in co-
sponsoring this legislation, and I look 
forward to swift enactment. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, noting the 
bipartisan nature of this bill, I suppose 
I ought to learn to quit while we are 
ahead. This is good legislation. It is 
common sense. It fixes a problem. It 
continues the continuity of the FSOC 
and makes sure we have a full member-
ship of that committee, including in-
surance representation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this legislation, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

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

I echo much of what my good friend 
from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) has said. 
Again, I want to thank the ranking 
member for her work on this legisla-
tion with me. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further speak-
ers, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3110. 

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

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

Mr. HULTGREN. 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, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

BOB DOLE CONGRESSIONAL GOLD 
MEDAL ACT 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (S. 1616) to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Bob Dole, in rec-
ognition for his service to the nation as 
a soldier, legislator, and statesman. 

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

S. 1616 
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 ‘‘Bob Dole 
Congressional Gold Medal Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) Bob Dole was born on July 22, 1923, in 

Russell, Kansas. 
(2) Growing up during the Great Depres-

sion, Bob Dole learned the values of hard 
work and discipline, and worked at a local 
drug store. 

(3) In 1941, Bob Dole enrolled at the Univer-
sity of Kansas as a pre-medical student. Dur-
ing his time at KU he played for the basket-
ball, football, and track teams, and joined 
the Kappa Sigma Fraternity, from which he 
would receive the ‘‘Man of the Year’’ award 
in 1970. 

(4) Bob Dole’s collegiate studies were inter-
rupted by WWII, and he enlisted in the 
United States Army. During a military of-

fensive in Italy, he was seriously wounded 
while trying to save a fellow soldier. Despite 
his grave injuries, Dole recovered and was 
awarded two Purple Hearts and a Bronze 
Star with an Oak Cluster for his service. He 
also received an American Campaign Medal, 
a European-African-Middle Eastern Cam-
paign Medal, and a World War II Victory 
Medal. 

(5) While working on his law degree from 
Washburn University, Bob Dole was elected 
into the Kansas House of Representatives, 
serving from 1951–1953. 

(6) Bob Dole was elected into the U.S. 
House of Representatives and served two 
Kansas districts from 1961–1969. 

(7) In 1969, Bob Dole was elected into the 
U.S. Senate and served until 1996. Over the 
course of this period, he served as Chairman 
of the Republican National Committee, 
Chairman of the Finance Committee, Senate 
Minority Leader, and Senate Majority Lead-
er. 

(8) Bob Dole was known for his ability to 
work across the aisle and embrace practical 
bipartisanship on issues such as Social Secu-
rity. 

(9) Bob Dole has been a life-long advocate 
for the disabled and was a key figure in the 
passing of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act in 1990. 

(10) After his appointment as Majority 
Leader, Bob Dole set the record as the na-
tion’s longest-serving Republican Leader in 
the Senate. 

(11) Several Presidents of the United 
States have specially honored Bob Dole for 
his hard work and leadership in the public 
sector. This recognition is exemplified by 
the following: 

(A) President Reagan awarded Bob Dole 
the Presidential Citizens Medal in 1989 stat-
ing, ‘‘Whether on the battlefield or Capitol 
Hill, Senator Dole has served America hero-
ically. Senate Majority Leader during one of 
the most productive Congresses of recent 
time, he has also been a friend to veterans, 
farmers, and Americans from every walk of 
life. Bob Dole has stood for integrity, 
straight talk and achievement throughout 
his years of distinguished public service.’’. 

(B) Upon awarding Bob Dole with the Pres-
idential Medal of Freedom in 1997, President 
Clinton made the following comments, ‘‘Son 
of the soil, citizen, soldier and legislator, 
Bob Dole understands the American people, 
their struggles, their triumphs and their 
dreams . . . In times of conflict and crisis, he 
has worked to keep America united and 
strong . . . our country is better for his cour-
age, his determination, and his willingness 
to go the long course to lead America.’’. 

(12) After his career in public office, Bob 
Dole became an active advocate for the pub-
lic good. He served as National Chairman of 
the World War II Memorial Campaign, help-
ing raise over $197 million to construct the 
National WWII Memorial, and as Co-Chair of 
the Families of Freedom Scholarship Fund, 
raising over $120 million for the educational 
needs of the families of victims of 9/11. 

(13) From 1997–2001, Bob Dole served as 
chairman of the International Commission 
on Missing Persons in the Former Yugo-
slavia. 

(14) In 2003, Bob Dole established The Rob-
ert J. Dole Institute of Politics at the Uni-
versity of Kansas to encourage bipartisan-
ship in politics. 

(15) Bob Dole is a strong proponent of 
international justice and, in 2004, received 
the Golden Medal of Freedom from the Presi-
dent of Kosovo for his support of democracy 
and freedom in Kosovo. 

(16) In 2007, President George W. Bush ap-
pointed Bob Dole to co-chair the President’s 
Commission on Care for America’s Returning 
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Wounded Warriors, which inspected the sys-
tem of medical care received by U.S. soldiers 
returning from Iraq and Afghanistan. 

(17) Bob Dole was the co-creator of the 
McGovern-Dole International Food for Edu-
cation and Child Nutrition Program, helping 
combat child hunger and poverty. In 2008, he 
was co-awarded the World Food Prize for his 
work with this organization. 

(18) Bob Dole is co-founder of the Bipar-
tisan Policy Center which works to develop 
policies suitable for bipartisan support. 

(19) Bob Dole is a strong advocate for vet-
erans, having volunteered on a weekly basis 
for more than a decade on behalf of the 
Honor Flight Network. 

(20) Bob Dole serves as Finance Chairman 
of the Campaign for the National Eisenhower 
Memorial, leading the private fundraising ef-
fort to memorialize President Dwight D. Ei-
senhower in Washington, DC. 

(21) Bob Dole was acknowledged by many 
organizations for his achievements both in-
side and outside of politics, including being 
awarded the ‘‘U.S. Senator John Heinz 
Award for Outstanding Public Service By An 
Elected Official’’, the Gold Good Citizenship 
Award, the American Patriot Award, the 
Survivor’s Gratitude Award, the U.S. Asso-
ciation of Former Member of Congress Dis-
tinguished Service Award, a Distinguished 
Service Medal, the French Legion of Honor 
medal, the Horatio Alger Award, the U.S. 
Defense Department’s Distinguished Public 
Service Award, the National Collegiate Ath-
letic Association’s Teddy Roosevelt Award, 
the Albert Schweitzer Medal ‘‘for out-
standing contributions to animal welfare’’, 
the 2004 Sylvanus Thayer Award, and hon-
orary degrees from the University of Kansas, 
Fort Hays State University, and the Univer-
sity of New Hampshire School of Law. 

(22) Throughout his life-long service to our 
country, Bob Dole has embodied the Amer-
ican spirit of leadership and determination, 
and serves as one of the most prolific role 
models both in and outside of politics. 
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL. 

(a) AWARD AUTHORIZED.—The Speaker of 
the House of Representatives and the Presi-
dent pro tempore of the Senate shall make 
appropriate arrangements for the award, on 
behalf of Congress, of a gold medal of appro-
priate design to Bob Dole, in recognition for 
his service to the nation as a soldier, legis-
lator, and statesman. 

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For the purpose 
of the award referred to in subsection (a), the 
Secretary of the Treasury (referred to in this 
Act as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall strike a gold 
medal with suitable emblems, devices, and 
inscriptions to be determined by the Sec-
retary. 
SEC. 4. DUPLICATE MEDALS. 

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck 
under section 3 under such regulations as the 
Secretary may prescribe, at a price suffi-
cient to cover the cost thereof, including 
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and 
overhead expenses, and the cost of the gold 
medal. 
SEC. 5. STATUS OF MEDALS. 

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck 
under this Act are national medals for pur-
poses of chapter 51 of title 31, United States 
Code. 

(b) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of 
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United 
States Code, all medals struck under this 
Act shall be considered to be numismatic 
items. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HULTGREN) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself 3 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, statesman, member of 

the Greatest Generation, lifetime pub-
lic servant—these are fitting words as 
we consider S. 1616, unanimously 
passed legislation to honor Senator 
Bob Dole with a Congressional Gold 
Medal. 

The Congressional Gold Medal is the 
highest expression of national appre-
ciation for distinguished achievements 
and contributions that the Congress 
can bestow upon one of our fellow citi-
zens. 

I would like to thank Congress-
woman LYNN JENKINS and the 86 bipar-
tisan cosponsors for coming together 
to introduce this legislation to honor 
Bob Dole. 

Recipients of the Congressional Gold 
Medal ‘‘have performed an achieve-
ment that has an impact on American 
history and culture that is likely to be 
recognized as a major achievement in 
the recipient’s field long after the 
achievement.’’ 

For Bob Dole’s lifetime of public 
service—as a soldier wounded in battle; 
State legislator; United States Rep-
resentative; United States Senator; 
nominee for both President and Vice 
President; tireless advocate for the dis-
abled, our veterans, and the hungry— 
awarding this great American with a 
Congressional Gold Medal is the least 
we can do today. I encourage all of my 
colleagues to join me in supporting 
this. 

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

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a 
word about Mr. HULTGREN, who just 
took up the previous bill, H.R. 3110, the 
Financial Stability Oversight Council 
Insurance Member Continuity Act. I 
enjoyed working with him. It was a 
wonderful experience. I think we can 
do a lot more of that. 

Mr. Speaker, having said that, I am 
pleased to rise today in support of S. 
1616, legislation to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal to former Senator 
Bob Dole in recognition of his distin-
guished service to the Nation. 

In his younger years, Bob Dole made 
clear that he truly exemplified the best 
of the Nation’s Greatest Generation. 
When his studies were interrupted by 
World War II, he enlisted in the United 
States Army, where he risked his own 
life to save a fellow soldier. In recogni-
tion of his brave service, which left 

him badly wounded by machine-gun 
fire and with a permanent disability, 
he was awarded two Purple Hearts and 
a Bronze Star with an Oak Cluster, 
among other honors. 

Following his service in the U.S. 
Army, Senator Dole began a long and 
distinguished career in public office, 
serving first in the Kansas House of 
Representatives, followed by multiple 
terms in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives. In 1999, Dole was elected to the 
United States Senate, where he served 
for 27 years and rose to be majority 
leader before running for President. 

Over the course of his political ca-
reer, Senator Dole developed a reputa-
tion as an outspoken and pragmatic 
leader who was willing to work across 
party lines to advance the health and 
welfare of the American public. 

For example, in speaking about the 
importance of Social Security and the 
need to protect Medicare for America’s 
senior citizens, Dole said in a speech at 
the 1996 Republican National Conven-
tion: ‘‘And I have learned in my own 
life, from my own experience, that not 
every man, woman, or child can make 
it on their own. And that in time of 
need, the bridge between failure and 
success can be the government itself. 
And given all that I have experienced, 
I shall always remember those in 
need. . . .’’ 

In addition to working to safeguard 
important programs like Social Secu-
rity and Medicare, former Senator Dole 
was also a strong advocate for the dis-
abled, and he played a central role in 
passing the landmark Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990, the Nation’s 
first comprehensive civil rights law to 
protect people with disabilities from 
discrimination in employment, public 
services, and public accommodations. 

Although he was not elected Presi-
dent, as the nominee of the Republican 
Party, he made clear that he would not 
accommodate racial or religious intol-
erance, stating that if anyone had 
‘‘mistakenly attached himself to our 
party in the belief that we are not open 
to citizens of every race and religion 
. . . the exits, which are clearly 
marked, are for you to walk out 
of. . . .’’ 

After leaving the Senate in 1996, 
former Senator Dole continued to dedi-
cate himself to a range of causes, par-
ticularly those aimed at helping those 
in need. For example, Senator Dole 
served as co-chair of the Families of 
Freedom Scholarship Fund, which 
raised more than $100 million for the 
educational needs of the families of 
victims of 9/11, and he served as the co- 
creator of the McGovern-Dole Inter-
national Food for Education and Child 
Nutrition Program, which aimed to al-
leviate child hunger. 

While Senator Dole and I have had 
our share of policy differences over the 
years, it was always possible to have a 
civil disagreement that didn’t lead to 
disrespect. A true gentleman, states-
man, and legislator, Senator Dole 
could debate the issues with the best of 
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us, all while maintaining a good sense 
of humor. 

For all of these reasons, it comes as 
no surprise that the legislation before 
us today has already garnered the 
unanimous support of the United 
States Senate, and it is fitting that the 
House today is doing its part to give 
the highest honor this body can bestow 
to former Senator Bob Dole. I urge all 
of my colleagues to join me in quickly 
passing this legislation. 

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, first, I 
would like to thank my friend, the 
ranking member, MAXINE WATERS, for 
her kind words. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. JEN-
KINS), sponsor of the House companion 
legislation. 

Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
Bob Dole Congressional Gold Medal 
Act, which recognizes Senator Dole’s 
service to this great Nation as a sol-
dier, legislator, and statesman. 

As a kid growing up in rural Kansas, 
there were many times I could be found 
wearing a Styrofoam cap and a sand-
wich board in support of my Senator. I 
introduced this legislation, which calls 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
strike a single gold medal of appro-
priate design in honor of Senator Bob 
Dole, and I am humbled to have the op-
portunity to honor him for his lifetime 
of service on the floor of the United 
States House of Representatives. 

Throughout Senator Dole’s life, he 
has consistently exemplified humility, 
hard work, and leadership. He was born 
and raised in a small town, Russell, in 
north-central Kansas. As a young man, 
he served heroically in the Army dur-
ing World War II, where he was gravely 
wounded while trying to save a fellow 
soldier during a military offensive in 
Italy. 

Senator Dole later went on to carry 
out one of the most storied careers in 
politics, where he set the record as the 
Nation’s longest serving Republican 
leader in the United States Senate. He 
is seen as a political statesman who 
reached across the aisle for the good of 
the country. To this day, Senator Dole 
continues to serve his country and fel-
low man by fighting for our veterans 
and working to help curb child hunger 
and poverty. 

Senator Dole’s passion, dedication, 
and service to our country is a testa-
ment to his character and a great 
blessing to the State of Kansas and our 
Nation. He is not only an American 
hero, but a role model, mentor, and a 
dear friend of mine. There is no person 
I would rather see be honored with the 
Congressional Gold Medal than Senator 
Bob Dole. 

Please join me in supporting this leg-
islation to honor Senator Dole for his 
unwavering service to our country. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. YODER). 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Illinois for yield-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I join my colleague, Ms. 
JENKINS, and I appreciate her support 
in leading this legislation as we sup-
port S. 1616, a bill to award the Con-
gressional Gold Medal to Senator Bob 
Dole. 

Service, sacrifice, and statesman-
ship—these are the words that describe 
Senator Bob Dole, one of Kansas’ 
proudest native sons and one of the 
greatest men to serve and walk the 
Halls of Congress. 

Born and raised in Russell, Kansas, 
Senator Dole attended my alma mater, 
the University of Kansas, where he ex-
celled as a three-sport varsity athlete 
for the Jayhawks. 

His college career was interrupted by 
World War II, when he answered his 
country’s call and enlisted in the U.S. 
Army. He would distinguish himself in 
the service, earning several decora-
tions and becoming seriously wounded 
in combat in Italy. 

Although those wounds would cause a 
lifelong disability for him, Senator 
Dole did not shy away from the chal-
lenges they presented. He instead used 
that personal experience to help oth-
ers, becoming a fierce advocate for dis-
ability rights and the father of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act. 

His career in public service spanned 
over 46 years, with his first election to 
the Kansas House of Representatives in 
1951 and ending with his Presidential 
campaign and retirement from the 
Senate in 1996. His legislative and po-
litical accomplishments during that 
time are almost too many to count. 

His top priority has always been 
service to others, whether it is people 
with disabilities, Kansas farmers, or 
his fellow veterans. Senator Dole has 
always put his country ahead of him-
self, and he stayed grounded in his 
strong Kansas roots. 

I can think of no one more fitting to 
be recognized with a Congressional 
Gold Medal. As a member of the Kansas 
delegation, I am truly honored to fol-
low in the footsteps of Senator Dole by 
serving our great State and our great 
country in Congress. He is an inspira-
tion to me and an enduring example of 
what statesmanship and public service 
should look like. 

I ask my colleagues in the House to 
support this bill and to join me in 
working daily to uphold Senator Dole’s 
legacy of service and civility in Con-
gress. 

b 1745 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN). 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of the legislation my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Kansas 
(Ms. JENKINS), has introduced that 
would give Bob Dole the Congressional 
Gold Medal. 

I am a liberal from Massachusetts, 
but Bob Dole is one of my heroes. I ad-

mire him not only for his statesman-
ship and for his civility, but I particu-
larly admire him because he has led 
the effort in this country and around 
the world to end hunger. 

Nobody that I can think of, other 
than George McGovern, who worked 
with Bob Dole during the 1970s, did 
more to try to strengthen our nutrition 
programs and to make sure that no-
body in this country, the richest coun-
try in the history of the world, went 
hungry. And he worked in a bipartisan 
way and ensured that these programs 
were strengthened so that we were 
making great progress toward ending 
hunger in America. 

And then he joined with George 
McGovern in the formation of the 
McGovern-Dole International Food for 
Education Program. Essentially, this is 
a program that expands school feeding 
initiatives all around the world, and 
millions and millions and millions of 
children are not only getting fed and 
getting a nutritious meal, but they are 
getting fed in a school setting. So they 
are getting the nutrition they need, 
and they are getting the education 
that they need so they can be literate 
and hopefully lead their countries out 
of poverty. 

The developing world cannot develop 
with an illiterate population, and Sen-
ator Dole understood the importance of 
education but also the importance of 
nutrition in helping people develop to 
their potential. 

And this McGovern-Dole program has 
also been incredible in getting more 
young girls into schools. In some coun-
tries where education isn’t valued for 
girls, all of a sudden parents are send-
ing their girls to school because they 
will get fed, and they will get the nu-
trition that they need. 

So Senator Dole, in my opinion, not 
only deserves this, but he deserves the 
respect and admiration of everybody in 
this Chamber, Democrat and Repub-
lican alike. 

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

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield an additional 1 
minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, he 
should be an example and an inspira-
tion to us all. These are very difficult 
times for our country, and these are 
very tumultuous times in Washington, 
but you look at the example of Senator 
Dole and you realize how good this 
place can be, how good Congress can 
be, and how effective Congress can be. 

You don’t have to agree on every-
thing to agree on something, and I 
think that was Senator Dole’s guiding 
principle. Where he could agree with 
people on the other side of the aisle, he 
reached across and got things done. 
Where there were disagreements, you 
know, he fought passionately for his 
point of view. 

But he represents the kind of civility 
and the kind of decency that we need 
more of in Washington, and so I am 
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proud to support this legislation. I con-
gratulate my colleague, Congress-
woman JENKINS, for leading this effort, 
and I urge all my colleagues to support 
it. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. ESTES). 

Mr. ESTES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor a true American 
hero and one of Kansas’ most treasured 
sons. 

I am pleased the House is acting 
today to award Bob Dole with our Na-
tion’s highest civilian honor, the Con-
gressional Gold Medal. Bob’s life and 
legacy stands strong, constant remind-
ers of the fundamental values that are 
at the very core of Kansas and our Na-
tion: honor, hard work, sacrifice, and a 
constant yearning to preserve our lib-
erty and many blessings for future gen-
erations. 

When Bob was wounded by enemy 
fire in the mountains of Italy while 
trying to save a fellow soldier, his 
brothers in arms didn’t know if he was 
going to make it. 

Bob, of course, wouldn’t give up. He 
spent years recovering in hospitals and 
continued putting his life in service to 
others. He did so with distinction right 
here in this House and in the United 
States Senate. He also served in the 
Kansas House of Representatives and 
as chair of the Republican National 
Committee. 

Through it all, Bob Dole, a true serv-
ant leader, has stood as an example of 
how things are when our politics are at 
our best, when mutual respect is never 
lost, and when joy and good humor al-
ways have a seat at the table. 

Today, as Republicans and Demo-
crats, we come together to honor Bob, 
not because we always agree, but be-
cause, like Bob, we agree that there are 
greater causes than ourselves. 

Addressing the Republican National 
Convention as Presidential candidate 
in 1996, Bob closed his remarks by say-
ing: ‘‘My life is proof that America is a 
land without limits. And with my feet 
on the ground and my heart filled with 
hope, I put my faith in you and in the 
God who loves us all. For I am con-
vinced that America’s best days are yet 
to come.’’ 

Thank you, Bob, for your faith, for 
your most honored service to Kansas 
and to our country, and for all you sac-
rificed to bring America closer to her 
best days. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. MARSHALL). 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Kansas’ favorite son, a 
hero and mentor of mine, and the 
former occupant of the congressional 
office I now hold, Robert J. Dole. Sen-
ator Bob Dole never forgot where he is 
from, Russell, Kansas. Perhaps that is 

what made him so effective and so be-
loved by his constituents. 

Now at 94 years young, Senator Dole 
continues to work every day for the 
causes he supports. He continues as a 
shining example of international lead-
ership, whether it is in the causes he 
still champions or the work he did in 
Congress to help feed millions of people 
around the world. All this work, he 
does with humility and wit that en-
deared him to the Nation and that has 
been engrained in him as a Kansan. 

Many weekends, he can still be seen 
greeting our Nation’s veterans at the 
World War II Memorial, which he 
helped build, and he works today on 
promoting the national memorial to 
President Eisenhower, his hero and an-
other great Kansan. 

I cannot think of one living Amer-
ican more deserving of Congress’ high-
est civilian award, which is why I am 
thrilled that tonight, this very night, 
the House will join the Senate in pass-
ing the Bob Dole Congressional Gold 
Medal Act. 

I encourage the President to quickly 
sign this. I look forward to this vote as 
much as any I have taken. I am hon-
ored to call him friend. I am honored to 
participate in this vote. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I also 
have no further requests for time, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 1616. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DIRECTING THE SECURITIES AND 
EXCHANGE COMMISSION TO 
ALLOW CERTAIN ISSUERS TO BE 
EXEMPT FROM REGISTRATION 
REQUIREMENTS 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2864) to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to allow 
certain issuers to be exempt from reg-
istration requirements, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

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

H.R. 2864 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. APPLICATION OF EXEMPTION. 

The Securities and Exchange Commission 
shall amend— 

(1) section 230.251 of title 17, Code of Federal 
Regulations, to remove the requirement that the 
issuer not be subject to section 13 or 15(d) of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78a et 
seq.) immediately before the offering; and 

(2) section 230.257 of title 17, Code of Federal 
Regulations, with respect to an offering de-

scribed in section 230.251(a)(2) of title 17, Code 
of Federal Regulations, to deem any issuer that 
is subject to section 13 or 15(d) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 as having met the periodic 
and current reporting requirements of section 
230.257 of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, 
if such issuer meets the reporting requirements 
of section 13 of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HULTGREN) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on this bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 

of H.R. 2864, the Improving Access to 
Capital Act. I want to start by thank-
ing the Democrat and the Republican 
who are the chief sponsors of this bill, 
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms. 
SINEMA) and the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH). It is always 
a pleasure to bring good bipartisan leg-
islation to the House floor, especially 
when the bill is sponsored by my col-
leagues on the Financial Services Com-
mittee. 

To continue this job growth and en-
sure that we have a stronger and 
healthier economy with opportunities 
for all Americans, we must encourage 
small business growth, and this starts 
with ensuring that they have access to 
the capital and credit that they need to 
grow. 

This bipartisan bill will help the 
American economy. It will make it 
easier for companies, particularly 
small businesses, to access capital. 
This is incredibly important because 
small businesses are the heart and soul 
of the American economy. 

In fact, they help to create more 
than 60 percent of the Nation’s net new 
jobs over the past 2 decades. This bi-
partisan bill before us today carries 
forward the mission of another bipar-
tisan bill, the JOBS Act of 2012, to in-
crease capital formation in our U.S. 
markets so more American workers 
would be able to find good paying jobs. 

As part of the JOBS Act, the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission was di-
rected to expand something called Reg-
ulation A, which is a critical tool for 
companies that are trying to raise 
small amounts of money. And the aptly 
named ‘‘Regulation A-Plus’’ the SEC 
came up with has been effective. 

With Regulation A-Plus, prospective 
issuers have publicly filed 147 offerings 
seeking up to $2.6 billion in financing. 
As a comparison, in the 12 months 
leading up to Regulation A-Plus, there 
were only about 50 filings seeking to 
raise $159 million. 
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As we are seeing, Regulation A-Plus 

has opened up an avenue for these 
small companies to seek financing 
through the capital markets that will 
help grow their businesses. 

And according to the SEC, these 
companies are small, early-stage busi-
nesses with median assets of $100,000 in 
limited collateral, which often re-
stricts their ability to obtain a bank 
loan or other financing. 

Unfortunately, not all are able to 
benefit from Regulation A-Plus. As 
part of its final rule implementing the 
JOBS Act, the SEC excluded some 
small companies. This was contrary to 
the intent of Congress when we ap-
proved the JOBS Act. 

As a result of the SEC’s final rule, 
some smaller and midsize companies 
have been shut out from the benefits of 
Regulation A-Plus. 

Additionally, smaller investors also 
suffer by not having the opportunity to 
participate in the public markets for 
early-stage companies and share in 
their growth. 

H.R. 2864 is a simple bill that fixes 
the problem I just described. H.R. 2864 
would amend Regulation A-Plus to di-
rect the SEC to include companies that 
are fully reporting under the Securities 
Exchange Act. This will help more 
small businesses gain access to capital 
so they can grow and hire more work-
ers. At the same time, it will give 
small investors greater investment op-
portunities. 

H.R. 2864 was approved by the Finan-
cial Services Committee with the over-
whelming support of both Republicans 
and Democrats. In fact, the vote in 
committee to favorably report H.R. 
2864 was 59–0. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of H.R. 
2864, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start off 
by thanking Representative SINEMA 
and Representative HOLLINGSWORTH for 
working together to craft bipartisan 
legislation that will help smaller pub-
lic companies raise the funds necessary 
to grow and thrive. 

Specifically, H.R. 2864, the Improving 
Access to Capital Act, would narrowly 
expand the relief that we provided in 
the Jumpstart Our Business Startups 
Act, the JOBS Act, to allow public 
companies to raise money under Regu-
lation A-Plus. 

Currently, Regulation A-Plus allows 
private companies to raise up to $50 
million in capital by selling unregis-
tered but freely tradable stock to the 
public as a quicker and less expensive 
alternative to a fully registered securi-
ties offering. 

Extending Regulation A-Plus eligi-
bility to public companies would pro-
vide them with an additional efficient 
method of raising a small fixed amount 
of capital. To be eligible to use this 
faster and cheaper fundraising alter-
native, public companies must be up to 

date in their public filings with the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission. 

In addition, public companies must 
comply with all of the other regulatory 
requirements in Regulation A-Plus, in-
cluding SEC approval or qualification 
of the offering, disclosure of the offer-
ing information to investors, and limi-
tations on sales per investor. 

Importantly, bad actors who have 
committed certain felonies, mis-
demeanors, or other misconduct within 
the past 5 years are disqualified from 
using Regulation A-Plus. 

These restrictions help ensure that 
investors in Regulation A-Plus offer-
ings are informed about their pur-
chases and protected from fraud. 

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 2864 for 
providing targeted relief to public com-
panies that balances their need to raise 
capital with the protection of their in-
vestors. 

b 1800 

I remain concerned that the Finan-
cial Services Committee has adopted a 
piecemeal approach to private and pub-
lic market regulation. 

Going forward, I hope that we 
thoughtfully review the securities laws 
to ensure that our legislative efforts 
appropriately incentivize companies to 
become public. 

Again, I want to thank the bill’s 
sponsors, especially Ms. SINEMA, for 
their work on this bipartisan piece of 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R. 
2864, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH), a sponsor of 
this legislation and a member of the 
Financial Services Committee. 

Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
I spent the last 30 days traveling Indi-
ana’s best district—that is the Ninth 
District—and I had many memorable 
conversations with many Hoosiers. But 
one thing came through, and that was 
we need to work together right here in 
D.C. in order to get better outcomes for 
our businesses back home. 

Nowhere is this better exemplified 
than this bill, the Improving Access to 
Capital Act. It is about getting small 
businesses engaged and empowered 
with the capital that they need in 
order to grow, in order to hire, in order 
to invest. That is exactly what we want 
them to do. 

And on the second point, it is excit-
ing to me to be able to reach across the 
aisle and work with Representative 
SINEMA, who has been nothing but 
great in her leadership in her fervent 
desire to help small businesses all the 
way across this country. 

The Improving Access to Capital Act 
sounds like it might be something eso-
teric, and sounds like it might be 
something that isn’t immediately prac-
tical to the small businesses across the 
Ninth District and across this country, 
but, in fact, it is something that they 

can use tomorrow. This creates an-
other avenue for small businesses 
across the country to be able to raise 
the money that they need in order to 
innovate, in order to grow, in order to 
expand, in order to hire more Ameri-
cans. This is just simply another arrow 
in the quiver for them to be able to 
grow and develop. 

Small businesses account for the 
bulk of hiring across this country, they 
account for the bulk of innovation 
across this country, and we need to be 
doing everything we can to continue to 
promote them. That is exactly what 
Representative SINEMA and I have done 
with this particular legislation, is 
work hard to develop a bipartisan solu-
tion, one that was supported unani-
mously out of the Financial Services 
Committee in order to provide those 
companies with more options and more 
opportunities to be able to grow. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my 
colleagues to vote in favor of this legis-
lation and let’s get America back to 
work again. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, again, I would like to 
thank the cosponsors for their vision, 
for their work, and for the bipartisan 
effort that they so successfully put to-
gether. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Arizona (Ms. SINEMA), the lead sponsor 
of this bill. 

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairmen HULTGREN and HENSARLING, 
Ranking Member WATERS, and Con-
gressman HOLLINGSWORTH for working 
with me on this bipartisan legislation 
to improve our capital markets and 
help more small companies succeed. 

As part of the JOBS Act, Congress di-
rected the Securities and Exchange 
Commission to amend Regulation A to 
allow small companies to raise up to 
$50 million in offerings exempt from 
full SEC registration. These amend-
ments, known as Regulation A-Plus, 
exclude certain potential issuers, in-
cluding Exchange Act reporting compa-
nies. 

As a result, thousands of companies 
that already meet the SEC’s high dis-
closure requirements are ineligible to 
use Regulation A-Plus to cost-effec-
tively raise the funds they need to 
grow and hire employees. 

That is why I have introduced this 
legislation with Congressman HOL-
LINGSWORTH to allow SEC reporting 
companies access to Regulation A- 
Plus. It is a valuable pathway for small 
businesses to raise money in an effi-
cient, public, and transparent manner. 

I am committed to working with my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
ensure that Arizona’s innovative small 
businesses have every opportunity to 
thrive, and I hope that Members will 
join us today in support of this bipar-
tisan legislation. 

Again, I thank Congressman HOL-
LINGSWORTH for working with me on 
this commonsense, bipartisan bill. 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, again, 
I thank Congresswoman SINEMA and 
Congressman HOLLINGSWORTH for their 
great work on this. This is an impor-
tant step that will help our small busi-
nesses access the capital that they 
need to grow and to hire more workers. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage support on 
this legislation, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2864, as 
amended. 

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

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

Mr. HULTGREN. 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, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

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

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 3110, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 2864, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

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

f 

FINANCIAL STABILITY OVERSIGHT 
COUNCIL INSURANCE MEMBER 
CONTINUITY ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3110) to amend the Financial 
Stability Act of 2010 to modify the 
term of the independent member of the 
Financial Stability Oversight Council, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

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

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
HULTGREN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 1, 
not voting 25, as follows: 

[Roll No. 439] 

YEAS—407 

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

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 

Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Demings 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Ellison 
Emmer 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes (KS) 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibbs 
Gomez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanabusa 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Hudson 

Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McEachin 

McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Norman 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 

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

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Speier 

Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NAYS—1 

Gohmert 

NOT VOTING—25 

Bonamici 
Bridenstine 
Carter (GA) 
Costa 
Cummings 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Garrett 
Gianforte 

Gonzalez (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Meng 
Messer 
Napolitano 

Olson 
Poe (TX) 
Renacci 
Scalise 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Suozzi 

b 1852 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 

was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
No. 439. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE HONORING 
SERVICEMEMBERS LOST ON THE 
USS ‘‘JOHN S. MCCAIN’’ 

(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, on August 21, the USS John S. 
McCain collided with an oil tanker near 
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Singapore, taking the lives of 10 of our 
sailors: 

Electronics Technician 2nd Class 
Kenneth Aaron Smith of Cherry Hill, 
New Jersey; 

Electronics Technician 1st Class 
Charles Nathan Findley, St. Joseph, 
Missouri; 

Interior Communications Electrician 
1st Class Abraham Lopez, El Paso, 
Texas; 

Electronics Technician 2nd Class 
Kevin Sayer Bushell, Gaithersburg, 
Maryland; 

Electronics Technician 2nd Class 
Jacob Daniel Drake, Cable Township, 
Ohio; 

Information Systems Technician 2nd 
Class Timothy Thomas Eckels, Jr., 
Manchester, Maryland; 

Information Systems Technician 2nd 
Class Corey George Ingram, Pough-
keepsie, New York; 

Electronics Technician 2nd Class 
Dustin Louis Doyon, Suffield, Con-
necticut; 

Electronics Technician 3rd Class 
John Henry Hoagland III of Killeen, 
Texas; 

My constituent from Decatur, Illi-
nois, Interior Communications Elec-
trician 3rd Class Logan Stephen Palm-
er. 

Although I never had the chance to 
meet Officer Palmer, his parents and 
his friends remember him as a com-
mitted sailor, a loving son, and a 
brother. 

The service and sacrifice of these 
brave men is not lost on this House and 
will always be remembered by the 
country they dedicated their lives to 
serve and protect. This accident is a 
grave reminder of the risks our service-
members and their families take on for 
our country and all of us each and 
every day. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to join 
me in a moment of silence to honor 
these sons, brothers, fathers, and patri-
ots for their service to our Nation and 
to pray for their family and friends 
during this difficult time. 

f 

DIRECTING THE SECURITIES AND 
EXCHANGE COMMISSION TO 
ALLOW CERTAIN ISSUERS TO BE 
EXEMPT FROM REGISTRATION 
REQUIREMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). Without objection, 5- 
minute voting will continue. 

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

finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2864) to direct the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to allow 
certain issuers to be exempt from reg-
istration requirements, and for other 
purposes, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

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

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

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

vice, and there were—yeas 403, nays 3, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 440] 

YEAS—403 

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

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

DeFazio 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Demings 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

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

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

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

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

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 

Norcross 
Norman 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 

Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NAYS—3 

Hartzler Jones Vela 

NOT VOTING—27 

Aguilar 
Bonamici 
Bridenstine 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cummings 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Garrett 

Gianforte 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Meng 
Messer 

Napolitano 
Olson 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Renacci 
Scalise 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Suozzi 

b 1907 

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

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. SUOZZI. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to 

be present due to the funeral of my mother. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ 
on rollcall votes No. 439 and No. 440. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I was unable 

to attend Floor votes due to the expected birth 
of my child. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 439, and ‘‘yea’’ on 
rollcall No. 440. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF THE 
CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA SPECIAL 
OLYMPICS LAW ENFORCEMENT 
TORCH RUN 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the concurrent resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 69) authorizing the 
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use of the Capitol Grounds for the Dis-
trict of Columbia Special Olympics 
Law Enforcement Torch Run, and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUSTOFF of Tennessee). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the concurrent resolution 

is as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 69 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL 

GROUNDS FOR D.C. SPECIAL OLYM-
PICS LAW ENFORCEMENT TORCH 
RUN. 

On October 6, 2017, or on such other date as 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate may jointly designate, 
the 32d annual District of Columbia Special 
Olympics Law Enforcement Torch Run (in 
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘event’’) 
may be run through the Capitol Grounds to 
carry the Special Olympics torch to honor 
local Special Olympics athletes. 
SEC. 2. RESPONSIBILITY OF CAPITOL POLICE 

BOARD. 
The Capitol Police Board shall take such 

actions as may be necessary to carry out the 
event. 
SEC. 3. CONDITIONS RELATING TO PHYSICAL 

PREPARATIONS. 
The Architect of the Capitol may prescribe 

conditions for physical preparations for the 
event. 
SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS. 

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for 
enforcement of the restrictions contained in 
section 5104(c) of title 40, United States Code, 
concerning sales, advertisements, displays, 
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as 
well as other restrictions applicable to the 
Capitol Grounds, in connection with the 
event. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 
Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1697 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) be removed as 
a cosponsor of H.R. 1697, as his name 
was added in error. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

SUPPORT DREAMERS 
(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, 
the tragic announcement made by the 
Trump administration to kill the 
DACA program is heartbreaking, reck-
less, and wrong. This decision means 
that our country is turning its back on 
800,000 young, hardworking immigrants 
who only know America as their home. 
Each of these DREAMers has a compel-
ling story and a desire to pursue their 
educational and professional opportu-
nities, while strengthening our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, that is why I am proud 
to have introduced the DREAM Act 
along with my good friend, Congress-
woman LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD, to 
give these young individuals the cer-
tainty to plan for a future in our great 
country, their great country. For too 
long, their dreams have been put on 
hold and they have been living under 
constant fear. 

I call on each one of my colleagues, 
Republicans and Democrats, to come 
together so that we can pass a legisla-
tive solution that is humane. This is 
long overdue, Mr. Speaker. Let’s not 
wait months for a vote. The lives of 
hundreds of thousands of bright, tal-
ented, and patriotic young men and 
women are at stake. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s show now that 
Congress does indeed have a heart. 

f 

HURRICANE HARVEY 

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, to 
all of my colleagues and the American 
people, thanks so much for the out-
pouring of love from volunteers, first 
responders, and so many rescuers that 
came to Hurricane Harvey. 

Let me thank my mayor, Mayor Tur-
ner; the county judge, Judge Emmett; 
all of the commissioners and council 
members. Let me thank, most of all, 
our first responders and all of those 
who sacrificed their lives; some who 
died, an officer who died. Let me thank 
the Marines, the Navy, the Army, and 
the Texas National Guard. Let me 
thank the people who suffered through 
and are still suffering through this dis-
aster, the most significant historic 
natural disaster in the history of the 
United States. 

They are needing food and shelter 
still. They are needing the help of this 
great Congress. They are needing love 
and prayers, and I am prayerful that 
we will go together, walking together, 
and providing the money that these 
victims need. 

Let me give you a sad story. As I left 
Houston today, announcements were 
coming to those in apartments: You 
are evicted, with no place to go. 

Yes, the apartments were destroyed, 
but there is no place to go. We need a 
continuing effort to be able to help 
them. We need the EPA to inspect the 
various chemical plants, and we need 

FEMA to be staffed more, and to be 
able to address some of the funding 
needs that we have. 

The debris is unbelievable; maybe 
$200-plus billion, but all I can say is 
that the lives were lost, but we are still 
prayerful. 

To the Saldivar family who lost four 
children in a drowning: My prayers are 
with you. 

We continue to lift them up, and 
work as Americans to make sure they 
are whole. 

God bless the people in the southeast 
where Irma might come. 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude by simply 
saying: Please don’t let the DACA 
young people be thrown out in this dev-
astating time. They, too, need to be 
embraced. 

f 

b 1915 

ANNUAL AUGUST BUS TOUR 

(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, each August, I conduct a bus 
tour of South Carolina’s Second Con-
gressional District with my wife, Rox-
anne, and dedicated staff members 
from all offices. I would like to specifi-
cally recognize scheduler Emily 
Saleeby for this year’s very meaning-
fully coordinated schedule. 

It was humbling and inspiring to 
meet with constituents and visit 30 lo-
cations from small businesses and 
schools to local chambers of commerce 
and large employers. I took the oppor-
tunity to thank employees for their 
service, and employers for creating 
jobs in all five counties I represent. 

Many of the businesses were multi-
generation success stories, such as 
Form Tool Technology in Elgin found-
ed by Mike and Roxann Robbins; The 
Marwin Company in West Columbia led 
by Andy Davis; Anovotek in Barnwell 
founded by Don Alexander; and Hansen 
International in Lexington led by Lisa 
Beebe. The pro-development policies of 
South Carolina were also highlighted 
by Kimberly-Clark corporation’s larg-
est manufacturing facility in North 
America located in Beech Island with 
2,000 employees. 

I am additionally grateful for Prin-
cipal Anna Miller of Chapin Middle 
School; Dr. Sandra Jordan, chancellor 
of USC-Aiken; Director Sandra Sigmon 
of North Family Community School; 
and Principal Jacqualine Kasprowski 
of Cardinal Newman High School for 
their emphasis on proactive education 
across the district. 

A final stop was to thank Gary David 
of WVOC Radio in promoting relief ef-
forts for the recovery of Hurricane Har-
vey in Houston. 

Additional stops included BAE Systems 
hosted by Michael Eaton, Aiken Rotary Club 
hosted by John McMichael, Jr., Hubbell Power 
Systems hosted by Pete Swales, Ahh Sun-
shine hosted by Jim Hanna, CVS Caremark 
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Distribution Center hosted by Elizabeth 
Brooks, Frank Donaghy, and Tom Moriarty, 
Alley Downtown Taproom hosted by Norman 
Dunagan, Irmo Chamber of Commerce hosted 
by Kerry Powers, K2Tech hosted by Zach 
Minton, Cayce-West Columbia Rotary hosted 
by Marnie Robinson, Menchie’s Frozen Yogurt 
hosted by Jorge Gonzales, Mathnasium 
hosted by Annette Sudduth, Coca-Cola hosted 
by Alison Patient, FN America hosted by Greg 
Butler, South Carolina Vocations & Individual 
Advancement (SCVIA), a division of Goodwill 
Industries of Upstate/Midlands, SC, Inc. 
hosted by Mike Adams, Duck Donuts hosted 
by Katie McCanna, Brittons of Columbia 
hosted by Perry Lancaster, Shealy’s Bar-B- 
Que hosted by Tommy Shealy, and Ansaldo 
STS hosted by Joseph Eiseman. 

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

f 

ENDING THE DEFERRED ACTION 
FOR CHILDHOOD ARRIVALS PRO-
GRAM 

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, from 
its earliest days, the Trump adminis-
tration has embraced disastrous immi-
gration policies. First was the uncon-
stitutional Muslim ban rooted in fear 
rather than fact. Then came the obses-
sion with an ineffective and expensive 
border wall. But today we have reached 
a new low. 

In our justice system, people are held 
responsible for their actions. With the 
announcement of the end of DACA, we 
are throwing aside this principle. In-
stead, we are punishing youth who, 
through the actions of their parents, 
happen to be in the country without 
authorization. The average DACA re-
cipient was barely 6 when she came to 
the U.S., yet the administration today 
has said that she should be deported to 
a land that she has never called home. 

DACA recipients—the students, 
workers, and servicemembers in Rhode 
Island and around the Nation—are our 
friends. They are our neighbors. We 
cannot and we must not abandon them. 

f 

RECOGNIZING U.S. FOREST SERV-
ICE CHIEF TIDWELL ON HIS RE-
TIREMENT 

(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, I rise today to recognize 
the distinguished career of U.S. Forest 
Service Chief Tom Tidwell, who has 
dedicated himself to public service for 
more than 40 years. Tom retired on 
Friday, September 1. 

Over the last four decades, Chief Tid-
well climbed the ranks, starting as a 
firefighter and becoming a district 
ranger, then forest supervisor, before 
leading more than 30,000 employees of 
the U.S. Forest Service. 

Chief Tidwell worked on collabo-
rative approaches to combat wildfires, 
maintain support for forests and grass-
lands, and support community-based 
partnerships to reduce appeals and in-
crease work. 

Since Tom was named chief in 2009, 
the Forest Service has enhanced treat-
ments to improve and protect the 
health and strength of our forests and 
grasslands. Because of Chief Tidwell’s 
vision, we have seen an emphasis on ac-
tive management, forest products, and 
clean water. 

Under Tom’s leadership, the agency 
has made strides in helping the eco-
system remain sustainable while ad-
dressing the many challenges threat-
ening America’s forests, grasslands, 
and rural communities. 

We are deeply grateful for Tom’s 40 
years of commitment and service. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Chief Tidwell for his 
friendship and his service, and I wish 
him the best in his retirement. 

f 

PROTECTING DREAMERS 

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

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Mr. Speak-
er, today the President made clear that 
he refuses to protect DREAMers. It is 
now imperative that Congress acts to 
protect DREAMers before DACA ends. 

This issue is personal for me because 
I, too, was brought to our country by 
my parents as a child. The hope for a 
better life which carried my parents 
here from oceans away was no different 
from that of the parents of DREAMers 
and generations of immigrants before. 

DREAMers play a vital role in our 
economy, and ending DACA would cost 
our country nearly half a trillion dol-
lars over 10 years. But the contribu-
tions of DREAMers go beyond any sin-
gle statistic: DREAMers have built 
their lives here, started families here, 
built businesses here, and bled in uni-
form for the only home they have ever 
known. 

I urge Speaker RYAN and my col-
leagues from both parties to come to-
gether to defend DREAMers and to de-
velop a comprehensive approach to im-
migration built on American values. 

f 

HONORING SHERIFF THOMAS 
MILLS ON HIS RETIREMENT 

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

Mr. FASO. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to honor and congratulate Delaware 
County Sheriff Thomas Mills of Mere-
dith, New York, on the occasion of his 
retirement from a 54-year career of 
service to his Nation and local commu-
nity. 

A lifelong resident of Delaware Coun-
ty, Sheriff Mills enlisted with the U.S. 
Marine Corps for 3 years after grad-
uating from Franklin High School, and 

he was also deployed to Santo Domingo 
during the Dominican Civil War in 1965. 

Sheriff Mills attained the rank of 
corporal before returning to upstate 
New York, where he dedicated himself 
to protecting his local community 
through law enforcement at the State 
and local levels. 

Sheriff Mills retired on August 28, 
2017, after more than 18 years of service 
as sheriff of Delaware County, during 
which time he built the new public 
safety building and jail as well as im-
plemented the countywide 9/11 system. 

Sheriff Mills is a pillar of our Dela-
ware County community, and I thank 
him and salute him and his family for 
their service, sacrifice, and never-end-
ing desire to give back to their neigh-
bors. 

f 

TERMINATING DEFERRED ACTION 
FOR CHILDHOOD ARRIVALS 

(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, President 
Trump’s decision to end the DACA pro-
gram is wrong. Today’s announcement 
impacts over 22,000 New Jerseyans and 
over 800,000 people across the country. 
The primary beneficiaries of DACA are 
young people who were brought here to 
this country by no decision of their 
own. 

In New Jersey, most DACA recipients 
are in the group of 18 to 21 years of age. 
At that age, they should be focused on 
college, developing trades, and overall 
sharpening their skills that will ulti-
mately benefit our Nation. 

Unfortunately, their future is now at 
the mercy of Congress. This issue tran-
scends party, Mr. Speaker. Our deci-
sions in the next 6 months will deter-
mine the future of hundreds of thou-
sands of young people. We must make 
the right decision to protect DREAM-
ers. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 75TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF WHITNEY POINT LAKE AND 
DAM 

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

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the 75th anniversary 
of Whitney Point Lake and dam in 
Broome County, New York. 

A popular tourist destination, Whit-
ney Point Lake welcomes more than 
115,000 people annually. The 4,578-acre 
lake offers fishing, swimming, trails, 
playgrounds, and more than 100 picnic 
sites. 

As an important fixture in our com-
munities, Whitney Point Lake and dam 
brings more than $3 million annually 
to our local economy and plays a piv-
otal role in limiting flooding. 

Unfortunately, as we have seen this 
year, our region is also subject to dev-
astating floods. While it is impossible 
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to prevent all floods, we can see some 
mitigation from the effects of flooding 
due to Whitney Point Lake and dam 
this year. 

Since Whitney Point Lake was com-
pleted in 1942, the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers’ project has prevented more 
than $717 million in potential flood 
damage. 

For its continued benefits both to the 
local and downstream communities, as 
well as the hundreds of thousands that 
enjoy its recreational opportunities, it 
is an honor today to recognize the 75th 
anniversary of Whitney Point Lake and 
dam. 

f 

RECOGNIZING 150TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF SIXTH MOUNT ZION BAPTIST 
CHURCH 

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

Mr. MCEACHIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of a pillar of the 
Richmond community. This year, 
Richmonders and parishioners cele-
brate the 150th anniversary of Sixth 
Mount Zion Baptist Church. 

Sixth Mount Zion Baptist Church has 
been a central institution in our com-
munity since its founding in 1867 by 
Reverend John Jasper. The church was 
founded in an abandoned Confederate 
horse stable on Brown’s Island and, 
since then, has been a pillar of our 
community. 

The long history of supporting the 
community has continued under the 
leadership of six distinguished leaders, 
including the current pastor, Reverend 
Tyrone Nelson. 

Reverend Nelson is a fellow alumnus 
of Virginia Union University’s Samuel 
DeWitt Proctor School of Theology, a 
member of Henrico County Board of 
Supervisors, and a longtime friend. 

Sixth Mount Zion Baptist Church has 
addressed the social concerns of the 
city’s residents and was one of the first 
Black churches to have an organized 
charity with a staff social worker 
available to help our community. 

Mr. Speaker, Sixth Mount Zion Bap-
tist Church continues to assist commu-
nity members with resources necessary 
to overcome life’s obstacles. 

I pray that Sixth Mount Zion Baptist 
Church will thrive in our community 
for another 150 years. 

f 

FIRES IN THE WEST 

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, appro-
priately and necessarily, we will be ad-
dressing the issue of Hurricane Harvey 
and its devastating effects on Texas, 
Louisiana, and our American col-
leagues down there. But also we have a 
crisis going on in the West. Tens of 
thousands of acres of our forests are 
going up in smoke this year just like 
every year. The inability of the Forest 

Service to act due to lawsuits and lack 
of will is inexcusable. 

Our people are suffering in the West 
as well: Montana, tens of thousands of 
acres; northern California and many 
other areas. It ruins the habitat, it 
ruins the air quality, it ruins the water 
quality, and it ruins the people’s assets 
of what they own in their Federal land 
and the Forest Service. 

It eliminates jobs. It is harmful to 
our part of the country. We need to do 
something about this crisis that hap-
pens every year and is happening right 
now to the people of the West, to the 
habitat of the West, and to our natural 
lands. 

Mr. Speaker, we must take action 
very soon on this and not continue to 
ignore it. It is hardly even in the news 
of what a devastating effect this is of 
wildfire every year in our forests in our 
Western States. 

f 

FIRES IN OREGON 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
support my friend from California in 
urging that this body focus on this cri-
sis in the West. With the outrage that 
has happened with the DACA students 
and with the tragedy in Houston, there 
are lots of things to occupy our time. 
But the firefighting in the West has 
impacted thousands of people. I have 
people who are forced to evacuate in 
my community. 

We have 24 large fires in Montana, 19 
in Oregon, and 17 in California. But 
what is really outrageous is that the 
Republican leadership in the House re-
fuses to treat these disasters the same 
way we would treat Hurricane Harvey 
or Hurricane Katrina being able to put 
disaster funding on the table. 

We are going to completely exhaust 
those resources in a matter of days, 
and then we are going to cannibalize 
the Forest Service budget that could be 
used to strengthen forest protections, 
put people to work, and avoid problems 
in the future. That is outrageous. 

We have bipartisan legislation that 
would pass if the Republican leadership 
would allow it on the floor of the 
House. But at a minimum, we should 
not have any disaster relief that 
doesn’t have money for these tragic 
fires in the West. 

f 

LET US VOTE ON DACA 
(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, today the Trump 
administration announced that it in-
tends to crush the hopes of 800,000 
DREAMers and cause them to live in 
fear each and every day, because that 
is what ending the DACA program will 
do. 

Despite his many promises and say-
ing that he has a heart, the President 

is persecuting young people who have 
done nothing more than come to this 
country in their parents’ arms. They 
know no other language. They know no 
other country. 

Ending the DACA program is opposed 
by the leadership of both parties and 
by the majorities in both Chambers. It 
is opposed by the clear majority of the 
American people. 

But this Congress can do something 
to fix this. I am confident that if we 
put the BRIDGE Act, the American 
Hope Act, and the American Dream 
Act on the floor, if the Republican 
leaders would allow a vote, then it 
would pass. 

DACA is in our court now. Let’s have 
a vote and keep this lifeline to the 
American Dream alive. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

b 1930 

LCWR ASSEMBLY STATEMENT ON 
U.S.-DPRK CRISIS 

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, during 
World War II, a wise admonition from 
our military read: ‘‘Loose lips sink 
ships.’’ In other words, beware of un-
guarded talk. 

Of late, our world has witnessed an 
unprecedented escalation in tension 
with North Korea and its deranged ty-
rant, including North Korea’s recent 
firing of a missile over Japan. Yet 
President Trump’s reaction to the on-
going North Korean crisis has been an 
unguarded yielding of dangerous words 
of war. His improvised remarks have 
stunned experts, allies, and even his 
own advisers. 

Instead of thorough diplomatic pres-
sure and international consensus build-
ing, President Trump has done the op-
posite. His unpredictable rhetoric lacks 
strategic thought. It puts American 
troops stationed in South Korea and 
our regional allies at greater risk. 

This administration is understaffing 
the State Department, weakening its 
ability to handle the sort of diplomacy 
I am speaking of. In the President’s 
2018 budget, the State Department is 
really an afterthought, with major ac-
counts cut to the bone. 

Thankfully, there are voices of rea-
son, including the respected Leadership 
Conference of Women Religious. Mr. 
Speaker, I include in the RECORD their 
statement against fear-mongering and 
advising dialogue is more productive 
than rhetoric, and connection more 
transformative than threats of destruc-
tion. 

LCWR ASSEMBLY STATEMENT ON THE US— 
DPRK CRISIS 

This week, while tensions between the gov-
ernments of the United States and the Peo-
ple’s Republic of Korea quickly escalated, 
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approximately 650 members of the Leader-
ship Conference of Women Religious meeting 
in Orlando, FL issued a public statement im-
ploring President Donald J. Trump to engage 
in dialogue and negotiation: 

At this critical moment for our country 
and global community, we—the approxi-
mately 650 members of the Leadership Con-
ference of Women Religious gathered in as-
sembly—have discerned the Gospel call to 
embody love for the sake of the world. 

We believe that love is more powerful than 
fear, dialogue more productive than rhetoric, 
and connection more transformative than 
threats of destruction. 

We call on President Trump to engage in 
constructive dialogue and negotiation to re-
solve the current crisis between the govern-
ments of the United States and the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea in a man-
ner that guarantees the peace and security 
that all people seek. 

We commit ourselves to promote non-
violence and a compassionate response to the 
thirst of the world for integrity and com-
munion. 

f 

DACA TERMINATION 

(Ms. CLARKE of New York asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to voice my 
strong opposition to the administra-
tion’s cruel and inhumane decision to 
terminate the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals program, or DACA. 

President Obama first implemented 
DACA in 2012, to ensure that the hun-
dreds of thousands of immigrant chil-
dren, many of whom are young adults 
and have lived in the United States for 
years and known no other home other 
than the United States, have a place 
here in America. This program was 
rooted in the best of our political tradi-
tion and intended as a temporary fix 
until Congress chose to take action. 

In 2013, the Senate rose to the chal-
lenge and passed a bipartisan reform 
proposal. However, this Chamber cal-
lously refused to even consider the 
Gang of Eight proposal and instead let 
it die a slow and painful legislative 
death. 

We are now being called upon to re-
sume the fight, and we must not squan-
der this opportunity. What my col-
leagues need to understand here and 
now is that this is not a game. The fate 
of nearly a million people hangs in the 
balance. Today’s coldhearted decision 
will impact their health, wellness, fam-
ilies, and earning potential for years to 
come. DREAMers are generally begin-
ning the most productive years of their 
lives. 

This is not a hypothetical question. 
It is real. We need to get to work, Mr. 
Speaker, right away. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
before I get into a rather elongated dis-
cussion about one fundamental issue 
that we are having to decide in the 
next few days, I would like to just men-
tion that we have just heard severe 
criticism of our President. 

Let me just note about President 
Trump and his rhetoric supposedly 
making things worse in Korea. The 
rhetoric of our President has not made 
the situation worse in Korea. 

What made the situation in Korea a 
major threat to our country and to our 
people and to the world was that, dur-
ing the Clinton administration, Presi-
dent Clinton pushed through this Con-
gress a package of aid for North Korea. 
Yes, we gave billions of dollars of aid in 
the form of energy and other types of 
issues and things that they needed. We 
gave them billions of dollars of aid 
under the agreement that North Korea 
would not be developing their nuclear 
weapons. 

At that time, Chris Cox, a Member of 
the House of Representatives at the 
time, and myself fought aggressively 
against that deal. The North Koreans 
ended up being the recipient of billions 
of dollars of aid, even though they were 
the most antidemocratic institution, 
the greatest threat, and the greatest 
tyrants in that part of the world. 

Yes, they knew that they didn’t have 
to worry about the United States of 
America. That is when they, again, 
slowly but surely, after receiving bil-
lions of dollars from us, pushed 
through by President Clinton, that is 
how they have gotten to this point now 
where they are exploding weapons and 
launching rockets. 

They are blaming that on our Presi-
dent, who just recently became Presi-
dent, and they are blaming it on his 
rhetoric rather than his policy? It is ri-
diculous. 

The other thing we have heard about 
our President again is how heartless he 
is because he is not permitting young 
people who have been designated as 
DREAMers to stay here in the United 
States, even though they are in this 
country illegally, and they were 
brought here illegally. 

Now, what is the impact? What will 
be the impact to those young people, 
who are probably wonderful young peo-
ple? Most of them, I am sure, are won-
derful young people. But the bottom 
line is, our interests and our moral ob-
ligation must be to the well-being of 
American young people. That includes 
American young people who are of 
every race and every religion and every 
ethnic group. 

Approving the people who have come 
here illegally will hurt American 
young people, especially American-His-
panic young people. The DREAMers 
will be competing with their jobs and, 
yes, bidding down the wages of our own 
young people and our other people who 
are trying to struggle right now to get 
by. No, what the President has done is 
watch out for the right young people: 
Americans. 

Yes, we have had millions of people— 
in fact, for the last few years, over a 
million people—legally immigrate into 
our country. We have nothing to be 
ashamed of, nothing to apologize for. 
We are the most generous when it 
comes to legal immigration into our 
society of any country in the world. In 
fact, at times recently, the amount of 
legal immigration we have been allow-
ing into our country represents more 
than all the other countries of the 
world in what they have permitted to 
legally immigrate into their society. 

We all feel for young people through-
out the world who deserve a better life. 
But if we permit people to come here as 
young people illegally, and then legal-
ize their status, every parent in the 
world will see that decision. Every par-
ent in the world will say: Oh, my gosh, 
that young person who comes from 
Guatemala, or wherever it is, made it 
to America. He went in illegally, and 
now he is going to a junior college. He 
has had some health problems. The 
American taxpayers have paid for it. 
Why can’t I bring my children there? 

Well, it will dawn on them that mil-
lions of people—hundreds of millions, 
perhaps—that if they are going to come 
to the United States illegally, you bet-
ter bring the kids, because Americans 
think more of those kids than they do 
their own kids. 

I applaud the President for what he 
has done to slow down this betrayal of 
American young people by allowing 
young people to come in here illegally 
and thus expect that they are going to 
get legal status by wearing us down 
and appealing to our emotions. 

One thing we have to note, in closing 
on this issue, those young people, if 
they are legalized, that is not the end 
of the game. At that point, when they 
are legalized, they have a right to 
make applications so that their par-
ents can have their status legalized. 
They can bring in family that they left 
back in their home countries. Now 
they can apply to have them come in 
under family reunification. 

This isn’t just about a group of young 
people who came in. Even to legalize 
their status would be wrong. Other-
wise, millions of other people will come 
here. Remember the trainloads of 
young people who were put on trains 
headed to the United States? Yes, we 
can expect more of that. Why not? If 
you love your children and you live 
anywhere else than the United States 
and you are living a poor life, of course 
you want to bring your kids here. 

We should not be encouraging that, 
and we should not be attacking the 
President of the United States for 
standing up for our own young people, 
rather than trying to bring a massive 
flood of illegal immigrant children into 
our society and pay for their education 
and their healthcare, et cetera. 

With that said, the issue that I am 
hoping to discuss in detail tonight is 
something on a totally different level, 
in terms of issue. This is an issue, 
whether you are Republican or Demo-
crat, you go across the board; whether 
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liberal or conservative, there should be 
a close look at what is happening right 
now in the House of Representatives. 

A decision will soon be made by the 
House Rules Committee—they are 
meeting tonight and tomorrow—that 
will have a dramatic and direct impact 
on the lives of millions of Americans. 
Although the issue will have such se-
vere consequences on so many people, 
Members of Congress may or may not 
have had the opportunity and may not 
have the opportunity in the future to 
vote on the provision that is being dis-
cussed tonight. 

What I am talking about at issue is 
an amendment submitted to the Rules 
Committee. For those who don’t know, 
the Rules Committee is a committee 
here in Congress that decides what will 
come to the floor for a vote—what 
bills—and what will be included; what 
amendments will be permitted, what 
amendments won’t, and if there will be 
any. 

That is their job. They do a good job 
of it, but it is important that they do 
a job that reflects the American people 
and the interests of the American peo-
ple. 

So what we have is an amendment 
that has been submitted to the Rules 
Committee for consideration with this 
week’s appropriations bill. What I am 
talking about is an amendment which 
prohibits any of the money or re-
sources in the appropriations bill for 
the Department of Justice; it prevents 
that money or the resources that come 
from the Department of Justice, pur-
chased by that revenue; it says that 
the Department of Justice can’t use 
that money that is being given to them 
in the appropriations bill to supersede 
a State law when that State has legal-
ized the medical use of marijuana. 

Now, that is my amendment. That 
amendment has been around. As many 
of my colleagues know, this amend-
ment has a long history. The House has 
considered this issue numerous times 
since former Representative Maurice 
Hinchey of New York introduced the 
first amendment of this nature in 2001. 
I joined him and supported that provi-
sion. 

Eventually, I became the lead spon-
sor of the amendment when Mr. Hin-
chey left. That year, in 2012, my 
amendment failed in the House by a 
vote of 162–262. 

So, in 2012, my amendment, which 
would have legalized medical mari-
juana—basically, saying that you can’t 
have the Federal Government super-
sede States when they have legalized 
medical marijuana—lost by 162–262. 

Two years later, I teamed up with 
Representative Sam Farr, who is also 
now retired, and saw the amendment 
pass—the very same amendment we 
were able to reach out to our col-
leagues and say that we do not want 
any of the money that is being allo-
cated for the Department of Justice to 
be used to supercede States’ rights. 
That cannot supersede a State that has 
legalized the medical use of marijuana. 

The passage of the amendment in 
2004 led to the inclusion of this provi-
sion in last year’s omnibus appropria-
tions bill, which was signed into law 
December 2014. The following year, the 
amendment passed by an even larger 
margin. Let me note that the last time 
it came here for a vote on the floor, it 
passed by 242–186. 

What we are talking about is that 
the people of the United States, over 
these years, over and over again, have 
expressed themselves to the Federal 
Government by passing laws in their 
own States to legalize the medical use 
of marijuana. 
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And now we have a move to try to 
prevent those reforms that we put into 
place for the last 6 years that insisted 
that the Federal Government respect 
the State laws that have been changed 
so that the State laws that have given 
their own people permission to use 
medical marijuana for medical pur-
poses, now what we see is an effort to 
try to prevent that from happening. 

In other words, the status quo for 4 
years has been the Federal Government 
will not interfere because the Depart-
ment of Justice is not permitted to use 
its resources to supersede a State that 
has legalized the medical use of mari-
juana. And the States, in these 4 years, 
over and over and over again, have re-
affirmed and have sometimes put in 
place brand-new law that permits their 
people to use medical marijuana. 

Changing the status quo here by not 
adding that amendment that has been 
in the bill for the last 4 years, we are 
changing the status quo in a way that 
undermines the rights of the States 
and the people therein to make their 
policy, a right that we had acknowl-
edged for the last 4 years. 

Since it was first enacted into law, 
the provision has been updated and ex-
tended through a series of continuing 
resolutions. That is the bill that says 
we will respect State marijuana laws 
and omnibus appropriations bills, the 
last of which was signed into law by 
President Trump on April 5. 

So, on April 5, we signed the omnibus 
bill. In that bill was the amendment 
that said the Justice Department will 
not use its resources to supersede State 
law. And since the first vote in 2014, 
the Senate Appropriations Committee 
has taken up the issue and has adopted 
this amendment on a bipartisan basis 
every year for the last few years. 

As a result of this provision, the Fed-
eral Government has been prohibited 
from arresting or attacking those pro-
viding cannabis for medical purposes in 
the States that have passed such laws 
through their State legislature or 
through a direct vote of their own peo-
ple. 

So, to date, what are we talking 
about? We are talking about 46 States 
that have legalized some form of can-
nabis for medical purposes. 

Yet we see, today, this Republican 
Congress is seriously considering what? 

Superseding those States, 46 States 
that have actually said: We will deter-
mine what is good for our people, and 
our people have voted overwhelmingly 
to permit medical marijuana to be used 
by the people of this State. 

We are considering changing the sta-
tus quo tonight by not permitting the 
amendment that always gave the 
rights to the States to make that deci-
sion. 

With this movement by the States, 
we have witnessed the emergence of a 
new and a major industry in America. 
Billions of dollars now are being in-
vested in the exploding cannabis indus-
try, an industry where now marijuana 
is being grown to provide clinics, which 
then they work on the cannabis itself. 
They put it into and they catalog it in 
terms of strength and in terms of dos-
age, and they work with doctors to 
make sure that this can be used for 
helping people with their maladies. 

Those involved, all who are doing 
this, the ones who are providing the 
cannabis, the guys who are processing 
it, the people who are selling it, the 
people who want to make sure that ev-
erything is designated right, the 
strength and the character of what is 
being sold, and, of course, a book-
keeping system that makes sure every-
body knows, total, who is doing what, 
all those involved in this new industry, 
billions of dollars’ worth of industry, 
are respectable businessmen and 
-women. 

Yes, they are seeking profit, but 
these are men and women who are 
eager to be, yes, seeking profit and to 
be responsible and transparent; and 
just like any other member of the busi-
ness community, they want to do a 
business efficiently, and they want to 
be held accountable for what they are 
doing. 

Money should be accounted for, yes. 
Ingredients of products must be 
verified and labeled. Standard business 
practices ought to be applied, and, of 
course, taxes and regulations are part 
of that equation. 

Well, throughout the country, this 
industry is taking the public away 
from gangsters, away from criminal 
drug dealers. Now, who is being helped? 
But first let me note on that. 

If we eliminate this right of the 
States to basically legalize the medical 
use of marijuana and put it in the 
hands of those people whom I have just 
described, honest businessmen who are 
going to be held accountable and held 
with transparent types of operations, 
no, they will be replaced by whom? 
They will be replaced by drug dealers. 
They will be replaced by the Mexican 
drug cartel. That is who is being helped 
if we eliminate this provision that has 
been part of the appropriations bill for 
the Department of Justice for the last 
3 years. 

So why are we thinking about help-
ing, not only just superseding what the 
people locally have voted for—why 
aren’t we thinking about that?—but 
worse than that, why are we thinking 
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about transferring those billions of dol-
lars now in this industry directly into 
the pockets of the drug cartels? That is 
what the vote is. 

The vote is not, oh, we are going to 
stop anybody from using marijuana be-
cause marijuana is bad. That is not the 
vote. That is not the result of the vote. 
The result of the vote will be billions of 
dollars immediately transferred into 
the pockets of the drug cartel. That is 
what will happen. 

So I implore my colleagues to look 
closely with this vote. I hope that the 
Rules Committee will see the error of 
its ways and permit a vote on the floor 
on this issue. If not, I will be calling on 
my colleagues to join me in opposing 
the rule that is coming to the floor 
that prohibits us from voting on this 
issue. 

If we vote on the issue, let’s all vote 
on the issue and let the voters hold us 
accountable for our vote, but don’t just 
let nobody have a vote on it and hide 
behind anonymity. No, let’s let the 
people know what side we are on. 

Do we want to have drug cartels 
being handed billions of dollars? That 
is what this is about. 

Oh, yes, we are going to say, well, 
fewer people will use marijuana. No, I 
do not believe that for an instant. And 
especially people who are using it for 
medical purposes, there won’t be fewer 
of them. Those people still need med-
ical marijuana, and they have arthritis 
and all kinds—the Vietnam—actually, 
not Vietnam vets, but the vets coming 
back from the Gulf. The veterans are 
coming back, and they know that this 
can help them. 

We are now turning off the supply of 
medical marijuana to people who can 
be helped, and then what are we doing? 
We are giving the money that is being 
made by honest businessmen now in a 
transparent way, trying to run some-
thing where taxes are paid and every-
body is held accountable, anything 
they sell is labeled—no, no. All of that 
is out the window because someone 
thinks marijuana, itself, is evil. 

Children, especially those who are af-
flicted by seizures, have been treated 
through the use of CBD oils. That is a 
derivative of cannabis, and it appears 
to be effective. 

Senior citizens are both physically 
and psychologically assisted in dealing 
with some of the challenges that often 
come with old age. Alzheimer’s, arthri-
tis, chronic pain, these are things that 
our seniors, when they are sitting in 
old folks homes or wherever, they suf-
fer, and we say: No, you can’t try mari-
juana; no, we are not going to let you 
legally be able to obtain that as some-
thing that might help you with your 
suffering. How ridiculous is that? 

All Americans who suffer from dis-
eases ranging from Crohn’s disease to 
cancer, the potential to receive med-
ical benefit from cannabis is clear. 

And the wounded American soldiers 
coming home from the Middle East, 
they have come to our offices. They 
have been in my office, and I am sure 

they have been in other people’s offices 
to explain the positive effects of can-
nabis in dealing with PTSD. 

In fact, the American Legion, an or-
ganization chartered in the aftermath 
of World War I to represent veterans, 
adopted a resolution last month urging 
the Federal Government to allow VA 
physicians to discuss and to rec-
ommend the use of medical marijuana 
in accordance with State laws. 

My goodness, I will just have to say 
that for us to turn our back on these 
seniors, to say that these people who 
have young children who had seizures 
and they couldn’t stop them and to 
turn our back on those people, to turn 
our back on our veterans, that is what 
this vote is all about. 

This isn’t about, oh, well, somebody 
can just go smoke marijuana. 

And, by the way, if an adult is smok-
ing marijuana in their backyard, yes, I 
don’t think that we should waste police 
resources and billions of dollars of law 
enforcement money to try to stop an 
adult from using marijuana in his 
backyard. 

But that is not the issue. The issue is 
whether States that have legalized the 
medical use of it should be superseded 
by us here, by the vote that we are 
going to have here in the next few 
days. 

Let me tell you something about how 
I didn’t know how the public would re-
spond to the fact that I am one of the 
leaders in this whole effort to legalize 
the medical use of cannabis. 

You know, I was Ronald Reagan’s 
speechwriter, and I have been a Repub-
lican all my life. I get the top score on 
conservative groups that, you know, 
are giving you a score of how you voted 
and everything. I have received very 
high marks in all of those groups, and 
I have been a conservative voter. I have 
a conservative, libertarian background. 
I was Ronald Reagan’s speechwriter for 
71⁄2 years in the White House. 

I got elected in 1988, the last year of 
Reagan’s term in the White House, and 
I sort of slipped into this issue because 
it is a principled issue to me. The prin-
ciple is freedom, liberty, justice, and if 
you are not hurting somebody else; but 
especially we should let people who are 
suffering, at the very least give them 
some leeway when it comes to medical 
uses. 

Well, I knew that I was getting a lot 
of publicity on this, and a fellow came 
into my office to talk to me about a to-
tally different issue, about an aero-
space issue. I am one of the senior 
members of the Science Committee, 
and I said—now, this guy represents, to 
me, my typical voter, my conservative 
voter in Canton, California. 

The conservative voter was a guy 
who has been a commander or a cap-
tain in the U.S. Navy, a pilot. He was 
now in aerospace, and I am sure he al-
ways voted Republican. And so I asked 
him, I said: Look, what do you think 
about the fact that the guy you have 
been voting for all this time is now the 
leader in the fight to legalize medical 

marijuana for the people of this State 
and this country? 

He looked at me, and he said: DANA, 
you really don’t know me very well. 

I said: Well, I know you are a former 
pilot in the Navy and you are now in 
aerospace and you are a conservative 
vote. 

And he says: Yeah, but you don’t 
know that I have three sons—three 
sons—and the day after 9/11, they all 
marched off and joined the military. 
And then what you don’t know also is, 
a few years later, two of them came 
back, but the third one who came back 
wasn’t my son anymore. The third one 
that came back was on the floor in sei-
zures because he had been in some kind 
of an explosion that had rattled his 
brain, and he was on the floor over 
these seizures and they wouldn’t stop. 
How would you feel about your child on 
the floor having seizures that you can-
not stop? 

And now when I tell these people: We 
don’t care about that; you are not 
going to get to try medical mari-
juana—well, this guy said he tried ev-
erything. He took him to the VA, and 
it didn’t help. After about a year, this 
guy said one of the guys at the VA hos-
pital pulled him aside and said: Hey, 
you want to help your son? See me off 
campus. 

They saw him in his office off the VA 
hospital, and the guy said: Look, your 
son needs marijuana. Here is the pre-
scription. Here is how to use it. Go do 
it. 

And do you know what the guy said 
to me there in my office? He said: My 
son hasn’t had a seizure since that day. 
You wonder what I want to do about 
you being the point man on legalizing 
medical marijuana? I want to go over 
and give you a big hug. 

That is what he said. 
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Now, I hope that my colleagues take 
this seriously because there are chil-
dren on the floor having these seizures. 
There are veterans waiting there in sei-
zures. There are old folks who are hav-
ing arthritis and they can’t move their 
hands, or they have lost their appetites 
in these senior citizen homes. 

There is nothing wrong with us using 
cannabis to help alleviate their pain. 
We have been doing that for 3 years, 
and now the Rules Committee may not 
even permit us to have a vote on it, 
and they will take it out of this bill. 
We will be taking this away, without 
even having our people have to vote on 
it or not. 

Well, I say if you disagree with me, 
that is fine. If you don’t think the drug 
cartels will be enriched, fine. Come up 
and make your arguments. 

When I lost this vote on a number of 
occasions, before we won 3 or 4 years 
ago, I lived with it. I said: Fine; I lost 
the vote. I respect those people’s opin-
ion, and they beat me. 

Well, I expect that is what a democ-
racy is supposed to be all about. That 
is what it is supposed to be all about. 
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Let people be held accountable for this. 
Don’t take it out of the bill. If they 
take it out of the judiciary appropria-
tions bill, I am asking my colleagues to 
stand up and vote against a rule that is 
shielding us from accountability, 
shielding us from having to have, basi-
cally, responsibility for handing bil-
lions of dollars over to the drug car-
tels. 

Now the argument, of course, is: Oh, 
there is an opiate—you know, some 
kind of, what do they call it, an epi-
demic. An epidemic that is crossing 
America is opiates. Well, yes, there is. 

When young people, or old people, are 
given opiates by their doctors, that is 
what happens: they get addicted to the 
opiates. If their doctors have no alter-
native, like cannabis, to provide their 
patients with something that might 
help them with their challenge, well, 
then you are going to get opiates, and 
that is what has happened. Our doctors 
have been passing out opiates as if they 
are candy. 

It is the legalization of medical mari-
juana that makes it more likely that 
we will defeat the opiate epidemic and 
get our people back to a point where 
they can actually control their own 
lives. No one has ever died from an 
overdose of marijuana. 

Now, I can tell you this. I understand 
that people really want to help young 
people, and others, not to get addicted 
to drugs. And I will say, no one has 
ever overdosed on cannabis. Yes, there 
are some serious concerns of why you 
don’t want young people, in particular, 
using cannabis. 

But to make it illegal, to put people 
in jail for using this, for basically leav-
ing the distribution of marijuana in 
the hands of criminals, is far worse in 
what happens than any of the things 
that happen if young people—or, well, 
if anybody—start smoking a joint. 

And let me just say, I think young 
people, we need to talk to them seri-
ously. When we tell them we don’t even 
think marijuana should be used for 
medical purposes, they tune out. But if 
we say, we know there are some legiti-
mate uses for this, but when you are 20 
years old, it is going to hurt your mind 
development, do not use marijuana 
until at least you are over 20 years old, 
and we are only making it legal now in 
this bill, or if you have some medical 
problems. 

Well, the fact is that young people 
can understand that. That is one of the 
reasons why we have got to have re-
search into cannabis, other than just 
leaving these opiates as the easy an-
swer for doctors. In fact, one of the 
greatest sins, I believe, committed 
against the American people in the last 
100 years has been really a lack of re-
search into cannabis as a potential 
healthcare device or, shall I say, entity 
so that, instead of doing research into 
cannabis for the last 100 years, re-
search has been suppressed. 

There could be some really wonderful 
things, and we are learning about them 
now. A few years ago, for example, 

Israel had to lead the way on this and 
introduce a major research effort into 
cannabis, and their results have been 
spectacular. 

Why does that happen in Israel and 
not here? Don’t we care about whether 
those things that they discovered there 
that affects their people will help our 
people as well? No, no. We couldn’t do 
that because we have people who are 
still living in the 1960s when to them 
cannabis—marijuana—means every-
body growing their hair long, smoking 
dope in the park, and fornicating in the 
park, and failing in life, becoming hip-
pies, and all of that. 

The bottom line is that image is de-
stroying the well-being of millions of 
Americans today. We have got to get 
over that image because that is not 
what medical cannabis is all about. 

And as I say, young people under 20 
years of age, I have no problem out-
lawing it for them and having some 
kind of severe penalty for people sell-
ing that to them. We need to protect 
them because it does impact negatively 
on kids who are under 20 years of age, 
or in that age group. 

But let me also note: those kids 
shouldn’t be drinking as well. The 
same studies that show that marijuana 
will really hurt the development of 
their brains and affect their electrical 
system also says that when they 
overdrink at an early age it has that 
same type of impact. 

So those trying to protect us Ameri-
cans from ourselves are well-inten-
tioned. They certainly understand 
these negative impacts, and there are 
negative impacts of everything. There 
are negative impacts of too much 
sugar; there are negative impacts of 
eating the wrong things, or not getting 
any exercise, or sitting down in front 
of your computer, or only sitting and 
watching TV. 

But if we go down the road and we let 
the government just protect us from 
ourselves, and that we are saying the 
government needs to just control our 
lives for us, no, that is not going to 
happen. That is not what our Founding 
Fathers were all about, and that is not 
what this country is all about. 

Yes, there are things that we don’t 
want young people to be involved with 
when it comes to cannabis. It is true 
with so many other things. And, also, 
we can’t control that if we leave the 
drug cartels as the major player. 

Perhaps the most serious downside of 
using cannabis over the last 50 years 
has been the financing of these drug 
cartels in Mexico and developing coun-
tries. But now, with the continued en-
actment of Rohrabacher-Farr, the vast 
majority of States have charted an-
other course, rather than what we have 
had before, before our things passed. 
Well, the billions of dollars, this multi-
billion-dollar industry has been taking 
shape, and it is taking a huge market 
share away from the cartels and the 
gangs. 

Number one, it is important that we 
make sure young people, veterans, 

older people, people who need this, peo-
ple who are infirmed and need this help 
with cannabis and it can help them, 
first and foremost, let’s let the States 
decide whether or not that is going to 
be a right for people to try to treat 
themselves with cannabis in those 
States. Okay, that is number one. 

But, number two, let’s make sure 
that the money that is now being spent 
and organized to try to provide those 
people with their supply, and doing it 
in a very professional way with how 
much and what strength they are get-
ting, et cetera, and people held ac-
countable, let’s not turn that off and 
eliminate that and just send these peo-
ple to the drug cartels. It is ridiculous. 

And, finally, for me and many of my 
conservative colleagues, this has al-
ways been an issue of federalism and 
freedom. This has always been an issue 
that goes right back to the fundamen-
tals. 

Our Founding Fathers did not expect 
that the Federal Government would as-
sume such a prominent role when it 
comes to policing our lives. Rather, 
they intended the States to take the 
lead when exercising police powers. 

The 46 States have, thus far, sought a 
different course when it comes to med-
ical cannabis. These States should not 
be stymied by an all-powerful Federal 
Government dictating what we, and 
the citizens of this country, shall do in 
our private lives. The States, and the 
people therein, should be left to make 
these decisions and to regulate these 
activities, or not regulate them, as 
they see fit. 

What has happened now, because we 
have gotten away from this idea that 
Federalism will decide, the issue of 
Federalism, the 10th Amendment, what 
we have now are situations where we 
have different armies, like the DEA 
and others, who have had raids taking 
place throughout our country. This was 
not what our Founding Fathers had in 
mind. 

This effort to try to put in jail any-
body who is even using marijuana for 
anything, what we have done is in the 
Black and Chicano communities, in 
particular, minority communities who 
have less money, they have suffered 
the most because if their children— 
let’s say a 20-year-old young man gets 
arrested in the ghetto, well, he is not 
going to have a lawyer like that, like 
people who live in more affluent areas. 
So that record will stick with him for 
the rest of his life. 

We have wasted billions of dollars of 
their lives that they could be having 
better jobs 10 years down the road by 
hanging this on their back. We wonder 
why people can’t get jobs. Well, some-
body from a more affluent home, there 
is a lawyer waiting for them at the po-
lice station if he is ever caught with a 
baggy of marijuana. 

Well, that is not good to have that 
young man in the ghetto, or anywhere 
else, or even in the affluent commu-
nities, to have to have a criminal 
record for something that, yes, might 
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have a negative impact on him. We 
should instead—let me just offer this 
as a solution. Let’s go forward with 
some positive programs, rather than 
superseding State law with a heavy- 
handed, iron-fisted enforcement of laws 
controlling people’s private behavior 
and their private consumption of what 
they want to consume. Let’s put our ef-
fort into offering a positive alter-
native. 

For example, in high schools and col-
leges, and even in grade schools, we can 
have drug testing. In our military, we 
can have drug testing. But it is not 
drug testing to put someone in jail. If 
you do it that way, you can’t do that 
legally. You can’t force someone to tes-
tify against themselves. But if you say: 
We want to see if you have a problem, 
and you are not going to get a driver’s 
license if you don’t pass drug free; and 
you can be given a drug test in high 
school at any time, and if your test 
comes back negative, you talk to the 
family of a young person who has been 
tested and has been using some kind of 
drug. 

We can do those types of things. We 
can do those things that aren’t aimed 
at obliterating someone’s future by 
giving them a felony conviction for 
having a little bit of marijuana on 
them. That is ridiculous. 

And we don’t need to give the drug 
cartels all the money in making sure 
that people in the old folks’ home down 
the street don’t get to smoke mari-
juana to take care of their arthritis. 
That is all ridiculous. 

Now we are facing this challenge 
here. This will be a vote this week. I 
would ask my colleagues: Please, let us 
have the amendment that we have had 
for 3 years, keep the status quo of let-
ting the States handle this issue, let 
the States do that. This is a States’ 
rights issue. Thomas Jefferson would 
be for us. 

At the same time, if we do not get a 
vote on this and they try to hide be-
hind it—we are not even going to get a 
chance to vote on it, thus we are not 
going to be held accountable for elimi-
nating this freedom that we have and 
this federalism that we have—if we 
don’t get that vote, I am asking my 
colleagues, especially my Republican 
colleagues—and I ask the public to pay 
attention to how people vote—a vote 
for the rule if this amendment, if the 
Rohrabacher-Blumenauer amendment 
is not permitted, then a vote for the 
rule is a vote for giving money to the 
drug cartels, it is a vote for elimi-
nating the law as it is today, which is 
leaving it up to the States and bringing 
the Federal Government back to our 
local and State areas in an enforce-
ment mode. We don’t need that. 

If we don’t get this, if my amend-
ment, the Rohrabacher amendment, is 
not permitted, I would hope that my 
colleagues would join me in voting 
against the rule, which sends that bill 
back to the committee, to the Rules 
Committee, where they will then either 
add it or not, but at least gives us a 

chance to have a direct vote on it again 
if we defeat it the first time. 

So I say strike a blow for freedom, 
make sure we have reaffirmed the idea 
of federalism, personal responsibility, 
not government controls over our lives, 
let’s do what our Founding Fathers did, 
let’s strike a blow for liberty. 

That is what this is about: liberty. 
And it is not about having power in the 
hands of the Federal Government to 
come down and tell us how to run our 
lives and centralizing power in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

So I ask my colleagues to join me in 
voting for my amendment if it is per-
mitted on the floor and, if it is not, to 
vote against the rule on the appropria-
tions bill for the Justice Department. 

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

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

LEWIS of Minnesota). Pursuant to 
clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares 
the House in recess subject to the call 
of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 15 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOODALL) at 11 o’clock 
and 47 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3354, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR, ENVIRONMENT, AND 
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2018; PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF MOTIONS TO 
SUSPEND THE RULES; AND 
WAIVING A REQUIREMENT OF 
CLAUSE 6(A) OF RULE XIII WITH 
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF 
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE 
ON RULES 
Mr. COLE, from the Committee on 

Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–295) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 500) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 3354) making appropria-
tions for the Department of the Inte-
rior, environment, and related agencies 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2018, and for other purposes; providing 
for consideration of motions to suspend 
the rules; and waiving a requirement of 
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to 
consideration of certain resolutions re-
ported from the Committee on Rules, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. LAMBORN (at the request of Mr. 

MCCARTHY) for today on account of 
flight delays. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of medical leave. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of 
husband’s health. 

Mr. SUOZZI (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of moth-
er’s funeral. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that 

the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 11 o’clock and 48 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, September 6, 2017, at 10 
a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2348. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Louisiana; Vola-
tile Organic Compounds Rule Revision and 
Stage II Vapor Recovery [EPA-R06-OAR-2013- 
0167; FRL-9965-62-Region 6] received August 
18, 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. 

2349. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Vir-
ginia; Major New Source Review [EPA-R03- 
OAR-2016-0052; FRL-9966-78-Region 3] re-
ceived August 18, 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. 

2350. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Airspace Designations; Incorpo-
ration by Reference [Docket No.: FAA-2017- 
0798; Amendment No.: 71-49] received August 
31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2351. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Amendment of Class D and E 
Airspace; Hilo, HI [Docket No.: FAA-2017- 
0222; Airspace Docket No.: 17-AWP-8] re-
ceived August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2352. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Incorporation by Ref-
erence of ICAO Annex 2; Removal of Out-
dated North Atlantic Minimum Navigation 
Performance Specifications [Docket No.: 
FAA-2016-9154; Amdt. No.: 91-348] (RIN: 2120- 
AK88) received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2353. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class D 
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and E Airspace; Mosinee,WI [Docket No.: 
FAA-2017-0355; Airspace Docket No.: 17-AGL- 
12] received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2354. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Establishment of Class E Air-
space, Hawthorne, NV [Docket No.: FAA- 
2017-0297; Airspace Docket No.: 16-AWP-4] re-
ceived August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2355. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Vivian, LA [Docket No.: FAA-2017- 
0298; Airspace Docket No.: 17-ASW-7] re-
ceived August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2356. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc., Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2016-9575; Product Identifier 2016- 
NM-168-AD; Amendment 39-18992; AD 2017-17- 
02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received August 31, 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. 

2357. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of Class E 
Airspace; Wayne, NE [Docket No.: FAA-2017- 
0287; Airspace Docket No.: 17-ACE-6] received 
August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

2358. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Amendment of VOR Fed-
eral Airways V-7 and V-67; TN [Docket No.: 
FAA-2017-0109; Airspace Docket No.: 16-ASO- 
13] received August 31, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2359. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc., Airplanes [Docket 
No.: FAA-2017-0477; Product Identifier 2016- 
NM-112-AD; Amendment 39-18990; AD 2017-16- 
13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received August 31, 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. 

2360. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31145; 
Amdt. No.: 3757] received August 31, 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. 

2361. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-

cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31146; 
Amdt. No.: 3758] received August 31, 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. 

2362. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31148; 
Amdt. No.: 3759] received August 31, 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. 

2363. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums 
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31149; 
Amdt. No.: 3760] received August 31, 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. 

2364. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bell Helicopter Textron Canada Lim-
ited [Docket No.: FAA-2017-0174; Directorate 
Identifier 2014-SW-059-AD; Amendment 39- 
18973; AD 2017-15-13] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
August 25, 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. 

2365. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; AK: Adoption Up-
dates and Rule Revisions [EPA-R10-OAR- 
2017-0184; FRL-9966-80-Region 10] received Au-
gust 18, 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. 

2366. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary-
land; Permits, Approvals, and Registrations 
[EPA-R03-OAR-2016-0576; FRL-9966-79-Region 
3] received August 18, 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. 

2367. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval and 
Quality Designation; TN; Redesignation of 
the Knoxville 2006 24-hour PM2.5 Nonattain-
ment Area to Attainment [EPA-R04-OAR- 
2017-0086; FRL-9966-93-Region 4] received Au-
gust 18, 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. 

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. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways 
and Means. H.R. 1843. A bill to amend title 

31, United States Code, to prohibit the Inter-
nal Revenue Service from carrying out sei-
zures relating to a structuring transaction 
unless the property to be seized derived from 
an illegal source or the funds were struc-
tured for the purpose of concealing the viola-
tion of another criminal law or regulation, 
to require notice and a post-seizure hearing 
for such seizures, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 115–286, Pt. 1). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 3115. A bill to provide 
for a land exchange involving Federal land in 
the Superior National Forest in Minnesota 
acquired by the Secretary of Agriculture 
through the Weeks Law, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 115–287). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2316. A bill to amend 
the Mineral Leasing Act and the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 1992 to repeal provisions relating 
only to the Allegheny National Forest (Rept. 
115–288). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2083. A bill to amend 
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 
to reduce predation on endangered Columbia 
River salmon and other nonlisted species, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 115–289). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2611. A bill to modify 
the boundary of the Little Rock Central 
High School National Historic Site, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 115–290). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2768. A bill to designate 
certain mountain peaks 1n the State of Colo-
rado as ‘‘Fowler Peak’’ and ‘‘Boskoff Peak’’ 
(Rept. 115–291). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 2864. A bill to direct the 
Securities and Exchange Commission to 
allow certain issuers to be exempt from reg-
istration requirements, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 115–292). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 3110. A bill to amend the 
Financial Stability Act of 2010 to modify the 
term of the independent member of the Fi-
nancial Stability Oversight Council (Rept. 
ll5–293). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WALDEN: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 3388. A bill to provide for in-
formation on highly automated driving sys-
tems to be made available to prospective 
buyers; with amendments (Rept. 115–294). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 500. A resolution providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3354) making 
appropriations for the Department of the In-
terior, environment, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2018, and 
for other purposes; providing for consider-
ation of motions to suspend the rules; and 
waiving a requirement of clause 6(a) of rule 
XIII with respect to consideration of certain 
resolutions reported from the Committee on 
Rules (Rept. 115–295). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 

Committee on Financial Services dis-
charged from further consideration. 
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H.R. 1843 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 3672. A bill making supplemental ap-

propriations for disaster relief requirements 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2017; 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Budget, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 
H.R. 3673. A bill to impose a ban on the im-

portation of certain petroleum products from 
Venezuela; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 
H.R. 3674. A bill to amend the Small Busi-

ness Act to allow small business concerns, 
homeowners, or nonprofit entities to use cer-
tain Superstorm Sandy grant funds or other 
disaster assistance received to repay certain 
disaster assistance provided by the Small 
Business Administration, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Small Business, 
and in addition to the Committees on Finan-
cial Services, and Transportation and Infra-
structure, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. COOPER (for himself, Mr. 
O’HALLERAN, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Mr. SCHRADER, and Mr. 
COSTA): 

H.R. 3675. A bill to provide that Members of 
Congress shall be paid last whenever the 
Treasury is unable to satisfy the obligations 
of the United States Government in a timely 
manner because the public debt limit has 
been reached; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 3676. A bill to provide that human life 

shall be deemed to exist from conception; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: 
H.R. 3677. A bill to designate the Peter J. 

McGuire Memorial and Peter J. McGuire 
Gravesite located in Pennsauken, New Jer-
sey, as a National Historic Landmark, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 3678. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to designate the District of 
Columbia as an empowerment zone; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. PAS-
CRELL): 

H.R. 3679. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide tax relief for 
major disasters declared in any of calendar 
years 2012 through 2015, to make certain tax 
relief provisions permanent, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ZELDIN: 
H.R. 3680. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to make permanent the author-
ity of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
provide financial assistance for supportive 
services for very low-income veteran fami-
lies in permanent housing; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. VEASEY: 
H. Res. 501. A resolution expressing support 

for designation of the month of September as 

‘‘National Voting Rights Month’’; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on House Administration, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: 
H.R. 3672. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The principal constitutional authority for 

this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar-
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria-
tions made by Law. . . .’’ In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have the Power . . . to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United 
States. . . .’’ Together, these specific con-
stitutional provisions establish the congres-
sional power of the purse, granting Congress 
the authority to appropriate funds, to deter-
mine their purpose, amount, and period of 
availability, and to set forth terms and con-
ditions governing their use. 

By Mr. COFFMAN: 
H.R. 3673. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 states that 

‘‘The Congress shall have the power to regu-
late commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes.’’ 

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 
H.R. 3674. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. COOPER: 
H.R. 3675. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Sections 8 and 9 of the Constitu-

tion of the United States. 
By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 3676. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Actile I, Section 8, and Article III, Section 

1 which give the Congress power to establish 
and limit the jurisdiction of lower federal 
courts as well as Article III, Section 2 which 
gives Congress the power to make exceptions 
to Supreme Court regulations. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: 
H.R. 3677. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 3678. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 17 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 3679. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I and 
Amendment XVI of the United States Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. ZELDIN: 
H.R. 3680. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 19: Mrs. WAGNER. 
H.R. 154: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. DANNY 

K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DONOVAN, and Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California. 

H.R. 203: Mr. RICHMOND and Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 246: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. WENSTRUP, and 

Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 252: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 265: Mr. MESSER. 
H.R. 350: Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 365: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. 
H.R. 384: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 389: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 392: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, Ms. 

SINEMA, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. O’HALLERAN, Mr. 
ROSS, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. CORREA, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr. LONG. 

H.R. 398: Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, 
and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 

H.R. 453: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 548: Mr. DONOVAN. 
H.R. 681: Mr. BABIN and Mr. RATCLIFFE. 
H.R. 747: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 772: Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 785: Mr. DUNN. 
H.R. 807: Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 

COOK, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
and Mr. PEARCE. 

H.R. 819: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 845: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 919: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 980: Mr. CARBAJAL. 
H.R. 982: Mr. DONOVAN. 
H.R. 1017: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. TAKANO, Mr. RUSH, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico, and Ms. CLARKE of 
New York. 

H.R. 1038: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
TROTT, and Mr. COFFMAN. 

H.R. 1041: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 1057: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 1065: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mr. DONOVAN. 
H.R. 1111: Ms. JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. NORMAN, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 

GUTHRIE, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. HIGGINS of New 
York, Mr. POSEY, and Mr. LANCE. 

H.R. 1150: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 1155: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 
H.R. 1164: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 1222: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1223: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr. 

BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 1232: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1241: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 1251: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. GON-

ZALEZ of Texas, Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. 
VEASEY. 

H.R. 1266: Ms. LOFGREN and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1360: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 

STIVERS, and Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 1368: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 1406: Mrs. LOWEY and Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 1456: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. GONZALEZ 

of Texas. 
H.R. 1465: Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 1468: Mr. LANCE and Mr. COLLINS of 

New York. 
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H.R. 1519: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 1542: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 1555: Mr. MCEACHIN. 
H.R. 1563: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. 

BROWNLEY of California, and Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 1575: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 1651: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 1661: Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 

Mr. YODER, and Mr. ESTES of Kansas. 
H.R. 1664: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 1676: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia and Ms. 

JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 1686: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 1731: Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 1749: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 1759: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 

KHANNA, and Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1789: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 1817: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. CONNOLLY, 

Ms. NORTON, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1819: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 1824: Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 1825: Mr. LOEBSACK and Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 1840: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 1861: Mr. POSEY, Mr. MEEHAN, and Mr. 

DIAZ-BALART. 
H.R. 1896: Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. LARSON of 

Connecticut, and Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsyl-
vania. 

H.R. 1897: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut and 
Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1898: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1899: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1939: Mr. COFFMAN. 
H.R. 1953: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Mr. 

COFFMAN. 
H.R. 2000: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 

HASTINGS, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
KHANNA, and Ms. WILSON of Florida. 

H.R. 2001: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. YARMUTH, 
and Ms. WILSON of Florida. 

H.R. 2037: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 2044: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2092: Mr. SENSENBRENNER and Mr. 

GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 2121: Mr. HUIZENGA. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 2147: Mr. THOMPSON of California and 

Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 2149: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 2150: Mr. FASO, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. RYAN 

of Ohio, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and Mr. TED 
LIEU of California. 

H.R. 2167: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 
H.R. 2186: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 
H.R. 2197: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. EVANS, and Ms. 

LEE. 
H.R. 2224: Mr. CHABOT, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 2259: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. DELANEY, 

Mr. CICILLINE, and Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 2260: Mr. TED LIEU of California and 

Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 2262: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 2293: Mr. REED. 
H.R. 2318: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 2319: Mr. BUDD, Mr. LAWSON of Flor-

ida, and Mr. OLSON. 
H.R. 2321: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 

New Mexico. 
H.R. 2334: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 2340: Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 2375: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 2397: Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto 

Rico. 
H.R. 2412: Mr. HIGGINS of New York. 
H.R. 2421: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2428: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 

H.R. 2465: Mr. BARLETTA and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2501: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire 

and Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. 
H.R. 2519: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 

SIRES, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. YARMUTH, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. VELA, Mr. 
BYRNE, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. WESTERMAN, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. THOM-
AS J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. LOUDERMILK, 
Mr. LONG, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. ROSS, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. O’HALLERAN, and Mr. RUSH. 

H.R. 2540: Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 
H.R. 2566: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2598: Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, and 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2641: Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Ms. 

MOORE, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 2642: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 2657: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H.R. 2658: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 2712: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 2736: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 2740: Mr. NEAL, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 

GOTTHEIMER, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. LEVIN, and 
Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 2747: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 2790: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 2797: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. ROSEN, and 

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. 
H.R. 2821: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 
H.R. 2840: Mr. PETERS, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-

ESTER, Mr. ESPAILLAT, and Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI. 

H.R. 2851: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 2855: Mr. SABLAN. 
H.R. 2856: Mr. PALAZZO, Ms. WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. BRADY of Texas, 
Mr. ROTHFUS, and Mr. HIGGINS of New York. 

H.R. 2871: Mr. OLSON, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
LAHOOD, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia, Mr. COFFMAN, and Mr. ROKITA. 

H.R. 2899: Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 2915: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 2925: Mr. MAST and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 2943: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Ms. 

MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 2948: Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, 

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. PETERS, and Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 

H.R. 2968: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD. 

H.R. 2976: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. CLARKE of 
New York, Mr. GAETZ, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, and Ms. BARRAGÁN. 

H.R. 2997: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. 
H.R. 3029: Mr. ELLISON, Ms. LOFGREN, and 

Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 3032: Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. TED LIEU of 

California, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. KIHUEN, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. FORTEN-
BERRY. 

H.R. 3048: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 3059: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3067: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 3079: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 3101: Ms. BARRAGÁN. 
H.R. 3174: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 3212: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 3236: Mr. DEFAZIO and Mr. MARSHALL. 
H.R. 3248: Ms. LEE and Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 3274: Mrs. DEMINGS, Mr. FASO, Mr. 

DELANEY, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. BROWN of Mary-
land, Ms. MENG, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 
CARBAJAL, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California, Mr. WELCH, Miss RICE of New 
York, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. COHEN, Ms. PINGREE, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. TROTT, Ms. 
GABBARD, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. 
CRIST, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. KILDEE, 

Mrs. HANDEL, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. TONKO, Ms. 
CASTOR of Florida, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, Mr. LOBIONDO, and Mr. GALLAGHER. 

H.R. 3282: Mr. CHABOT and Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 3304: Ms. CLARKE of New York. 
H.R. 3305: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 3320: Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto 

Rico. 
H.R. 3332: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 

DELANEY, and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 3342: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mrs. 

HARTZLER, Mr. MEEHAN, and Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER. 

H.R. 3356: Mr. WALKER. 
H.R. 3365: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. 
H.R. 3378: Mr. COLE and Mr. SMITH of Mis-

souri. 
H.R. 3380: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 3388: Mr. HARPER, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 

WALDEN, Mr. LANCE, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. 
KINZINGER, Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California, 
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BARTON, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. CARTER of Geor-
gia, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. COLLINS of New York, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. WELCH, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Ms. CLARKE of New York, and Mr. 
CÁRDENAS. 

H.R. 3394: Mr. HARPER, Mrs. BEATTY, and 
Mr. ROSKAM. 

H.R. 3395: Mr. MAST. 
H.R. 3484: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 
H.R. 3497: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 3503: Mr. COFFMAN. 
H.R. 3533: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3536: Mr. CONYERS, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 

Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 3550: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 3551: Mr. RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 3570: Mr. SCHRADER. 
H.R. 3576: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3605: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. 
H.R. 3611: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 3638: Mr. MAST, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor-

ida, and Mr. BUCHANAN. 
H.R. 3641: Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. 

DELANEY, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. GONZALEZ of 
Texas, and Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 3671: Mr. ELLISON and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY. 

H.J. Res. 74: Mr. RASKIN. 
H. J. Res. 75: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. JOHNSON of 

Georgia, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
NORTON, and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. LAHOOD, and Mr. LEWIS of Min-
nesota. 

H. Con. Res. 25: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H. Con. Res. 27: Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. MCGOV-

ERN, Ms. LEE, Mr. WELCH, and Mr. ELLISON. 
H. Con. Res. 73: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. 

SCHWEIKERT, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, and 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

H. Res. 69: Mr. HIGGINS of New York. 
H. Res. 129: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
H. Res. 443: Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H. Res. 464: Miss RICE of New York and Mr. 

PAULSEN. 
H. Res. 479: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. TED LIEU of 

California, and Mr. PALLONE. 
H. Res. 486: Mr. GOSAR and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H. Res. 495: Ms. LEE. 
H. Res. 496: Mr. MOULTON. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows: 

H.R. 1697: Mr. RUSH. 
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