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

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. RICE of South Carolina). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 29, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable TOM RICE 
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day. 

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

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

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

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties. All time shall be 
equally allocated between the parties, 
and in no event shall debate continue 
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other 
than the majority and minority leaders 
and the minority whip, shall be limited 
to 5 minutes. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO BUCKTAIL 
MEDICAL CENTER’S TIMOTHY 
REEVES 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late Bucktail Medical Center CEO Tim-
othy Reeves for receiving a Community 
Star from the National Organization of 
State Offices of Rural Health. 

Community Stars recognize men and 
women nationwide who work to im-
prove, protect, and advance health and 

wellness for those living in rural Amer-
ica. 

Timothy Reeves is the chief execu-
tive officer at Bucktail Medical Center, 
which is a critical access hospital, 
skilled nursing facility, community 
clinic, and BLS ambulance service in 
Renovo, Pennsylvania, in Clinton 
County. It is the only medical facility 
for more than 30 miles in any direction. 
Bucktail Medical Center is believed to 
be the most remote hospital in Penn-
sylvania. 

When Timothy came to Bucktail, the 
small hospital was on life support. The 
organization had significant financial 
issues, but it had a dedicated, strong- 
willed staff and supporting board. 
Through a carefully planned financial 
restructuring process, Timothy has 
helped bring the facility back to life. It 
is growing, modernizing, and acquiring 
the equipment, technology, and provi-
sions needed to advance healthcare for 
the community. 

Mr. Speaker, thanks to Timothy and 
his team, Bucktail is looking towards 
the future, and the community is 
grateful for it. 

CONGRATULATING DR. LORRAINE ROSAMILIA 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late a Centre County dermatologist for 
being named one of Pennsylvania’s Top 
Physicians Under 40 by the Pennsyl-
vania Medical Society. Dr. Lorraine 
Rosamilia, a native of Lock Haven, 
Pennsylvania, treats skin conditions 
and skin cancers in patients of all ages 
at Geisinger Health System in State 
College. 

In 2018, she will serve as the presi-
dent of the Pennsylvania Academy of 
Dermatology and Dermatologic Sur-
gery. She attended medical school and 
residency training in dermatology at 
Penn State’s Milton S. Hershey Med-
ical Center in Hershey, Pennsylvania. 

Geisinger Health System recently 
honored Dr. Rosamilia at its annual 
Top Patient Experience Clinicians 

Awards Dinner for ranking in the top 
10 percent in patient experience nation-
ally. 

Dr. Rosamilia currently serves on the 
editorial and review boards of several 
medical journals. She is certified by 
the American Board of Dermatology. 
In addition to practicing, she teaches 
dermatology residents and primary 
care practitioners and delivers lectures 
on dermatology locally, nationally, 
and internationally. 

Mr. Speaker, I wholeheartedly con-
gratulate Dr. Rosamilia on this out-
standing achievement. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO GUS 
SCHUMACHER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a great American, a 
man named Gus Schumacher, a man 
whose enduring legacy and indefati-
gable work ethic in the field of agri-
culture improved the lives of untold 
millions of people in our country and 
those America touches around the 
world—yes, farmers from all walks of 
life, including the smallest producers, 
not just the biggest, including people 
who are hungry. 

I remember one time Gus spoke with 
me about going through nursing homes 
in western Iowa and how America had 
to do a better job of reaching places 
that were forgotten, places that you 
would not expect to find hungry people. 

Gus’ work touched people across a 
broad variety of pursuits. He wasn’t 
limited by the false urban-rural divide 
that our country lives with, and he 
touched citizens across the income 
spectrum. 

It was with deep sadness that we 
learned of the news that Gus, a former 
Under Secretary of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture for both Demo-
cratic and Republican Presidents, Bill 
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Clinton and George Bush, and a 
founding board chair of an organization 
called Wholesome Wave, passed away 
unexpectedly last month. 

A few days before his death, he had 
come to our office offering his help to 
the Congress on the new farm bill. He 
cared so much about people. He cared 
so much about nutrition. He under-
stood the foundational power of agri-
culture in our Nation, so blessed with 
the resources to feed ourselves and the 
world if we put our shoulder to the 
wheel. 

Simply, Gus loved and lived agri-
culture. He had experience from the 
time he was a child that directed him 
toward farming and all of its array. 
The farmers market was in his DNA. 

He was born in Massachusetts on a 
farm in Lexington and bridged the di-
vide between city and rural dwellers. 
This approach was the American way, 
the American family way. His grand-
father and great-grandfather farmed, 
get this, in New York City, where they 
grew vegetables in enclosed green-
houses and sold what they grew at city 
markets. He knew agriculture from the 
inside, even inside a place like New 
York City, where now, with modern 
technology, we are growing lettuce on 
walls as high as the ceiling of this 
Chamber in which I speak. 

When Gus was young, he was loading 
up his brother’s truck, and a box of 
pears fell off the truck and scattered 
all over the ground. Two young boys 
and their mother ran up, and they 
began picking up the pears. The moth-
er explained that she was on food 
stamps and unable to afford fresh 
produce for her kids. Gus’ heart broke, 
and his life’s work began and he never 
stopped. 

Gus worked tirelessly to support 
local farming and local agriculture, 
and I cannot underline local, local, 
local enough. He became an American 
force in the farm-to-table movement, 
encouraging restaurants and stores to 
buy produce locally. He saw commu-
nities shattered across our country 
when that local production food chain 
was broken, and he used his last ounce 
of strength to reconnect it. 

Most recently, in preparation for the 
upcoming farm bill, he selflessly helped 
create provisions in H.R. 3699, the new 
Urban Agriculture Production Act, a 
bill that really focuses on producing, in 
some of the most forgotten places, with 
innovative farming practices, including 
in urban food deserts. He never stopped 
trying. 

I loved him because he loved farmers 
markets, and I love farmers markets. 
Nothing creates community more than 
growing and feeding the local popu-
lation. As we move to such large insti-
tutions that seem almost 
unapproachable by the average Amer-
ican, Gus was always bringing power 
back to people. 

He expanded programs to include vet-
erans, including the Senior Farmers’ 
Market Nutrition Program, as we at-
tempt to pass a new farm bill, making 

sure that our veterans are included in 
that extraordinarily popular coupon 
program. 

Gus was humble, kind, visionary, 
passionate, compassionate, generous, 
and dedicated, and a man for all sea-
sons. 

In closing, let me say Gus 
Schumacher will always be remem-
bered as a gentle giant who packed a 
powerful punch. His impact will not be 
forgotten, and his legacy will live on 
and carry his dreams forward. Mr. 
Speaker, I will tell you, I am going to 
devote every ounce of energy I have in 
the new farm bill to making his dreams 
come true. 

f 

STEVE TAZZA AND THE VETERAN 
OPPORTUNITY PARTNERS ARE 
DEVOTED TO SUPPORTING VET-
ERANS 

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize Steve Tazza and the 
Veteran Opportunity Partners for their 
devotion to supporting the veterans of 
my district. By encouraging the 
growth of veteran-owned businesses, 
Veteran Opportunity Partners provides 
an example for us all about the impor-
tance of serving our Nation’s heroes. 

Veteran Opportunity Partners and 
Steve Tazza began providing services 
to the residents of my district and ca-
reer opportunities to our veterans in 
the spring of 2017. They plan to expand 
the geographic reach of their service to 
our vets, while creating hundreds of ca-
reers for our veterans, in the years to 
come. 

The work that Mr. Tazza and those at 
Veteran Opportunity Partners do for 
our veterans is not only worthy of our 
recognition, Mr. Speaker, but it is also 
worthy of our support. We are so proud 
of all they do to serve our Nation’s he-
roes. 

FIRST ROBOTICS IS COMMITTED TO INSPIRING 
YOUNG LEADERS 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 
today I rise to recognize FIRST Robot-
ics and their student mentoring pro-
gram for its commitment to inspiring 
young leaders in our Nation and in my 
district. FIRST Robotics, through 
their competitions and mentor-based 
programs, engages young people to 
help foster an understanding and ap-
preciation for science and technology. 

FIRST Robotics competitions take 
place across the world. From as young 
as 6 to as old as 18, students can get in-
volved in technology and robotics chal-
lenges like the FIRST Robotics Com-
petition. 

The FIRST Robotics Competition 
asks high school students to design, 
build, and test robots over the course 
of 6 weeks. Students fundraise the en-
tirety of the money they need for these 
robots, which can cost thousands of 
dollars to build, by partnering with 
local businesses or applying for grants. 

By taking part in these competitions 
and working with older mentors, stu-
dents learn invaluable skills, like tech-
nological research, to help them de-
velop into well-rounded individuals. 

I am proud to have 26 FIRST teams 
in my district. The young people in-
volved in these leagues and competi-
tions, including those who mentor 
them, show the leadership and inquisi-
tive spirit necessary for our future 
technological innovators. 

f 

THE ART OF THE TAX DEAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I proudly 
present the art of the deal: 

In the tax deal before us, we provide 
permanent tax cuts for individuals who 
are multimillionaires and billionaires. 
With this deal, all middle class families 
will eventually face a tax increase 
since tax relief for them expires. 

All taxes, of course, go up on folks 
earning as little as $10,000 a year al-
most immediately. After all, Mr. 
Speaker, somebody’s got to pay for the 
wealthy’s permanent tax cuts. 

Now, how do we get buy-in from the 
middle class, you ask. Well, here is the 
beauty of the deal, Mr. Speaker. We 
will trickle down a few crumbs from 
the master’s table to get some of them 
through one or two Christmas shopping 
seasons; and let’s tell them that they 
can do their taxes on a postcard and 
that they will just love that they won’t 
have to go through all the tedious 
math work of receiving thousands of 
dollars in personal exemptions and 
State income and local tax relief. 

b 1015 

They won’t have to do all of that sub-
tracting of medical expenses and stu-
dent loan interest from their tax obli-
gations. 

We will promise them jobs. Hey, 
yeah, let’s do that through dynamic 
scoring, trickle-down and voodoo eco-
nomic growth like we did during the 
Reagan and Bush years, back when we 
gave trillions of dollars in tax cuts to 
the wealthy and created the deficits 
that are now dragging on our economy. 

Mr. Speaker, people are so desperate 
that they will believe us. Of course, we 
will have to cut $25 billion out of So-
cial Security immediately to meet 
budget rules, or maybe we can just cut 
some veteran benefits from mandatory 
spending. We are targeting $1.5 trillion 
in cuts to Medicaid and Medicare, but 
don’t worry, Mr. Speaker, we will just 
defame recipients of these benefits as 
unworthy welfare cheats and the gen-
eral public will go for our deal. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s adopt a better 
deal. Let’s pursue a commonsensical 
means of growing the economy, like 
spending these trillions of dollars on 
infrastructure instead of a giveaway to 
the wealthy, by providing postsec-
ondary opportunity and skill develop-
ment to our next generation of 
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innovators and workers instead of tax-
ing our students into an abyss of debt. 

Let’s fund research on medical cures 
instead of burying the infirm into early 
graves. Let us reject this abomination 
of a tax bill. 

f 

STOP GOVERNMENT SPYING ON 
AMERICANS 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, most 
Americans may not be aware of what is 
taking place by our government. Our 
government is spying on Americans 
and I think it is in violation of the U.S. 
Constitution. 

In all of the talk that we have been 
having the last few weeks, we are miss-
ing one of the most basic issues that 
we hold dear: the right of privacy. 

Let me explain how it is taking 
place. 

Go back to Snowden. We didn’t know 
about all of the spying going on in 
America until Snowden revealed that. I 
am no fan of his. I think he ought to be 
prosecuted, but we know information 
about our government spying on our 
Americans because of his disclosures. 

Let me talk about specifically the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act. 

What is that? 
FISA allows our government to spy 

on foreign agents, which includes ter-
rorists, primarily overseas. So what 
happens is the government goes to a 
FISA court. 

What is that? 
It is a secret court that operates in 

secret that issues secret warrants. 
I personally have an issue with that 

because it reminds me too much of the 
Star Chamber in England where they 
operated in secret and tried people in 
secret. 

As a former judge, I am very con-
cerned about the loss of our Fourth 
Amendment right of privacy in the 
United States based on this law. For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
courts operate in secret and issue war-
rants to go after bad guys overseas. So 
they seize that information and they 
put it in a database. 

Here is what happens: while seizing 
that information of communication— 
maybe an al-Qaida guy talking to an-
other al-Qaida guy—they put that in-
formation in a database, but also that 
information is seized on Americans. In-
cidental is what they call that. That 
may be a communication with an 
American that has nothing to do with 
terrorism. It could be something else. 
So that information is seized on Ameri-
cans based on this warrant by a FISA 
judge on foreigners. The information is 
put in the database. 

Here is what happens: occasionally, 
the government decides to go into that 
database that was seized without a 
Fourth Amendment warrant and see 
how many times a name comes up. 
They call it a query. That is another 
fancy name for a search. So they 

search that database to see how many 
times Bobby Oglethorpe’s name pops 
up. Then they go to their administra-
tive folks and get a piece of paper that 
allows them then a second search. 

They search that database to see if 
Bobby Oglethorpe is committing 
crimes in the U.S., having nothing to 
do with terrorism. Maybe it is bank 
robbery, maybe it is IRS fraud, maybe 
it violates other laws in the United 
States. 

So then they seize that information, 
and we don’t know how many times 
they do that. The Judiciary Committee 
has asked the Justice Department: 
How many times have you done that? 

They refuse to tell us. 
Suspicious, isn’t it? 
I will tell you how many times it is. 

According to The Washington Post, 90 
percent of the account holders whose 
communications were collected were 
not the targets, the bad guys overseas. 
Ninety percent of them. Many of them 
were Americans. Nearly half of the sur-
veillance files contained names, email 
addresses, and other details that the 
NSA marked as belonging to U.S. citi-
zens or residents. 

So what information are they get-
ting? 

Emails, communications, text mes-
sages. They seize that, then they go 
through that database to see if Bobby 
Oglethorpe is a bank robber or what-
ever, and all of that is done in secret. 
Remember, secret courts issuing secret 
warrants, and they don’t tell anybody 
about that. That is a violation of the 
Fourth Amendment on Americans. 

Let me read the Fourth Amendment: 
‘‘The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and ef-
fects, against unreasonable searches 
and seizures, shall not be violated, and 
no warrants shall issue, but upon prob-
able cause, supported by oath or affir-
mation, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the Fourth Amendment 
is sacred to this country, and I include 
in the RECORD the Fourth Amendment. 

AMENDMENT [IV.] 

The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall 
issue, but upon probable cause, supported by 
Oath or affirmation, and particularly de-
scribing the place to be searched, and the 
persons or things to be seized. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in 
this situation, government seizes the 
information without a probable cause 
warrant. Then they search the infor-
mation to see how many times Bobby 
Oglethorpe maybe has violated other 
laws, and they do it without a probable 
cause warrant. 

That is allowed under 702 of the FISA 
legislation. We are getting ready to re-
authorize FISA. This 702 provision 
should require a warrant to search that 
information, a warrant to take the 
content of that information and make 
it public, and file on Bobby Oglethorpe. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress must set the 
standard for privacy, not the courts; 
and we are called upon to fix this spy-
ing on Americans and not allow it. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

OPIOID CRISIS AND EFFORTS IN 
ARKANSAS 

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

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, this morning 
I rise to express my concern about the 
opioid epidemic that is plaguing our 
Nation, hurting our families, reducing 
productivity, and, really, one of the 
most shocking things that we have 
been experiencing across this land. 

I want to recognize some people in 
Arkansas who are making a real dif-
ference. In 2015, 392 Arkansans lost 
their lives to drug overdose. This crisis 
is terrifying and is killing our young 
adults and breaking up our families. 
They have lost acquaintances, friends, 
classmates, and family members to the 
grip of prescription drugs and illegal 
substances. 

In Arkansas, Drug Director Kirk 
Lane is facing this issue head-on, co-
ordinating the State’s drug and alcohol 
prevention, treatment, education, and 
law enforcement efforts. 

Curt Bradbury, who lost his son to 
substance abuse in 2010, has been out 
front and a tremendous ally in the 
fight to curtail the abuse of controlled 
substances. His contributions helped 
start the Arkansas Prescription Moni-
toring Program, a database that tracks 
the prescription of controlled sub-
stances across our State. 

Jerry Jones’ tremendous advocacy ef-
forts in Arkansas led to the passage of 
Arkansas Act 820, requiring prescribers 
to check the Prescription Drug Moni-
toring Program every time they pre-
scribe a Schedule II and Schedule III 
opioid. 

I am proud to recognize these three 
individuals this morning for their posi-
tive efforts at tackling this dev-
astating epidemic affecting our fami-
lies. 

f 

HATE CAN’T WAIT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, this morning, to quote a great 
American poet and civil rights leader, 
a great writer, a noble American, ‘‘And 
Still I Rise.’’ 

And still I rise, Mr. Speaker. I rise to 
take a stand on behalf of the many peo-
ple who suffer harm as a result of those 
who incite hate. Anyone who incites 
hate is a person that ought to be called 
upon to either stop it or be removed 
from a position such that they can 
harm society. 

So I rise today to take a stand 
against those who would incite the 
bigot to practice bigotry, those who 
would incite the racist to practice rac-
ism, the sexist to practice sexism; the 
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homophobe to practice homophobia, 
the anti-Semite to practice anti-Semi-
tism, the Islamophobe to practice 
Islamophobia. 

There are those who think that hate 
can wait, Mr. Speaker. I am not one of 
them. When hate emanates from the 
highest office in the land, when hate 
emanates from a person who has more 
power than any other person in the 
world, when hate emanates from the 
Presidency, the solution is impeach-
ment. 

Impeachment will be voted on before 
Christmas. I rise to stand against hate. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 26 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DESJARLAIS) at noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Pastor Ron Dunn, New Hope Min-
istries, Akron, Michigan, offered the 
following prayer: 

Our Father and our God in Heaven, 
we praise You for Your goodness to this 
great Nation, giving us blessings far 
beyond what we deserve. Direct the 
elected leaders of this governing body 
to meet the many challenges that this 
Nation faces today and in the future. 
Give them wisdom to know what is 
right, and the courage to act upon it. 
Set their feet on the path of Your 
righteousness and peace. Strengthen 
their determination to give witness to 
these truths by the way we should live. 

Give them harmony that puts an end 
to disunity, love for one another that 
extinguishes hatred, and compassion 
that overcomes hostility. Inspire all 
people to pursue Your commandment 
of love for one another. 

We pray this in the name of God, the 
God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and 
my God, Jesus Christ. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

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

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
MCKINLEY) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. MCKINLEY led the Pledge of Al-
legiance as follows: 

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

f 

WELCOMING PASTOR RON DUNN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. MITCHELL) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to honor Pastor Ron Dunn from 
Akron, Michigan, who delivered that 
wonderful opening prayer. 

Pastor Dunn is an ordained bishop 
with the Church of God, and is senior 
pastor of New Hope Ministries in 
Akron, Michigan, not Ohio. 

His work is well known beyond the 
walls of the church. Pastor Dunn has 
led New Hope Ministries to assist those 
in need in the Akron community. 
Under Pastor Dunn’s leadership, New 
Hope Ministries has provided food, 
clothing, counseling, and even assisted 
local families in sending their children 
to summer camp. His service and work 
is truly an example for all of us here 
and across the country. 

Pastor Dunn is also known in our 
community as the head football coach 
of the Akron-Fairgrove Junior/Senior 
High School, where he has mentored 
the team to grow into upstanding 
young men. 

Pastor Dunn’s life of service extends 
back to his service in the United States 
Army. Pastor Dunn is a veteran of Op-
erations Desert Shield and Desert 
Storm. 

Mr. Speaker, our community and our 
Nation are grateful for Pastor Dunn’s 
service and sacrifice. It is an honor to 
welcome him to the Capitol today. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

f 

A TRIBUTE TO ARKANSAS STATE 
SENATOR GREG STANDRIDGE 

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

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, over the 
Thanksgiving holiday week, the State 
of Arkansas and our Nation lost a de-
voted public servant with the passing 
of State Senator Greg Standridge of 
Russellville, Arkansas. 

He was a 1985 graduate of Russellville 
High School. He was a Cyclone through 
and through. 

Greg was coowner of CSI Insurance 
Agency in his hometown, was a long-
time active member of First Baptist 
Church, and a member of the Russell-
ville Football Booster Club. He found 
time to serve on boards for Workforce 

Investment, Pope County 911, Teen 
Challenge Women’s Ministry, and the 
Pope County Fair. He was active with 
the Pope County Emergency Services 
Rescue Unit and was a volunteer fire-
fighter. 

Greg was elected to the Arkansas 
State Senate in a special election in 
2015 and selflessly dedicated himself to 
improving Arkansas while fighting his 
long battle with cancer. 

Mr. Speaker, as former President 
George H.W. Bush said many years ago, 
any evaluation of having lived a suc-
cessful life must include a measure of 
service to others. Senator Standridge 
may have died young at the age of 50, 
but his life was truly well lived. 

I join his wife of 26 years, Karen 
Standridge; their children, Hunter, 
Lakin, Cameron, and Breonna; his 
mother, Jewel Simcox; his late father, 
Marvin Standridge; his sister and my 
classmate, Jeania Evans; and other ex-
tended family members in celebrating 
Greg’s life. 

Mr. Speaker, we will always remem-
ber his infectious smile that could fill 
every room. 

f 

SEXUAL HARASSMENT AND 
ASSAULT MUST STOP 

(Ms. GABBARD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, for too 
long, survivors of sexual harassment 
and assault have been isolated, 
shamed, and bullied into silence, while 
their abusers walk away scot-free with 
the privilege of anonymity and with no 
personal or financial accountability. 

This has been happening right here in 
Congress, in media, in many sectors in 
our society. No one, whether it be a 
Capitol Hill staffer, a Hollywood actor, 
a schoolteacher, a soldier, or anyone in 
any profession, at no time should they 
have to choose between their job and 
personal safety. 

Congress needs to act now to end the 
practice of taxpayer-funded sexual har-
assment settlements, expose perpetra-
tors of sexual harassment and assault, 
and provide a fair and transparent path 
to justice for survivors. This behavior 
is absolutely unacceptable. It has no 
place in Congress or in our society. It 
must end. 

f 

STATE COLLEGE GREW THE 
ROCKEFELLER CENTER CHRIST-
MAS TREE 

(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, tonight, one of the big-
gest Christmas events will take place 
in New York City: the lighting of the 
Rockefeller Center Christmas tree. 

This historic event has ushered in 
the holiday season since the first offi-
cial tree lighting in 1933. Tonight’s 
event is the 85th tree lighting, and 
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while it will be a star-studded event 
with various entertainers performing 
on the plaza, the biggest star of all is 
from State College, Pennsylvania: the 
Christmas tree. 

The 75-foot-tall Norway spruce was 
chosen as the yuletide centerpiece. The 
12-ton tree was trucked into Midtown 
Manhattan earlier this month from 
State College. Rockefeller Center’s 
head gardener was visiting State Col-
lege a few years ago for a high school 
football game. He saw the tree from 
the road and knocked on the home-
owner Jason Perrin’s door to ask about 
the spruce. 

Mr. Perrin is a Penn State graduate 
who worked for the State College Area 
School District for 17 years. He be-
lieves the tree is about 80 years old. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to State 
College’s tree playing a starring role in 
tonight’s festivities. Merry Christmas. 

f 

WE NEED BIPARTISAN TAX 
REFORM 

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, look, I, 
like every Member in this House, rec-
ognize that we need to do something 
about taxes. We need bipartisan tax re-
form that actually works for every-
body, but what the Senate passed 
through committee and what the 
House passed here a couple of weeks 
ago is not tax reform. It is a great big 
tax cut financed by middle class Amer-
icans and huge debt that will be passed 
on to our kids. 

It is just not right. We shouldn’t do 
this just to put points on the board. I 
mean, if we are going to get this right, 
we should do it in a bipartisan way, 
and many of us stand ready to do that. 

What this shows—and the facts mat-
ter—is that every independent anal-
ysis, including our own analysis here in 
Congress that we have depended upon 
for years, shows that millions, tens of 
millions, over 80 million middle class 
Americans, will get a tax increase, all 
to finance massive tax cuts for billion-
aires and corporations, people at the 
very top of the economy. 

This is a massive shift of wealth from 
hardworking Americans to people at 
the very top. We ought to do this right. 
We ought to do it right. We ought to 
stop this nonsense, go back to the proc-
ess that we were elected to follow, and 
get this done in a way that is good for 
all Americans. This bill is not that. 

f 

THANKING DR. ROBERT MARTINO 

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

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to honor Dr. Robert Martino of 
Clarksburg, West Virginia. 

In 2013, Dr. Martino began a unique 
program, generously providing one day 
of free dental services to local Active- 
Duty military and their families. He 

wanted to give back to those who have 
sacrificed so much, and he has contin-
ued to do so each and every year, 
thereafter, and has spread this idea 
throughout his professional network. 

This day of service has now swept 
across the Nation, with over 500 busi-
nesses now offering our soldiers every-
thing from dental services to account-
ing. It has become known as Freedom 
Day. 

But that isn’t enough. I want to chal-
lenge more businesses to participate. 
Visit freedomday.usa.org to find out 
how to get involved. 

Dr. Martino, thank you for the exam-
ple you set for America. You are truly 
a great American. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF ALL NATIVE AMER-
ICAN CODE TALKERS 

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

Mr. O’HALLERAN. Mr. Speaker, Na-
tive American Heritage Month affords 
us the opportunity to honor the Native 
American veterans who fought for this 
great country. 

I rise today to celebrate the indispen-
sable contributions of all Native Amer-
ican code talkers. Throughout much of 
the 20th Century, Native American sol-
diers used their native languages to de-
velop unbreakable codes for military 
operations. Their actions were critical 
for many Allied victories. 

Every day, I am reminded of the con-
tributions of the code talkers who 
served at Iwo Jima. A tribute to their 
service hangs in my office, and it con-
tains this quote from Major Howard 
Connor, a signal officer for the Navajo 
code talkers: ‘‘Were it not for the Nav-
ajos, the Marines never would have 
taken Iwo Jima.’’ 

I want to extend my sincere thanks 
to all the brave code talkers who 
served with honor and our veterans. 

One of the founding principles of this 
country is the celebration of the diver-
sity of its people. When we recognize 
that, we truly are a more perfect 
union. 

f 

TAX RELIEF FOR SMALL 
BUSINESSES IN TEXAS 

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, last 
Saturday, across America, was Small 
Business Saturday, a yearly event that 
highlights American Main Street busi-
nesses by encouraging consumers to 
shop in their local shops. 

Forty-five percent of all companies 
in Texas are small businesses. They 
provide jobs to 4 million Texans. They 
are our neighbors, our family members, 
and our friends. They provide jobs to 
more than 4 million families as well as 
the 4 million Texans. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act provides 
small businesses in my north Texas 

district with the lowest tax rate since 
World War II, allowing them to invest 
in their community, hire more people, 
and, as the National Federation of 
Independent Business says: This tax 
bill will lead small businesses into a 
better position. 

We highlighted small businesses last 
weekend, and the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act follows through with a Tax Code 
built for increased wages and long-term 
growth. 

f 

b 1215 

TAX BILL IS A LOSS FOR 
AMERICANS 

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

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
mourn the lost opportunity for real bi-
partisan tax reform. There were lots of 
Democrats, Mr. Speaker, who were 
ready to make a deal to make our Code 
simpler and more competitive. There 
were lots of Democrats who would have 
said, yeah, let’s lower rates, but let’s 
do it responsibly so that we don’t bal-
loon the deficit. And there were lots of 
Democrats who said let’s eliminate 
that incentive for companies to operate 
abroad. 

But instead, we are where we are 
today, where we have a bill here and in 
the Senate that will raise taxes on mil-
lions of middle class Americans, that 
will deliver a huge windfall to the 
wealthiest Americans, and that will 
send a tsunami of cash to American 
corporations. 

For what purpose? 
American corporations, today, are 

swimming in cash. They are profitable 
like never before. There is this fantasy 
that they will hire more people, but 
let’s actually listen to the corpora-
tions. Cisco, Pfizer, and Coca-Cola have 
said they will take this money and 
they will return it to shareholders as, 
quite frankly, they probably should, 
since it is shareholder money. It is not 
going to go to new jobs. And remem-
ber—this is the kicker—35 percent of 
shareholders of American corporations 
are foreigners. 

This is not a win. This is a loss for 
the American people. 

f 

RECOGNIZING LUBBOCK CHAMBER 
OF COMMERCE 

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

Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to recognize the Lubbock Cham-
ber of Commerce and congratulate 
them and their 2,000-plus members as 
they gather for their annual awards 
ceremony this week. 

For over 100 years, the Lubbock 
Chamber of Commerce has brought 
these hardworking men and women to-
gether to better our community. Their 
commitment to excellence has earned 
them national recognition as Amer-
ica’s first and only chamber to be two- 
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time, five-star accredited and twice 
named Chamber of the Year. And as we 
say in Texas: ‘‘That ain’t braggin’ if 
it’s true.’’ 

I want to recognize a few of our hard-
working business leaders who are being 
celebrated this week: 

Ambassador of the Year, Danny 
Soliz; 

Volunteer of the Year, Kathy Timms; 
Business Person of the Year, Chris 

Lonngren; 
Business of the Year, Bayer Crop 

Science; and 
Entrepreneur of the Year, Shara 

Konechney. 
Congrats to all of these folks. 

Congrats to my friend, Eddie McBride. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank them for their 

leadership, and thanks to all of our 
small businesses. They are the heart-
beat of west Texas, Mr. Speaker. 

f 

BRING FORTH TAX REFORM THAT 
BENEFITS THE MIDDLE CLASS 

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
cently sat down with Mainers who are 
terrified of the Republican tax plan: 

In tears, a high school teacher listed 
the items she purchased for her stu-
dents in need. Under this plan, she will 
no longer be able to deduct them. 

A cancer survivor told me how she 
now writes off thousands of dollars of 
medical expenses every year—no more, 
under the tax plan. 

A recent college graduate wondered 
how difficult it would be to achieve his 
career goals while paying off his stu-
dent loan debt without a deduction for 
the interest. 

A dairy farmer talked about a tax ex-
emption that has allowed farmers to 
have more control over their busi-
nesses by forming co-ops. That is gone 
under the GOP tax scam. 

In 10 years, one in five Mainers will 
pay more in Federal taxes under this 
plan. Their sacrifices and our national 
debt will pay for generous benefits to 
massive corporations, foreign inves-
tors, and the wealthiest of the wealthy. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
withdraw this thinly veiled handout to 
the one-percenters and bring forth tax 
reform that will actually benefit the 
middle class. 

f 

HONORING CAREER OF LOURDES 
MELUZA 

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the distinguished 
career of Lourdes Meluza, who has re-
cently retired after 39 years in jour-
nalism. 

As a native from my homeland of 
Cuba and a graduate from the Univer-
sity of Miami—Go Canes—my alma 

mater, I got to know Lourdes as she 
began her tenure as a writer for the 
Miami Herald, where she covered my 
first election to the Florida State 
House of Representatives. 

In 1987, Lourdes joined Miami’s 
Univision station, and shortly after, 
she became the network’s D.C. cor-
respondent, reporting to millions of 
Hispanics in the U.S. about important 
policy issues being discussed in our Na-
tion’s Capital. 

For over two decades, Lourdes inter-
viewed Presidents and Members of Con-
gress from both sides of the aisle and 
heads of state. Her professionalism has 
earned her our respect and admiration. 

Lourdes will be enjoying her well-de-
served retirement in Coral Gables, in 
my congressional district. Lourdes told 
me that she never considered jour-
nalism to be a career but, rather, an 
adventure. 

Mr. Speaker, to my esteemed amiga, 
I wish her all the best in her next ad-
venture, and I look forward to seeing 
her in our south Florida paradise. 

Godspeed, Lourdes Meluza. 
Felicidades, amiga. 

f 

LEVEL THE PLAYING FIELD ON 
TAX REFORM 

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

Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Speaker, a $1.5 
trillion deficit, that is what the so- 
called fiscally conservative Republican 
friends of mine want to add to our Na-
tion’s already huge debt, a debt they 
decried for many years, a debt that, ac-
cording to former Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs, Mike Mullen, is the great-
est threat to our country in the coming 
decades. 

There is really no need of that—none. 
We can do tax reform that better ad-
vantages the middle class and small 
businesses without adding $1.5 trillion 
to our debt. By simply making the tax 
benefits fairer among income groups, 
you can have growth-enhancing, def-
icit-neutral tax reform with zero—yes, 
zero—addition to our debt and deficit. 

If a 25 percent tax rate is good 
enough for small businesses, it should 
be good enough for corporations. 

There is no need to eliminate the 
AMT for wealthy Americans earning 
over $250,000 or completely eliminating 
the estate tax. Tweak it, and you can 
protect every small business and farm 
in America with a very progressive Tax 
Code. 

Why should wealthy Americans get 
to deduct more expenses than working 
men and women? A 25 percent deduc-
tion for expenses levels the playing 
field for everyone. 

Make these types of changes and you 
can get rid of the gimmicks in the Re-
publican bill and benefit the middle 
class. There is no need to add $1.5 tril-
lion to our debt. 

NOW IS THE TIME FOR TAX 
REFORM 

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

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to highlight the importance of 
comprehensive tax reform for our fami-
lies and businesses. 

It has been nearly 30 years since 
hardworking Americans have seen any 
significant changes made to our con-
fusing Tax Code. Our current system is 
broken. I think we all agree on that. 
Taxes are too high, and our families 
and businesses are the ones paying the 
price, not to mention that nobody un-
derstands it. 

Two weeks ago, I was proud to cast 
my vote to cut, simplify, and reform 
taxes, and now the ball is in the Sen-
ate’s court. Thankfully, as of yester-
day, legislation has passed both the 
Senate Finance Committee and the 
Senate Budget Committee, and now we 
expect a vote in the full Senate as 
early as this week. 

Under the Trump administration, we 
are growing the economy, but nothing 
can compare to the effect that tax re-
form will have on jump-starting the 
economy, expanding small businesses, 
and creating jobs. 

America, it is time to go back to 
work. We are now closer than ever to 
making tax reform a reality, a new re-
ality for families and businesses across 
America who deserve to keep more of 
their paychecks and have the oppor-
tunity to grow their businesses. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that we will 
uphold our important promise to de-
liver tax reform legislation to Presi-
dent Trump’s desk soon. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL FAMILY 
CAREGIVERS MONTH 

(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, I rise 
in recognition of National Family 
Caregivers Month. Caregivers are our 
Nation’s hidden heroes. They foster 
family stability and help those with 
chronic and disabling conditions avoid 
costly out-of-home placements. In fact, 
family caregivers are very often the 
difference between costly institutional 
care or staying in their home. 

Family caregivers not only deserve 
our respect and gratitude, but also res-
pite from the physical and emotional 
toll of ensuring their loved ones re-
ceive the care that they need. But if 
the caregivers themselves aren’t tak-
ing care of their own needs, they are 
not going to be very effective at taking 
care of their loved ones. 

Mr. Speaker, almost 44 million Amer-
icans are providing over $470 billion in 
uncompensated care each year, if we 
had to put a dollar figure on it. These 
caregivers are our grandparents, par-
ents, spouses, siblings, children, and 
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even our grandchildren. They are often 
the lifeline to accessible, quality care 
at home. 

We in Congress need to do our part to 
support these heroes by passing the 
Lifespan Respite Care Reauthorization 
Act, which my good friend Representa-
tive GREGG HARPER and I have intro-
duced. It is the least that we can do in 
appreciation of the sacrifice these fam-
ily caregivers make each and every 
day. 

f 

CONGRATULATING PHIL 
BERTOLINI 

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

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor an impressive 
and dedicated public servant in Oak-
land County, Michigan, Phil Bertolini, 
who is being honored here in Wash-
ington, D.C., this week. 

Phil is the chief information officer 
of Oakland County and has been recog-
nized as the 2017 Public Official of the 
Year by Governing magazine. 

Phil has spent most of his career 
handling technology issues for the 
county and has, most notably, spear-
headed a program to help smaller com-
munities gain access to better tech-
nology. In 2011, Phil created a process 
online allowing smaller governments 
to take advantage of Oakland County’s 
state-of-the-art computing services 
through G2G Cloud Solutions. 

Due to Phil’s hard work and dedica-
tion, Oakland County’s G2G Cloud So-
lutions now provides services to 82 
agencies in Michigan and 721 users 
throughout the United States. Phil’s 
experience and innovative mindset has 
earned Oakland County national rec-
ognition as a tech leader, being named 
as the second-most digitally advanced 
county in the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to con-
gratulate Phil Bertolini on being rec-
ognized as the 2017 Public Official of 
the Year. I would like to personally 
recognize and thank him for his tire-
less efforts and unwavering dedication 
to the community. 

f 

TAX SCAM 

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

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, what do 
these people have in common: a teach-
er who buys a prom dress for her stu-
dent; a teacher who buys crayons and 
pencils for her students; a teacher who 
buys packages of paper for his stu-
dents; my mom, who calls me and says, 
‘‘Don’t cut my Medicare. Don’t let 
them cut my Medicare’’; the person 
who has a heart attack or is paying 
hard-earned money for his or her can-
cer treatment? 

None of those people will be able to 
write off their medical expenses or 
their educational expenses. My mom 

and other seniors will see a $25 billion 
cut in Medicare. 

What they have in common is that 
this tax scam will hurt all of them, as 
opposed to the folks who are the rich-
est among us. The corporations who 
are doing very, very well, they will see 
the tax benefits. 

This is not a tax plan, it is a tax 
scam, and our people that we serve de-
serve better. 

f 

CONDEMNING BUREAUCRATS AT 
CFPB 

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

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to condemn the out-of-control, 
President Obama-appointed bureau-
crats over at the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau. The CFPB has al-
ways been notorious for its question-
ably illegal agenda, but the agency and 
its leadership crossed the line last 
week when its Director, Richard 
Cordray, resigned. 

Before he left, he attempted to cir-
cumvent the President’s authority by 
illegally appointing another bureau-
crat to replace him. But instead, Presi-
dent Trump, under the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998, appointed Mr. 
Mick Mulvaney to temporarily head 
the CFPB. 

Instead of allowing Mr. Mulvaney to 
fill the vacancy and get the CFPB 
working again, that bureaucrat, 
Leandra English, with the support of 
Mr. Cordray, tried to stage a coup 
against the President and Mr. 
Mulvaney by taking the President to 
court. 

Mr. Speaker, partisan career bureau-
crats will do anything they can to dis-
credit the President and block his pol-
icy agenda. This behavior is exactly 
why President Trump ran for office in 
the first place. We need to drain the 
swamp, and let’s start with the CFPB. 

I applaud our judicial system for up-
holding the rule of law and confirming 
Mr. Mulvaney’s right to lead the CFPB. 
We cannot allow petty partisan politics 
over at CFPB to obstruct our govern-
ment’s ability to govern. 

f 

b 1230 

THE TAX BILL 

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

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, as 
Congress careens toward passage of a 
massive rewrite of our Tax Code, we 
ought to look at the process that got 
us here. This tax bill has seen no hear-
ings, no expert testimony, and abso-
lutely no honest efforts to build bipar-
tisan support. This is a terrible shame 
and the result is a terrible sham. 

Who are the ones calling the shots on 
this tax bill? 

The corporate lobbyists and the big 
money donors who will make out like 

bandits. They are the ones who will 
walk away with a smile on their face 
and money in their pocket. Meanwhile, 
millions of hardworking Americans 
will see their taxes increase under this 
plan. The latest numbers from the CBO 
say that 82 million Americans will be 
worse off. 

A good tax plan would be trying to 
address widening wealth and income 
inequality in our country. A good tax 
plan would be seeking to invest in our 
people and our infrastructure. It would 
seek to help working families and build 
up the middle class. But this plan does 
the opposite. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Republican 
colleagues to pull the plug on this tax 
proposal that is of, by, and for the 
wealthy and well-connected. We can, 
and we must, do better for all Ameri-
cans. 

f 

HONORING LARRY EARL 
ROBERTSON 

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

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the men and 
women who deliver the mail in rural 
America. The work is not easy. As the 
National Rural Letter Carriers’ Asso-
ciation notes, these carriers are essen-
tially post offices on wheels, providing 
many of the same services to rural 
residents that urban dwellers take for 
granted. 

One such rural carrier was Larry Earl 
Robertson from Jessieville, Arkansas. 
Larry was my mailman for more than 
25 years and, as many rural letter car-
riers throughout our country can at-
test, he was a part of our family. He 
knew my wife and children, just as we 
knew his family. He was an integral 
part of our community and played an 
important role in the lives of rural 
Garland County residents. Simply put, 
Larry was a friend to everyone. Just as 
Larry was a friend to all, he was also a 
faithful Christian and family man. 

Through his service—at just 54—he 
had made an important and lasting im-
pact on his community, as many rural 
letter carriers do. That is why it was 
especially sad when we received word 
of his untimely passing last week. In 
the pain and grief of death, we take 
comfort in the words of Christ who 
said: ‘‘I am the resurrection and the 
life. He who believes in Me, though he 
may die, he shall live.’’ 

May we all strive to do our jobs with 
diligence and a smile and positively 
impact our communities as Larry Rob-
ertson impacted his. 

f 

NET NEUTRALITY 

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

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, in a year where we are dealing with 
healthcare, immigration, and, yes, 
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taxes, I am very pleased by the volume 
of mail that I have gotten from my 
constituents on all of those issues. But 
I have to tell you the one issue that my 
constituents have contacted me most 
on is net neutrality. 

I hear from young people and college 
students, many who have been calling 
for the first time about wanting an 
internet that is free from the meddling 
of a few large internet providers. 

As we know, the internet is perhaps 
one of the most important advances of 
our time. It is a tool that allows citi-
zens to connect from all over the coun-
try and even the world and improves 
the quality of life. 

From elementary to graduate level 
students, all would be affected if the 
title II regulations were changed. From 
the student finishing homework to 
military families keeping in touch, we 
need a free and open internet. 

So why attack an institution that 
benefits millions for the gain of a few 
big cable companies? 

Please join me in contacting the FCC 
to tell them net neutrality matters to 
our constituents and it certainly mat-
ters to all of us. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE 

(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, this past weekend, 
as Americans across this country were 
enjoying Thanksgiving with their fami-
lies, over 438 Americans were victims 
of gun violence. 

So what is the response of the House 
Republican leadership? 

Advancing the misguided Concealed 
Carry Reciprocity Act that would evis-
cerate State laws meant to keep people 
safe from gun violence. 

This bill being marked up today in 
the Judiciary Committee would put 
lives at risk by forcing all States to 
recognize weapon permits from other 
States, regardless of how lax State per-
mitting laws may be. 

House Republicans have no right to 
curtail the safety reforms that New 
York and other States have put in 
place to protect their citizens. That is 
why law enforcement organizations 
from across the country strongly op-
pose this legislation. It should never 
come to the floor. 

Americans deserve a better deal and 
more protection from gun violence, not 
less. 

f 

HONORING RABBI WEISSMANDL 
WITH THE CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL 

(Ms. VELÁZQUEZ asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor of a man whose heroic 
legacy must never be forgotten. 

At a time when the stakes could not 
have been higher, Rabbi Weissmandl 

risked everything to save the Jewish 
people of Slovakia from the horrors of 
the Nazi regime. Forming an under-
ground organization called the Work-
ing Group, Weissmandl led an effort to 
bribe German officials, ultimately suc-
ceeding to delay mass deportations. 

We cannot emphasize enough the 
great personal risk Rabbi Weissmandl 
took on. Had he bribed the wrong offi-
cial or approached a Hitler supporter, 
he would have been killed. Yet, despite 
that real danger, he persevered and 
demonstrated an unyielding deter-
mination to stop the slaughter of the 
innocent. 

In 1945, Weissmandl reached the 
shores of America, ultimately settling 
in New York. Even after the war, he 
worked to improve Holocaust sur-
vivors’ lives by establishing the first 
Yeshiva campus in America. 

Mr. Speaker, Rabbi Weissmandl is 
truly a hero. At great personal risk 
during the darkest of times, he helped 
those who were desperate. It is only ap-
propriate we honor him with the high-
est civilian honor, a Congressional 
Gold Medal. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in paying tribute to 
Weissmandl’s legacy by cosponsoring 
H.R. 2740. 

f 

MOURNING THE LOSS OF SPE-
CIALIST CARLTON BUTLER OF 
NORTH MIAMI, FLORIDA 

(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to share sad news from my dis-
trict. Miami is mourning the loss of an-
other young American hero who died 
while serving our great Nation. 

Specialist Carlton Butler from North 
Miami, who was just 22 years old, was 
found dead at Fort Bragg in North 
Carolina last Saturday evening. He was 
a paratrooper assigned to B Company, 
2nd Battalion 505th Parachute Infantry 
Regiment. The circumstances of his 
death are under investigation and are 
very troubling to me and to his family. 

Like Sergeant La David Johnson, my 
constituent who was killed last month 
during an ambush in Niger, Specialist 
Butler made an immediate and over-
whelmingly positive impression during 
his short tenure in the military. Like 
Sergeant Johnson’s family, Specialist 
Butler’s family is left wondering why 
and how their soldier’s life ended in 
such a suspicious manner. 

They have many questions, and so do 
I. I am determined to help get the an-
swers they need to heal. Both families 
need answers in order to heal. I will 
not stop pushing until these families 
are satisfied. When such devastating 
losses occur, we owe it to them to find 
answers as quickly as possible. 

These answers are not acceptable: 
‘‘We really don’t know.’’ ‘‘We are inves-
tigating.’’ ‘‘We can’t say that.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, we seek the truth and 
our military families deserve the truth. 

THE REPUBLICAN TAX PLAN 

(Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
tax bill being debated in the Senate. 

Under this bill, by 2027, those making 
$1 million and over will see the biggest 
tax cuts. All the while, by 2021, fami-
lies earning just $10,000 to $30,000 would 
start seeing their taxes increase. By 
2027, taxes would increase for all Amer-
icans earning $75,000 a year or less. The 
Senate bill repeals a vital part of 
ObamaCare and would lead to increased 
premiums and 13 million people becom-
ing uninsured. 

This bill is disastrous for America, 
California, and my district. In 2027, 
California residents will suffer from an 
over-$12 billion tax increase. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Senate col-
leagues to oppose the GOP tax bill. 

f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Small Business: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, November 28, 2017. 

Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: This letter is to in-
form you that due to my election to the 
Committee on Homeland Security, I am re-
signing my seat on the Committee on Small 
Business. It has been a privilege and an 
honor to serve with Chairman Chabot and 
address the issues facing small businesses in 
our country. I look forward to continuing to 
serve small businesses and my constituents 
in other capacities. 

Very Respectfully, 
DON BACON, 

Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 

f 

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the House Republican Con-
ference, I send to the desk a privileged 
resolution and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 634 

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be, and are hereby, elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS: Mr. Cur-
tis. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY: Mr. 
Bacon. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS: Mr. Curtis. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.R. 3017, BROWNFIELDS EN-
HANCEMENT, ECONOMIC REDE-
VELOPMENT, AND REAUTHOR-
IZATION ACT OF 2017, AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 3905, MINNESOTA’S ECO-
NOMIC RIGHTS IN THE SUPERIOR 
NATIONAL FOREST ACT 
Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc-

tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 631 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 631 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 3017) to amend the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 to reau-
thorize and improve the brownfields pro-
gram, and for other purposes. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. An amendment in the nature of a 
substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 115-40 shall be considered 
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto, 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce; and (2) one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
bill (H.R. 3905) to require congressional ap-
proval of any mineral withdrawal or monu-
ment designation involving the National 
Forest System lands in the State of Min-
nesota, to provide for the renewal of certain 
mineral leases in such lands, and for other 
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived. An amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute consisting 
of the text of Rules Committee Print 115-41 
shall be considered as adopted. The bill, as 
amended, shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the 
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources; (2) the further 
amendment printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, if offered by the Member designated in 
the report, which shall be in order without 
intervention of any point of order, shall be 
considered as read, shall be separately debat-
able for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for a division of the 
question; and (3) one motion to recommit 
with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Wyoming is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

b 1245 
GENERAL LEAVE 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 

support of House Resolution 631, which 
provides a closed rule for consideration 
of H.R. 3017, Brownfields Enhancement, 
Economic Redevelopment, and Reau-
thorization Act of 2017; and a struc-
tured rule for H.R. 3905, Minnesota’s 
Economic Rights in the Superior Na-
tional Forest Act. 

Mr. Speaker, brownfield refers nor-
mally to abandoned or closed commer-
cial or industrial properties that may 
be contaminated because of their prior 
use. These sites often represent a tre-
mendous amount of untapped economic 
potential. However, developing that po-
tential is complicated by the presence 
of hazardous substances or contami-
nants. 

The Environmental Protection Agen-
cy has estimated that there are more 
than 50,000 brownfields in the United 
States. The brownfields program has 
enjoyed broad bipartisan support and 
has been critical in converting these 
vacant sites into tax-generating prop-
erties and, eventually, well-paying jobs 
for American citizens. 

As of May 1, 2017, the program has as-
sessed 26,722 sites, and they have lever-
aged over 124,760 jobs. On average, Mr. 
Speaker, over $16 is leveraged for every 
EPA brownfields dollar spent, and 8.5 
jobs are leveraged per $100,000 of EPA 
brownfields funds. 

States all over the country have ben-
efited from this grant program. In my 
home State of Wyoming, we put 
brownfield grants to use in cities like 
Casper, Cheyenne, Sheridan, Evanston, 
Kemmerer, Laramie, and Dubois. 

Brownfield sites have been revital-
ized using these funds in places like the 
Minute Maid Park in Houston, Texas; 
development in the neighborhoods 
around Danville, Illinois; and the Gri-
jalva Park at Santiago Creek in Or-
ange, California. 

The brownfields program has been ex-
pired, Mr. Speaker, since 2006, and it is 
high time we reauthorize this critically 
important grant program. 

The brownfields program has enabled 
local communities to clean up and re-
purpose vacated sites, utilizing them 
for meaningful economic development, 
while responsibly cleaning up haz-
ardous sites. This is an important step 
in maintaining and improving what has 
been a demonstrably effective program. 

Mr. Speaker, the rule we consider 
today also provides for consideration of 
a very important bill, H.R. 3905, Min-
nesota’s Economic Rights in the Supe-
rior National Forest Act, which was in-
troduced by my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. EMMER). 

H.R. 3905 requires congressional ap-
proval of any mineral withdrawal or 

monument designation involving the 
National Forest System lands in the 
State of Minnesota and provides for the 
renewal of certain mineral leases in 
those lands. 

This is necessary, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause in the final hours of the Obama 
administration, the administration 
withdrew hundreds of thousands of 
acres in Minnesota from mineral devel-
opment and improperly terminated two 
Federal mineral leases. 

The effect of this decision halted po-
tential mining projects in Minnesota, 
robbing the region of 650 direct and 
1,300 indirect jobs, as well as the tax 
revenue the mining operation would 
bring. 

Mining jobs, Mr. Speaker, are good, 
high-paying jobs. The average mining 
wage in Minnesota is roughly $25,000 a 
year higher than the average wage in 
the State. 

Coming from a State where we mine 
more coal than any State in the Na-
tion, I understand and appreciate the 
economic development mining projects 
can bring to a region. We also under-
stand the burden that can be imposed 
by working with the Federal Govern-
ment on these projects in Wyoming. 

Roughly half my State, Mr. Speaker, 
is comprised of Federal lands. Receiv-
ing the appropriate authorizations to 
drill or mine on these lands can be a 
lengthy and cumbersome process that 
delays projects for many years. 

Ultimately, Mr. Speaker, we must 
improve our Federal regulatory process 
so we can better harness the vast nat-
ural resources we have in our country, 
while still protecting and conserving 
our environment. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I encourage 
support for the rule for these impor-
tant bills, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I thank the gentlewoman from Wy-
oming for yielding me the customary 
30 minutes. 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, to-
day’s rule provides for the consider-
ation of two bills. 

The first piece of legislation, H.R. 
3017, is a bipartisan compromise to ex-
tend the EPA’s brownfields program. 
The successful brownfields program as-
sists communities across this country 
in cleaning up contaminated sites to 
reduce pollution and health risks and 
spur economic development. 

Although funding for this program 
has enjoyed broad support over the 
years, its authorization lapsed in 2006; 
11 years ago. It is certainly long past 
time for this important program to be 
reauthorized. I appreciate the work of 
Republicans and Democrats on both 
the Energy and Commerce and Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Commit-
tees in coming together to produce this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, this is how the process 
is supposed to work. There was a hear-
ing, and there was a markup. I should 
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say, for the RECORD, the majority could 
have issued an open rule, instead of a 
closed rule. But I am not even going to 
criticize that today, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause experts on this issue came to-
gether to negotiate it in a bipartisan 
manner, and the result is a good piece 
of legislation that I look forward to 
voting for later this week. 

I commend Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. PALLONE, and all those who 
worked together, and I just want to say 
for the RECORD, as one who routinely 
gets up here and criticizes the majority 
for issuing closed rules and structured 
rules all the time, I do so not just as a 
knee-jerk reaction to what they 
produce in the Rules Committee. I do it 
because usually they do closed rules 
and structured rules to basically stifle 
a deliberative process. They do it to 
shut off debate and to shut out other 
people’s opinions. Quite frankly, the 
majority’s record on rules is abysmal. 

In this case, what we are doing is 
bringing forward something that rep-
resents a bipartisan process. I wish this 
wasn’t an anomaly. I wish that the ma-
jority would understand that, in the 
House of Representatives, the views of 
Democrats are just as important as the 
views of Republicans. If you want to 
get things done, you need to come to-
gether in the spirit of compromise and 
work together for the good of the 
American people, not just for the good 
of one political party, not just so you 
can issue a press release, not just so 
you can play gotcha games, but actu-
ally produce things that are meaning-
ful. 

If the Republican leadership would 
drop their all-or-nothing approach to 
governing more often, support genuine 
bipartisan negotiations and com-
promise, and open up the process on all 
pieces of legislation, both minor and 
substantial, we might be able to get 
something done around here. Maybe we 
could have more than 12 bills of any 
sort of real significance signed into 
law. 

This rule also brings to the floor leg-
islation, I am sad to say, that would do 
irreparable harm to our federally pro-
tected land by allowing a foreign com-
pany the ability to use a half-century- 
old lease to mine right next door to the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness. 

H.R. 3905 would allow a Chilean min-
ing company, which is facing tens of 
millions of dollars in fines from the 
Chilean Government for their failure to 
protect nearby water resources, the 
ability to mine just upstream of pris-
tine U.S.-protected land. 

This is all based on a 50-year-old 
lease—a lease that didn’t go through 
any environmental review because 
NEPA didn’t exist yet. There are Mem-
bers of this Chamber who weren’t even 
born when this lease was signed. 

My colleagues in the majority will 
claim that this bill will help create 
jobs, but what about the 22,000 jobs 
that the local protected land already 
supports? 

What will happen to those jobs when 
the water is so polluted that no one 
can visit the recreational area around 
the mine? 

The truth is, this isn’t about jobs. It 
is about helping a few rich owners of 
mining companies line their pockets at 
the expense of the environment. In 
fact, the recipient of this Republican 
handout is a subsidiary of a Chilean 
company, Antofagasta, which is con-
trolled by Chilean billionaire 
Andronico Luksic Craig. And get this: 
he just happens to be the landlord of 
Ivanka Trump and Jared Kushner, 
President Trump’s daughter and son- 
in-law and senior advisers to the 
Trump White House. 

You cannot make this stuff up. This 
is part of a pattern of sketchy deals 
and questionable business contacts in-
volving the President and his family 
and their closest advisers. 

Earlier this month, we learned that 
President Trump and his family made 
millions through a hotel in Panama fi-
nanced by Colombian drug cartels and 
the Russian Mafia. We still don’t even 
know how these new deals will boost 
President Trump’s income or how his 
family profits off of the Presidency, be-
cause we are 312 days into his Presi-
dency, and we still haven’t seen his tax 
returns. 

Imagine if this were Hillary Clinton. 
Imagine if this were Barack Obama. 
Imagine the screams on the other side 
of the aisle demanding transparency 
and an open process. But when it comes 
to covering up all these sketchy deals 
on behalf of this President of the 
United States, there is silence. 

President Trump promised to drain 
the swamp, but, instead, he has created 
a cesspool. There are so many conflicts 
of interest, this administration is on a 
collision course with corruption. 

Mr. Speaker, we have only 6 legisla-
tive days left before the government 
runs out of money, but the Speaker of 
the House thinks another corporate 
handout, this time to Jared Kushner 
and Ivanka Trump’s landlord, is the 
most pressing issue that needs to be re-
solved in Congress this week. 

If the Speaker wants some sugges-
tions as things we ought to focus on 
this week, I know Democrats in this 
Chamber have a few. I can give you an 
example. 

Democrats think we should be debat-
ing a funding bill to avert the coming 
shutdown on December 8, when the 
temporary spending bill expires. 

Democrats want to debate and pass 
the Dream Act, ending the turmoil this 
President has caused by upending the 
lives of 800,000 young immigrant 
DREAMers and their families. 

Democrats want to extend the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program, 
known as CHIP, and community health 
centers, whose authorization expired 2 
months ago. 

Democrats think we ought to debate 
flood insurance reauthorization, which 
expires on December 8. 

Democrats want to pass additional 
hurricane relief to help those who are 

still recovering from devastating hurri-
canes in Texas, Florida, and Puerto 
Rico. 

Democrats want to address funding 
for the Veterans Choice Program, 
which is set to run out of money before 
the end of the year. 

But instead, here we are, considering 
yet another ridiculous, extreme 
antienvironment bill. 

Mr. Speaker, my friends on the other 
side of the aisle love talking about re-
turning this country to the way it used 
to be. I have seen the Make America 
Great Again stickers on many of their 
cars. 

I can think of no pastime more im-
portant or more significant to our na-
tional heritage and identity than our 
wilderness and protected areas. My 
friends and colleagues who have spent 
time in the Boundary Waters tell me 
how stunning it is. They say it is one of 
the most beautiful places in our coun-
try. And we are going to risk polluting 
this national treasure with copper-sul-
fide acid drainage running into the 
streams that feed the Boundary 
Waters? 

Worse yet, this bill makes these min-
ing leases impossible to ever overturn, 
even should the Bureau of Land Man-
agement conclude its environmental 
assessment and rule against further 
mining in this protected national for-
est. 

This is a slippery slope. If we con-
tinue to allow corporations to pillage 
our federally protected wilderness 
areas, we are opening the door to irre-
versible damage. What is next? Clear- 
cutting in Yellowstone Forest? Oil 
drilling off the coast of Acadia Na-
tional Park? 

Mr. Speaker, I beg my Republican 
friends to drop this assault on our pub-
lic lands and urge the leadership of this 
House to bring up the urgent bills and 
priorities that we need to deal with be-
fore adjourning in less than 3 weeks’ 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this rule and to oppose efforts 
that will further degrade our natural 
resources. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I think it is important 
to be clear about exactly what H.R. 
3905 does. 

H.R. 3905 does not eliminate environ-
mental requirements. In fact, it will 
only allow mining as long as those 
strict environmental requirements are 
met. What it does do is allow Min-
nesota itself to advance its State and 
local economies. 

I applaud my colleague from Massa-
chusetts’ commitment and dedication 
to working together to try and come 
up with solutions about things like, for 
example, funding the government. I 
will just point out that if Democrats 
were, in fact, so dedicated to working 
with Republicans to fund the govern-
ment and to begin to come to a solu-
tion, to come to an agreement, perhaps 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:41 Nov 30, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K29NO7.023 H29NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

B
B

X
C

H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H9481 November 29, 2017 
their leadership would have shown up 
yesterday at the White House to have 
meetings and discussions about funding 
the government. It is awfully hard to 
claim that you are very dedicated and 
committed to that concept if you don’t 
have leaders who show up to the key 
meetings. 

I would also point out, Mr. Speaker, 
my colleague has called our bills and 
our process here ridiculous and ex-
treme. 

b 1300 

I can’t help but note that what is 
truly ridiculous and extreme, Mr. 
Speaker, are the massive increases in 
ObamaCare premiums that my con-
stituents all across Wyoming are now 
facing. 

My constituents are now facing a sit-
uation, because of ObamaCare, because 
of this health plan that was supposed 
to provide coverage for everybody, low- 
cost coverage for everybody, that was 
supposed to guarantee access, guar-
antee if you liked your doctor, you 
could keep him or her, guarantee that 
you would be able to afford healthcare, 
my constituents are now facing pre-
miums that will bankrupt them. 

They are now receiving bills that 
demonstrate that their premiums next 
year, for example, for a retired married 
couple of two, the lowest amount that 
they can pay under the ObamaCare 
Bronze Plan is $2,700 a month. Now, 
that is absolutely unsustainable, and 
that is what is ridiculous and extreme. 

What we are doing today is making 
sure that we pass legislation that reau-
thorizes the important brownfields pro-
gram that restores rights to the State 
of Minnesota. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
MCKINLEY), the sponsor of H.R. 3017. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the rule on H.R. 
3017, the Brownfields Enhancement, 
Economic Redevelopment and Reau-
thorization Act of 2017. I am proud to 
be the sponsor of this bill, which has 
broad bipartisan support, as you have 
been hearing about. It will reauthorize 
the very successful EPA program, 
brownfields program, for the first time 
since it was enacted. 

Like my colleague Mr. WOODALL said 
last night in the Rules Committee, 
even though the brownfields site pro-
gram is something that we all support, 
and brownfields is something we all 
have in our districts, working out the 
details of legislation like this is not 
easy, but the fact that we are here 
today with a compromise bipartisan 
bill and no amendment speaks volumes 
of how much support there is for H.R. 
3017 and the brownfields program. 

There is no dispute that the EPA 
brownfields program has been a suc-
cess. As you just heard from the gen-
tlewoman from Wyoming, the program 
has resulted in over 27,000 properties 
being reassessed to start them on this 
road to being cleaned up, and it has re-
sulted in over 129,000 new jobs. 

Over the life of the program, the Fed-
eral dollars invested have resulted in 
over $25 billion in leveraged private in-
vestment. This is a program we all 
should support, and we all should en-
courage our colleagues on the Appro-
priations Committee to fully fund this 
program in the future. 

I have confidence that H.R. 3017 will 
make the brownfields program even 
more successful, and I urge my col-
leagues to be in support of the rule and 
to vote for the bill on final passage. 

I want to thank my committee chair-
man, JOHN SHIMKUS, for his work and 
the staff’s work in bringing this bill to-
gether in a fine, compromised fashion. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to just re-
spond to my colleague from Wyoming, 
you know, when she raised the issue of 
why our Democratic leaders didn’t 
show up to the meeting at the White 
House. Maybe she didn’t catch the 
President’s tweet in which the Presi-
dent made it very clear he didn’t see a 
deal. 

I am glad our leaders didn’t show up 
because they are not props, and we in 
the minority are not props either to be 
rolled out, to give the appearance of bi-
partisanship or give the appearance 
that somehow you are working with us 
when, in fact, you are not. 

The President showed his hand. He 
had no interest in a deal, no interest in 
working with us. And I would say that 
is one of the problems in this House of 
Representatives, that the reason why 
we are not more productive in getting 
things done and producing real legisla-
tion to help the American people is be-
cause there is no bipartisanship, very 
little. I made one exception to the 
issue on this brownfields legislation, 
but on the big bills, nothing. 

The gentlewoman brought up the Af-
fordable Care Act. You know, what was 
her solution to the Affordable Care 
Act? What was the Republican major-
ity’s solution to making the Affordable 
Care Act better? I mean, bringing a bill 
to the floor under the most closed proc-
ess that you can possibly imagine, a 
bill that would throw 23 million Ameri-
cans off of health insurance, what are 
my friends thinking? 

When people talk about healthcare 
reform and improving the Affordable 
Care Act, they talk about lowering 
prices; they talk about more accessi-
bility; they talk about more people 
getting coverage. What the Repub-
licans brought to the floor was a bill 
that would throw 23 million Americans 
off of health insurance. That is their 
solution. That would take away essen-
tial benefits protection for people who 
desperately need health insurance to 
deal with this opiate crisis and a whole 
bunch of other things. 

So we don’t want any lectures about 
what is extreme and what is ridiculous 
in this House of Representatives. The 
way the majority conducts business in 
this House is extreme and ridiculous. 
The legislation, whether it is their at-

tempt to repeal the Affordable Care 
Act or even this tax bill that is a give-
away to corporate special interests and 
is going to raise taxes on people earn-
ing $100,000, that is extreme, that is 
wrong. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would just say to 
my Republican friends, again, you 
know, if you want to get things done, if 
you want to work with us, you have 
got to treat us as more than just props. 
You have to enter into good faith nego-
tiations. And I would say, if you did 
that, we actually might get some 
things done around here that might 
improve the quality of life for every-
body in this country. 

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

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I would 
just note, in response to my friend and 
colleague from Massachusetts, that if 
the gentleman’s leaders are so fragile 
that they are scared off by a tweet, 
then probably they need some new 
leaders. And I don’t suspect that his ar-
gument really is they couldn’t go to 
the meeting because they were scared 
because of a tweet. 

We do need to work together to get 
things done. We are hard at work doing 
that. 

In that regard, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SHIMKUS), the chairman of the En-
vironment Subcommittee, who oversaw 
this bill. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman and my good friend, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, for the kind words. 

What we did here was simple. It is 
not always simple to get through the 
legislative process, but what we at-
tempted to do was reauthorize a bill 
that hadn’t been authorized. Appro-
priated dollars were being spent. 

It has been the focus of the Repub-
lican Congress to make sure we reau-
thorize programs, and we do that to fix 
things that have gone wrong over the 
years or because a changing environ-
ment has occurred. 

The last time the bill was really au-
thorized was 2002. Fast-forward 15 
years, there are things changed. The 
authorization amount was set. We ac-
tually spent more than the authoriza-
tion amount. 

People love this program, but we 
have got to update it to the modern 
day, and we need to fix some of the 
items. Those are reflected in this bill, 
and I appreciate the Rules Committee 
hearing the debate, addressing some of 
the concerns, and deciding that this 
bill can come to the floor. As it was 
stated, no amendments were offered to 
debate on this floor, which I think is a 
great process. 

Simply put, I have a friend from 
Houston, Texas, who is very proud of 
the Houston Astros, and he will cite 
Minute Maid Park. Minute Maid Park 
is on a brownfields. So if you looked at 
the World Series and you saw that 
beautiful facility, well, that is the re-
sult of the brownfields program that 
we are now trying to update and fix. 
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The stats are pretty clear. I mean, 

you get a $16 return for every dollar we 
put in at the Federal level. That is a 
great return on investment. Jobs are 
increased by every projection, and even 
local land values around the 
brownfields, the property values in-
crease around them. This and more will 
be debated and discussed when we bring 
the bill to the floor tomorrow. This 
rule helps us do that. 

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

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, one 
other thing I will end on, and I know 
we will have a lot of debate and frus-
tration and controversy, but this did 
go through regular order. We had a 
hearing. We had a subcommittee mark. 
As Mr. MCGOVERN mentioned, we had a 
full committee mark. We invested with 
our Democratic colleagues—they 
brought some ideas; some were accept-
ed; some were rejected; some of the 
ones that we had they rejected—and we 
have a pretty good product to bring as 
part of this rule. 

I would ask my colleagues to support 
the rule so we can bring the bill to the 
floor, and I thank my colleagues on the 
Rules Committee for making it hap-
pen. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I just want to again re-
spond to my colleague from Wyoming 
when she again raised the issue as to 
why our leaders didn’t show up to the 
White House. It is not because they 
have a fragile ego. It is because they 
didn’t want to waste their time. It is 
because they didn’t want to be a prop 
or just be there for a photo op. It is be-
cause they are actually focused on try-
ing to do the people’s business, and 
they are tired of the gamesmanship. 

If the gentlewoman wants to talk 
about fragile egos, I would suggest that 
she observe the behavior of the man 
who is in the Oval Office. I mean, this 
is a guy who will get into a Twitter 
war with a basketball player’s father. 

I would say that, and I would just re-
spectfully urge my Republican col-
leagues, now is the time for an inter-
vention because we have serious busi-
ness to deal with in this country: there 
are issues of war and peace; there are 
issues of domestic security; there are 
issues of economic security that we 
have to deal with; and instead, we are 
dealing with constant nonsense coming 
out of the White House. So it is time 
for the Republican majority to inter-
vene and to say to the President, 
‘‘Enough is enough.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, you know, for weeks, 
tax experts have been reporting that 
the Republican tax plans would raise 
taxes on millions of middle class fami-
lies in order to cut taxes for the 
wealthy and corporations. Their pro-
posed legislation may directly benefit 
President Trump and his family mem-
bers to the tune of tens of millions of 

dollars, according to independent anal-
yses. President Trump has denied this, 
stating that he would be a bigger loser 
if the House GOP tax bill is approved. 

Well, without his tax returns, we 
simply have no way of knowing exactly 
how much President Trump stands to 
gain from the tax bill. The American 
people deserve to know whether or not 
our President is directly benefiting 
from legislation that would hurt mil-
lions of Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to bring up Represent-
ative ESHOO’s bill, H.R. 305, which 
would require Presidents and major 
party nominees for the Presidency to 
release their tax returns. 

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

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, as I 

stated earlier, there are so many con-
flicts of interest in this administra-
tion, and especially with this Presi-
dent. This administration is on a colli-
sion course with corruption. It is time 
for Democrats and Republicans to 
stand up and to be united and to de-
mand a little sunshine on what the re-
ality is. 

To discuss our proposal, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ESHOO). 

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

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding time to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the rule, and I urge my colleagues to 
defeat the previous question so that 
the House can vote on my bipartisan 
legislation, the Presidential Tax Trans-
parency Act. This bill codifies the 
longstanding, bipartisan tradition of 
Presidents and Presidential nominees 
disclosing their tax return information 
to the American people. 

The Republican majority and the 
President are currently working in 
overdrive to pass a distorted tax bill 
that will raise the taxes on 82 million 
middle class families. It takes one’s 
breath away. 

I and many others have spoken at 
length about the harm this bill will do 
to the middle class, from targeting the 
mortgage interest deduction, to raising 
the cost of higher education and grad-
uate school for student loans, to lim-
iting the deductibility of State and 
local taxes. And, at a time when our 
country is recovering from several nat-
ural disasters, including major 
wildfires in California where 14,000 
Californians have lost their homes, the 
House-passed bill eliminates the deduc-
tion for personal property losses result-
ing from natural disasters, which I find 
to be especially cruel. 

While it is very clear that the Repub-
lican tax bill will harm the middle 
class, it is less clear how the bill will 
benefit one taxpayer in particular, if he 
pays any taxes: the President of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. Trump is the wealthiest Presi-
dent in our Nation’s history, but he is 
also the only President, going back to 
Gerald Ford and all Presidents moving 
forward who voluntarily put out their 
tax returns—he is the only one—to 
refuse to release his tax returns, a 
lapse in disclosure that is made all the 
more troubling given his all-out push 
for tax cuts for the wealthiest at the 
expense of the middle class and others 
in our country. 
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How can Americans have any con-
fidence in what is going on? They are 
not fools. They understand that we are 
swimming around in conflicts of inter-
est, and nothing is being done about it. 

Today, Republicans have an oppor-
tunity. And while we cannot know ex-
actly how the Republican tax bill will 
benefit the President, until he releases 
his tax returns, we can be sure that 
this tax bill, which is skewed toward 
the top 1 percent, will benefit the bil-
lionaire Commander in Chief and his 
family. What an example for the Amer-
ican people. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California. 

Ms. ESHOO. The Republican tax bill 
cuts the tax rate for so-called pass- 
through businesses, which is how many 
of the Trump family’s businesses are 
structured, including hotels, golf 
courses, and real estate developments. 
Specifically, the tax rate for passive 
business income, which is derived from 
licensing, royalties, and other arrange-
ments that the Trump organization 
specializes in, will be cut from 39.6 per-
cent to 25 percent in the Republican 
tax scam bill. 

That same bill also repeals the alter-
native minimum tax, which we know 
from Mr. Trump’s leaked 2005 tax re-
turn forced him to pay an additional 
$26 million in taxes that year. Without 
the AMT, he is completely off the hook 
and would, essentially, have a measly 3 
percent effective tax rate: another 
great example for the American people. 
It is no wonder they don’t trust Wash-
ington, D.C. 

Lastly, the Republican tax bill dou-
bles the estate tax exemption to $22 
million, and guess who wins again? Mr. 
Trump. 

Mr. Speaker, only with full disclo-
sure of the President’s tax returns will 
we know how much he and his family 
will benefit from this Republican tax 
scam. That is why I urge my colleagues 
to stand up for transparency, listen to 
the will of the American people, and 
vote on this bipartisan legislation. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, my colleagues on the 

other side of the aisle have a very 
tough job. They have to argue for poli-
cies that have failed and argue for poli-
cies that we have actually had to live 
through the failure of those policies 
over the last 8 years. 

My colleague on the Rules Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN), asked us to 
imagine if Hillary Clinton were Presi-
dent, and imagine if Barack Obama 
were President. Mr. Speaker, we don’t 
have to imagine. We lived through 
Barack Obama’s Presidency. We know 
that we would be, today, living through 
completely stagnant growth, a stran-
gled military unable to meet its com-
mitments around the world, out-of-con-
trol Federal agencies, a Federal Gov-
ernment that believed it had an obliga-
tion to run every aspect of people’s 
lives across this country, and, at the 
same time, the Federal Government 
telling people that they were forced to 
purchase insurance they didn’t want 
and they didn’t need. 

We know that has failed. We know 
that the whole system that the Demo-
crats believed would work, in terms of 
bringing healthcare costs down, fun-
damentally failed. You cannot force 
people into the insurance pools. The 
concept was, if you forced the young, 
healthy people in, you would drop costs 
down for everybody. That is not what 
happened. 

I have sympathy for them because it 
is a tough job that they are under-
taking, but it is very important that 
we argue based on the facts on this 
floor, Mr. Speaker. In fact, the tax bill 
that I hope will come back from the 
Senate—the tax bill that we passed out 
of the House, and one that we will take 
to conference—reduces taxes for the 
middle class, reduces taxes for families 
all across this country, doubles the 
standard deduction, and takes steps to-
wards making real what we know to be 
true, which is taxpayer dollars don’t 
belong to the government, Mr. Speak-
er, taxpayer dollars belong to the 
American people. 

If we allow people to keep more of 
their own money, they will invest that 
money, they will grow our economy, 
and they will create jobs. That is how 
we are going to get this economy grow-
ing and continue the expansion and 
economic growth that we have seen 
just since this President came into of-
fice. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
LEWIS). 

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I sincerely hope that our friends on 
the other side of the aisle will soon get 
over their obsession with the 2016 elec-
tion and actually work with the major-
ity on genuine tax reform, genuine 
healthcare reform, and, of course, Con-
gressman EMMER’s good bill from Min-
nesota, H.R. 3905, which I am proud to 
stand up and support today, to expand 
employment opportunities for my 
home State of Minnesota. 

Employers in the mining, energy, in-
frastructure, and manufacturing indus-
tries have been struggling to invest in 
projects and employees over the last 8 
years. 

In fact, when a business finally fig-
ures out a way to go forward, deter-
mining the economic feasibility of a 
project, and decides to invest, then the 
Federal Government comes in and 
changes the rules, forcing them back to 
square one. Minnesota is all too famil-
iar with this process. 

Last-ditch Federal, bureaucratic de-
cisions are costing our citizens thou-
sands of well-paying jobs, our commu-
nities tax revenue, and our State edu-
cational systems funding, and is cost-
ing many Minnesotans their way of 
life. 

Over the past 100 years, Congress has 
studied and voted on where mining 
should and should not take place. Min-
nesota has a proud history of pro-
tecting the State’s natural beauty, 
while also encouraging safe mining, 
providing jobs for our citizens, espe-
cially in the northeastern part of the 
State. That is why they call it the Iron 
Range. 

We now have private companies that 
are willing to invest in Minnesota, em-
ploy our constituents, and grow our 
communities. And what has the Fed-
eral Government done? They put up a 
road block, without congressional in-
tent or input. 

The Federal Government is proposing 
to unilaterally ban mineral exploration 
and development on 235,000 acres of 
land that was meant to provide jobs in 
our State. 

Mr. Speaker, Congressman EMMER’s 
bill does not undo environmental stud-
ies, the bill does not fast-track mining, 
and it doesn’t even approve a mine. It 
is simply a vote to let the State of 
Minnesota review and approve mining 
operations, based on each individual’s 
projects, merits, and impacts. 

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

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman. 

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. That is 
why the Laborers’ International Union 
of North America, International Union 
of Operating Engineers, Associated 
General Contractors of Minnesota, 
Jobs for Minnesotans Coalition, North 
America’s Building Trades Union, and 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America, to name a few, sup-
port the bill. 

Congress has always respected what 
activities should be allowed to occur in 
the several States. This legislation 
makes certain the public and the State 
of Minnesota retain that authority. 

That is why I am proud to vote in 
favor of this rule and eventual passage 
of the MINER Act that allows Minneso-
tans more opportunity. 

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

Mr. Speaker, my colleague from Wy-
oming talks about this great tax bill 
that the Republicans have proposed. I 

would call her attention to an article 
in Politico/Morning Consult today, 
which said that 8 percent of Americans 
believe that the Senate should take the 
Republican House-passed tax bill and 
enact it as-is—8 percent. I don’t know 
how much lower you can get. 

I thought my friend’s healthcare bill 
had terrible ratings. I think it was like 
17 percent of the American people sup-
ported it. I don’t know how she can 
walk around and be proud of what she 
is trying to do here when the vast ma-
jority of the people don’t want what 
you are selling. They believe that these 
policies will be harmful. 

We are supposed to be the House of 
Representatives—the people’s House— 
not the House of corporations, to give 
out special deals to mining companies, 
or to pass tax bills that benefit cor-
porations at the expense of middle 
class families, or to pass healthcare re-
form that is a giveaway to insurance 
companies and rips away health cov-
erage from millions and millions of 
people. I mean, come on. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said, we believe in 
transparency on this side of the aisle, 
and we need to know what is behind 
some of these proposes in this tax bill, 
to find out who is benefiting and who is 
not. We know a lot of middle class fam-
ilies will not benefit. They are going to 
see their taxes increase. But we would 
like to know whether or not this Presi-
dent is going to benefit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY). 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Massachusetts for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to offer a 
special welcome to the President of the 
United States as he visits my home 
State of Missouri, which has a great 
need for brownfield remediation. 

I understand that President Trump’s 
visit will focus on the indefensible, 
reckless Republican tax scam that will 
raise taxes on millions of middle class 
families. It will rob seniors, punish stu-
dents, weaken higher education, strip 
healthcare coverage away from 13 mil-
lion Americans, and explode the debt 
by charging an additional $1.4 trillion 
on the national credit card. 

Mr. Speaker, the majority likes to 
talk about family values, and there is 
no doubt that extremely wealthy fami-
lies, like President Trump’s, will reap 
millions from your GOP tax scam. 

But what about real Americans who 
will pay more and get less? 

I would like President Trump to 
show me why he wants to raise taxes 
on over 320,000 middle class families in 
Missouri. I would like President Trump 
to show me why he wants to bury 
255,000 Missouri students, who hold stu-
dent loans, even deeper in debt by 
eliminating the deduction for student 
loan interest. I would like President 
Trump to show me why he wants to 
harm 165,000 seriously ill Missouri tax-
payers, who will no longer be able to 
deduct medical expenses. And I would 
like him to show me why, when asked 
about the State level impact of the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:41 Nov 30, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K29NO7.029 H29NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

B
B

X
C

H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH9484 November 29, 2017 
Trump-GOP tax scam, even the Repub-
lican chairman of the Missouri House 
Budget Committee, State Representa-
tive Scott Fitzpatrick of Shell Knob, 
told the St. Louis Post-Dispatch on No-
vember 9: ‘‘We cannot have a billion- 
dollar hole blown in the budget. We 
cannot afford that.’’ 

I would like President Trump to 
show me why he wants to impose dou-
ble taxation on every Missouri tax-
payer, who will no longer be able to de-
duct State and local income taxes. 

And I would like him to show me why 
he wants to weaken Medicare by rob-
bing it of over $25 billion over the next 
10 years to help pay for tax cuts for bil-
lionaires. 

And, finally, I would like President 
Trump to show me how he intends to 
ever look middle class families in the 
face again when he promised to lower 
taxes for every American. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield an addi-
tional 15 seconds to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. CLAY. Instead, this shameful 
GOP tax scam will ensure that the 
haves will have more, and everyone 
else will pay for it. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 31⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. EMMER), the sponsor of 
H.R. 3905. 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, today’s 
debate on H.R. 3905, Minnesota’s Eco-
nomic Rights in the Superior National 
Forest Act, also known as the MINER 
Act, is not just important to the great 
State of Minnesota: this legislation is 
critically important to the United 
States. 

The MINER Act will reverse the mis-
guided last minute actions of the 
Obama administration to stop any ex-
ploration of one of the most valuable 
precious metal deposits in the world. 
The MINER Act will ensure that the 
people of Minnesota will have the op-
portunity for jobs and economic pros-
perity that would come if the deposit 
can ever be mined in an environ-
mentally safe and responsible manner. 

The MINER Act will renew the Fed-
eral Government’s commitment and 
promise to the citizens of Minnesota. 
When the Superior National Forest was 
created in 1909, and later when the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area was es-
tablished in 1978, there was an express 
agreement between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the State of Minnesota 
that mining and logging could continue 
in the Superior National Forest. 
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In fact, according to the most recent 
Superior National Forest Land and Re-
source Management Plan, mining and 
logging are considered desirable condi-
tions in the forest. 

This is about more than 10,000 jobs, 
which are now at risk because of the 
lameduck actions of the Obama admin-
istration. This is about billions of dol-
lars in revenue for Minnesota’s econ-

omy and billions more in potential edu-
cation funding for Minnesota’s schools 
that are now on the line. 

This is also about strategically im-
portant metals and minerals, which are 
used by Americans every day. The 
MINER Act, again, is about protecting 
Minnesota’s right to explore and, if en-
vironmentally appropriate, to mine 
valuable precious metals—precious 
metals that are not only necessary to 
our everyday technology, but which 
are critically important to our Na-
tion’s national defense. 

There are some who would like to 
deny Minnesota the right to explore 
and potentially mine these precious 
metals. They argue that any mining 
activity could negatively impact our 
beloved Boundary Waters Canoe Area 
Wilderness. This concern, however, ig-
nores the fact that if a mine is ever 
proposed—and one has not, but if one is 
ever proposed—in the Superior Na-
tional Forest, it would have to satisfy 
all current local, State, and Federal 
environmental review and permitting 
requirements before it could ever be 
approved to proceed. 

We can and we will protect the 
Boundary Waters. I have no doubt we 
could find a way to preserve Min-
nesota’s pristine landscape without 
permanently destroying any future job 
creation or economic development in 
Minnesota. 

By passing the MINER Act today, we 
protect thousands of jobs and billions 
of dollars in revenue and education 
funding while leaving an extensive 
process intact to protect and preserve 
the environment and our State. 

In conclusion, I encourage all of my 
colleagues to support the MINER Act, 
because we know that someday some-
one might find a way to mine these im-
portant precious metals in a safe and 
environmentally responsible way. And 
if that happens, Minnesota deserves the 
opportunity and the jobs and economic 
prosperity that will ensue. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the rule and the underlying bill. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter from Minnesota Governor 
Mark Dayton in opposition to H.R. 
3905. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
OFFICE OF GOVERNOR MARK DAYTON, 

Saint Paul, MN, November 27, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: I write in strong op-
position to HR3905, which I understand has 
passed out of Committee and is being re-
viewed by House Majority Leadership for a 
floor vote. I implore you not to schedule a 
vote on this bill without a full vetting of the 
serious risks to the Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area Wilderness from adjacent copper-nickel 
mining, the status of the two-year federal 
study currently underway, and the wishes of 
the majority of Minnesotans, who oppose 
copper-nickel mining in the immediate vi-
cinity of the Boundary Waters. 

HR3905 is a bill, ‘‘To require congressional 
approval of any mineral withdrawal or 

monument designation involving the Na-
tional Forest System lands in the State of 
Minnesota, to provide for the renewal of cer-
tain mineral leases in such lands, and for 
other purposes.’’ HR3905 was introduced in 
response to the desires of a foreign mining 
company to use Congress to circumvent the 
deliberations of the U.S. Departments of In-
terior and Agriculture and their agencies, 
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and 
the U.S. Forest Service (USFS), to determine 
whether copper-nickel mining can be con-
ducted safely in this ecologically sensitive 
part of Minnesota. 

The Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness (BCWAW) is America’s most popular na-
tional Wilderness Area, drawing visitors 
from all over the world to Northeastern Min-
nesota to fish, hunt, and experience its inter-
connected pristine lakes, rivers and streams. 
Additionally, the BWCAW contributes enor-
mously to Minnesota’s social and economic 
well-being. 

In January, 2017, the BLM and the USFS 
began a comprehensive two-year study to de-
termine whether copper-nickel mining, with 
its toxic by-product, sulfide ore, is appro-
priate within the watershed and immediate 
vicinity of the BWCA. Specifically, this envi-
ronmental review will determine whether 
the Superior National Forest lands next to 
the BWCAW should be removed from the fed-
eral mining program to protect the Wilder-
ness from pollution and other environmental 
degradation caused by the resulting sulfide 
ore. The study considers a wide variety of 
factors, including scientific evidence, public 
input, economic considerations, ecological 
characteristics, and recreational value, 
among others. 

I respectfully ask that you allow the com-
pletion of this important review process. 
Over 126,000 Americans have submitted pub-
lic comments as part of it. Many attended 
three public meetings conducted earlier this 
year by the BLM and USFS. Moving HR3905 
forward at this time would disregard the 
input of all Americans, who have partici-
pated in the process, as well as the views of 
the 79 percent of Minnesotans, who favor the 
two-year pause and environmental review of 
potential impacts to the BWCAW. 

The BWCAW is crucially important to our 
state, and I believe strongly that future fed-
eral and state decisions about its future 
should be made only after the most careful 
and objective scientific review. I urge you to 
reject the attempts by a foreign mining cor-
poration to short-circuit the review process 
underway, and to affirm the importance of a 
careful, objective analysis under the existing 
federal legal framework. 

Continuing this review process is the best 
way to allow for well-informed federal and 
state decisions, which will affect many fu-
ture generations of Americans. Industry 
should not dictate the stewardship of tax-
payer-owned public lands, nor use Congress 
to short-circuit sound decision-making—es-
pecially regarding pristine Wilderness Areas 
like the BWCAW. 

Sincerely, 
MARK DAYTON, 

Governor. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I also 
include in the RECORD a letter from the 
Sportsmen for the Boundary Waters in 
opposition to the bill; a letter from the 
National Parks Conservation Associa-
tion; and a letter from the Girl Scouts 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin Lakes and 
Pines in opposition to this bill. 
SPORTSMEN FOR THE BOUNDARY WATERS, 

Ely, MN, November 29, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our 

millions of members and supporters, we urge 
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you to OPPOSE H.R. 3905, the so-called 
‘‘Minnesota’s Economic Rights in the Supe-
rior National Forest Act’’ when it is consid-
ered on the House floor. 

Simply put, H.R. 3905 is a bill to allow sul-
fide-ore mining at the edge of the Boundary 
Water Canoe Area Wilderness (BWCAW), di-
rectly threatening one of America’s most ac-
cessible and most-visited wilderness areas. 
At 1.1 million acres in size, the BWCAW is 
the largest wilderness east of the Rockies 
and north of the Everglades. This inter-
connected system of lakes, rivers, and 
streams provides unparalleled opportunities 
for solitude, recreation, hunting and fishing. 
The connections between Northern Min-
nesota’s national forests, Boundary Water 
Canoe Area Wilderness, Voyageurs National 
Park, and Quetico Provincial Park makes 
this entire trans boundary area extremely 
susceptible to the threat of pollution from 
sulfide-ore mining, one of the most toxic in-
dustries in America, according to the EPA. 

H.R. 3905 would require congressional ap-
proval of any mineral withdrawal or monu-
ment designation involving National Forest 
System lands in the State of Minnesota and 
would provide for the perpetual renewal of 
federal mineral leases in Minnesota, includ-
ing two that were denied by the Forest Serv-
ice and the Bureau of Land Management. 
The bill undermines the Antiquities Act, Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act, Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act, Boundary 
Waters Wilderness Act, and other laws regu-
lating mineral leasing in Minnesota’s na-
tional forests. 

Contrary to the bill’s title, H.R. 3905 would 
do more harm than good for the economy of 
Northern Minnesota. Economic analysis by 
Key-Log Economics LLC shows that sulfide- 
ore mining on Superior National Forest 
lands in the watershed of the Boundary 
Waters could lead to the loss of nearly 5,000 
jobs in tourism, 5,000 to 22,000 jobs in the rest 
of the economy, a $1.6 billion loss in annual 
income, and a $500 million reduction in pri-
vate property values. 

Specifically, we urge opposition to this bill 
because it would: 

Renew two expired and undeveloped min-
eral leases on Superior National Forest lands 
next to the Boundary Waters and along lakes 
and rivers that flow directly into the Wilder-
ness, advancing a foreign mining company’s 
interests at the expense of beloved American 
public lands. 

Void the December 2016 record of decision 
by the Forest Service withholding its con-
sent to two mineral lease renewal requests in 
the Superior National Forest due to the un-
acceptable risks to this watershed, which ac-
cording to the Forest Service holds 20 per-
cent of the National Forest System’s fresh 
water supply. 

Undermine the National Environmental 
Policy Act by limiting review of these two 
mineral leases to a 30-day environmental as-
sessment. Contrary to the bill language, 
there is no ‘pending EA.’ However, this sec-
tion would override the ongoing two-year 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) ini-
tiated by the Forest Service and Bureau of 
Land Management to carefully consider the 
potential impacts of sulfide-ore mining on 
the Boundary Waters watershed. The ongo-
ing EIS is strongly supported by Minnesota’s 
Governor Dayton and by the citizens of Min-
nesota. More than 79% of Minnesota voters 
support the study, while more than 126,000 
citizens submitted comments during the 
scoping phase. 

Amend the 1906 Antiquities Act by man-
dating Congressional approval for any na-
tional monument designations in Min-
nesota’s national forests. The Antiquities 
Act is a bipartisan conservation law, which 
has been used by Presidents of both parties, 

to protect irreplaceable federal lands from 
potential threats. Monument designation 
under the Antiquities Act have provided pro-
tections for areas including the Grand Can-
yon, Acadia, Zion, Muir Woods, and Olympic 
National Parks. Quite simply, this attack on 
the Antiquities Act is an attack against our 
national parks and monuments. 

Amend the 1976 Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act (FLPMA) by mandating 
Congressional approval for mineral with-
drawals in Minnesota’s national forests. Ad-
ditionally, FLPMA intentionally left intact 
the presidential power to protect public 
lands as monuments. 

Bar the Forest Service from complying 
with its legal obligations under the 1978 
Boundary Waters Wilderness Act. In this Act 
Congress requires the Forest Service to 
maintain the high-water quality of the 
Boundary Waters and a Mining Protection 
Area within the Superior National Forest. 
The Forest Service concluded that sulfide- 
ore mining near the Boundary Waters would 
be ‘‘contrary to Congress’ determination 
that it is necessary to ‘protect the special 
qualities of the [BWCAW] as a natural forest- 
lakeland wilderness ecosystem of major es-
thetic, scientific, recreational and edu-
cational value to the Nation.’ ’’ 

Make all mineral leases on Minnesota’s na-
tional forests essentially perpetual. The ‘per-
petual’ nature of these leases is material 
change in long-standing mineral leasing law 
and policy. The bill would also override the 
two laws (1946 and 1950) on mineral leasing in 
Minnesota’s national forests that require 
Forest Service consent to any mining. 

Ignore the request of the International 
Joint Commission that environmental re-
view of impacts on trans boundary water 
quality and cumulative effects be studied 
and the requests of four tribal entities (the 
area is Ceded Territory). 

Thank you for considering our concerns. In 
order to adequately protect iconic places 
like the Boundary Waters, Voyageurs Na-
tional Park, and all of Minnesota’s public 
lands, and bedrock environmental laws like 
the Antiquities Act and the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, we urge you to OP-
POSE H.R. 3905. 

Sincerely, 
Backcountry Hunters & Anglers, Na-

tional Wildlife Federation, Theodore 
Roosevelt Conservation Partnership, 
Fly Fishers International, Minnesota 
Division Izaak Walton League of Amer-
ica, American Fly Fishing Trade Asso-
ciation, Pope and Young Club, 
keepitpublic.org. 

NATIONAL PARKS 
CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION, 

Washington, DC, November 6, 2017. 
Oppose H.R. 3905: Minnesota’s Economic 

Rights in the Superior National Forest 
Act. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: Since 1919, the Na-
tional Parks Conservation Association 
(NPCA) has been the leading voice of the 
American people in protecting and enhanc-
ing our National Park System. On behalf of 
our more than 1.3 million members and sup-
porters nationwide, I urge you to oppose H.R. 
3905: Minnesota’s Economic Rights in the Su-
perior National Forest Act when it is re-
viewed at a markup by the Natural Re-
sources Committee on Tuesday and Wednes-
day, November 7th and 8th. 

NPCA strongly opposes this legislation as 
it undermines two decisions made by the 
U.S. Forest Service and the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) regarding harmful sul-
fide-ore copper mining within the watershed 
of the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness and Voyageurs National Park. The leg-

islation also carves out a special exception 
for Minnesota from protective provisions of 
the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act (FLPMA) and the Antiquities Act. 

H.R. 3905 threatens the decision-making 
process already set in motion by the Forest 
Service to consider a twenty-year mineral 
withdrawal within the Superior National 
Forest in the Rainy River watershed. These 
public lands lie upstream of two prized and 
federally-protected areas, the Boundary 
Waters Wilderness and Voyageurs National 
Park. Both areas are easily threatened by 
pollutants from mining activities in this wa-
tershed given the exclusive drainage into 
their waters. Tens of thousands of people 
have already submitted comments on this 
matter and over 2,000 have participated in 
agency-sponsored listening sessions. This 
legislation could erase the remarkable out-
pouring of public support for clean water and 
public lands, and set a precedent for legis-
lating a decision that could counter what 
our federal agencies and public want. 

The legislation also threatens the BLM’s 
decision, with advice from the Forest Serv-
ice, not to renew two mineral leases on the 
edge of the Boundary Waters Wilderness held 
by Twin Metals Minnesota. Although the 
language of the legislation is unclear, it is 
possible its intent is to restrain Forest Serv-
ice and BLM discretion on lease renewals 
while reinstating the Twin Metals leases. 
Congress has granted discretion to the For-
est Service and BLM to assess the cir-
cumstances and surrounding environment of 
any mineral lease application, including ap-
plications for lease renewals. Based on this 
discretion, both agencies have determined 
that this region is too vulnerable for this 
type of risky mining, a type of mining never 
before allowed in Minnesota. Twin Metals 
would operate in the northeastern part of 
the state upstream of the Boundary Waters 
Wilderness that hosts some of cleanest water 
in America, and Voyageurs National Park, 
which encompasses over 84,000 acres of water 
relied upon by many native species. 

NPCA also strongly objects to carving out 
a special exception for Minnesota from the 
protective provisions of the Antiquities Act 
and FLPMA. The Antiquities Act allows the 
president to establish national monuments 
on federal lands already owned by all Ameri-
cans. Nearly every president since 1906 (eight 
republicans and eight democrats) has used 
the Antiquities Act as a bipartisan conserva-
tion tool to protect our nation’s history and 
culture. The bill would eliminate this au-
thority on federal lands in Minnesota, mak-
ing it only the second state declared off-lim-
its for national monuments declared by pres-
idential proclamation. To carve out excep-
tions from this law is nothing short of a be-
trayal to the American people and the land 
and history we’ve spent generations pro-
tecting. 

FLPMA establishes the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior to withdraw land 
from leasing for up to twenty years. Any 
final Forest Service and BLM decision to 
move forward with a twenty-year mineral 
withdrawal would be based on a thorough, 
science-based process through the National 
Environmental Policy Act. H.R. 3905 would 
eliminate this authority solely for Min-
nesota, alone among the fifty states, and un-
dermine the ability of the agencies to do 
their job, as appointed by Congress. 

Thank you for considering our views on 
this important legislation. Please reject H.R. 
3905 during this week’s markup. 

Sincerely, 
ANI KAME’ENUI, 

Director, Legislation and Policy. 
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GIRL SCOUTS OF MINNESOTA AND 

WISCONSIN LAKES AND PINES, 
November 26, 2017. 

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: I am writing 
to request you vote no on HR 3905, which is 
a bill that would stop a 2-year Forest Service 
study of environmental, economic, and so-
cial risks to the Boundary Waters from sul-
fide-ore copper mining on Superior National 
Forest lands in the headwaters of the Bound-
ary Waters Canoe Area. 

For over fifty years, Northern Lakes Canoe 
Base has offered wilderness canoe trips in 
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness 
(BWCAW). I guided Girl Scout canoe trips for 
five years and have directed our wilderness 
program for 7 years and am writing this let-
ter to describe the strengths of this program 
to you and to underscore the fact that this 
one-of-a-kind program cannot exist any-
where other than the Boundary Waters. 

Girls who come on our canoe trips may 
have had basic camping and canoeing experi-
ences, but few have experience in wilderness 
travel. We typically serve 150–200 girls a 
summer. 

In general, girls travel in wilderness areas 
less than boys. Even in 2017, girls are taught 
to think that the outdoors is no place for a 
girl because it is hard work, dirty, and going 
to the mall is just much easier. We teach 
teenage girls, in a girl-only environment, 
that their individual strength and the power 
of teamwork is far greater than they ever 
imagined. They also learn that hard-work 
and dirt is part of the fun on a Boundary 
Waters canoe trip, and they leave with an 
appreciation for the beauty of wilderness and 
an understanding of the challenges they now 
know they can overcome. Girl Scout wilder-
ness canoe trips bring out the best in teen-
age girls; we see how creative, hardworking, 
and kind they can be to each other. It 
doesn’t take much imagination to believe 
that these traits will follow them back to 
their everyday life. 

We are a high quality, affordable program 
and pride ourselves in our thriftiness. We use 
our canoes for 20+ seasons and packs and 
paddles summer after summer. We do this so 
we can serve girls from all economic back-
grounds, including local iron range and Na-
tive American communities. 

For years we have received feedback from 
participants crediting their Boundary 
Waters experience for continued, life-long 
growth. Our program cannot exist some-
where other than the Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness. No other place on 
earth offers the perfect combination of ac-
cessibility and high adventure that the 
BWCAW offers. Many of our participants 
drive to Ely from Chicago, Milwaukee, and 
Minneapolis. Many others fly to Minneapolis 
and then rent a car to get to Ely. Unlike 
many other wilderness areas which may be 
high on a mountain range or only accessible 
by high-clearance vehicles, it is easy for a 
mom or dad to drive a van full of girls to the 
Boundary Waters, send them on a trip, and 
then pick them up a week later. 

The Boundary Waters is also unique in 
that, unlike many other wilderness areas, 
visitors don’t require any previous experi-
ence or training to have a safe, adventurous 
trip. Anyone seeking adventure and chal-
lenge belongs on a canoe trip, not just body 
builders and endurance athletes. We have 
even seen that a Girl Scout canoe trip some-
times inspires girls who may be uninterested 
in athletics or leadership to seek out her 
own creative ways to be active and healthy, 
leading to improved confidence and greater 
aspirations. Again, it doesn’t take much 
imagination to conclude that girls who expe-
rience wilderness travel will go on to make 
the world a better place. 

Girl Scouts canoe trip participants always 
remark that the solitude they find in the 

Boundary Waters is unlike any they have 
found elsewhere, whether at their own Girl 
Scout resident camp or a state or national 
park. The quiet environment of a protected 
wilderness area gives them an opportunity to 
reflect on their life in a way that they could 
not in a non-wilderness setting. Girl Scouts 
end their canoe trip with a swagger to their 
step, ready to take on any challenge that 
comes their way. 

Thank you for doing your part to preserve 
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness 
by voting no on HR 3905. It means a lot to all 
of us in Ely whose programs and businesses 
are focused around wilderness travel. 

Sincerely, 
ANN MCNALLY, 

Northern Lakes Canoe Base 
Summer Program Director/Guide. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GOSAR). 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the rule and H.R. 
3905, the Minnesota Economic Rights 
in the Superior National Forest Act. 

17,000 jobs, $3 billion for education, 
$1.5 billion in annual wages, and $2.5 
billion annually for our economy are at 
risk if we don’t pass H.R. 3905. Further, 
there are more than 4 billion tons of 
ore containing copper, nickel, and 
other metal resources within the area 
the previous administration tried to 
shut down, which represents the larg-
est known undeveloped deposit of stra-
tegic and critical minerals in the 
world. 

If left unchallenged, these political 
anti-mining and anti-education actions 
set precedent for a sweeping executive 
power grab that threatens commu-
nities throughout the country. Edu-
cation will be significantly harmed, as 
Minnesota is projected to lose up to $3 
billion in royalty revenues for the 
State’s permanent school trust fund 
that would support nearly 900,000 K–12 
students statewide if the withdrawal 
application and canceled leases are not 
rejected. 

As the President, on January 19, was 
leaving office, he actually proposed a 
massive land withdrawal in northern 
Minnesota, immediately placing 245,000 
acres off limits to development poten-
tially for 20 more years in the future. 

In conjunction with this massive 
mineral withdrawal, the Obama admin-
istration’s Bureau of Land Manage-
ment inappropriately rejected Twin 
Metals Minnesota’s application to 
renew two hard rock mineral leases in 
Minnesota’s Superior National Monu-
ment. 

Finally, I want to put to rest the 
false claim raised by the extremist 
groups that this bill would affect the 
1.1-million-acre Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness that already 
has a significant buffer between it and 
the forest. 

No one is advocating to mine in the 
wilderness or the surrounding buffer 
zones. In fact, the bill clearly states on 
page 4: ‘‘Nothing in this section may be 
construed as permitting the 
prospecting for development and utili-

zation of mineral resources within the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness or Mine Protection Area.’’ 

Congress has authorized mining in 
the forest by law two different times, 
and the 1986 Forest Service and 2004 
Forest Plans both concluded mining is 
a desired condition in the Superior Na-
tional Forest. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask Members to sup-
port this commonsense, job-creating 
bill and to support the rule to bring 
this bill to the floor for proper adju-
dication. 

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

Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons why 
many of us are opposed to H.R. 3905 is 
because we see it as a corporate give-
away that puts treasured public lands 
in the hands of a Chilean mining con-
glomerate. 

So much of what comes out of this 
Congress is about rewarding those who 
are well-connected and well-off, re-
warding corporations at the expense of 
average citizens. 

I will go back to our previous ques-
tion, which would force a vote. Every-
thing would still move forward, but it 
would force a vote on a bill that was 
introduced by Ms. ESHOO that would re-
quire Presidents and Presidential 
nominees to release their tax returns. 

It is not just the connections be-
tween the Trump family and this min-
ing company that we have concerns 
about; it is the connections between 
this President and his administration 
and the tax bill that is being proposed 
that we know would raise taxes on mil-
lions and millions of middle class fami-
lies and basically give a big tax cut to 
the wealthiest individuals and to cor-
porate special interests and to corpora-
tions. We think that is all backwards, 
but I think the American people de-
serve to know who benefits and who 
doesn’t. 

Again, for the life of me, I don’t un-
derstand why so many of my Repub-
lican friends have circled the wagons in 
opposition to transparency, in opposi-
tion to letting the American people 
know where this President’s conflicts 
of interests are, and basically protect 
what I think may very well be multiple 
conflicts of interest and maybe con-
flicts of interest that lead directly into 
a collision course with corruption. This 
is a big deal. 

All this legislation that we are talk-
ing about here today, there is a good 
piece of legislation, the brownfields 
legislation; a bad piece, that is this 
mining bill. This still goes forward, but 
vote with us to defeat the previous 
question so that we can bring up this 
other bill. 

Now, my Republican colleague from 
Wyoming may say: Well, that is not 
what we are talking about here today. 
The Democrats are just trying to 
muddy up the discussion. 

The reason why we have to resort to 
a procedural motion to bring up this 
bill to force the President and Presi-
dential nominees to release their tax 
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returns is because the Rules Com-
mittee shuts everything down that this 
leadership doesn’t want to see come to 
the floor. We can’t bring this bill to the 
floor to require the President to re-
lease his tax returns under regular 
order and our normal process. They 
won’t let us. We can’t offer it as an 
amendment. They won’t let us. This is 
the only way we can do it. 

I would urge my Republican friends 
to stop defending the indefensible here. 

This thing would apply not just to 
Donald Trump, it would apply to every 
President. We have never had to do this 
before because every other President 
has released their tax returns. This 
President, for some reason, doesn’t 
think it is anybody’s business. 

Given the nature of the legislation 
coming out of this House of Represent-
atives, I think the American people 
need to know and have a right to know. 

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

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I would just, once 
again, point out that we have impor-
tant work that we are trying to get 
done here, we have important work we 
have got to do on behalf of the Amer-
ican people. 

Mr. Speaker, elections have con-
sequences, and we have an obligation 
to do what our constituents sent us 
here to do, and that includes a whole 
range of things that we have been very 
effective at doing, historically effective 
in this body since January in terms of 
deregulation, in terms of passing the 
repeal of ObamaCare, in terms of mov-
ing forward on tax cuts in terms of ac-
tually passing the legislation to cut 
taxes, and importantly also, Mr. 
Speaker, moving forward to provide 
the resources that our military needs. 

We all watched just over the course 
of the last 24 hours as the North Kore-
ans launched yet again another ICBM. 
We live in a dangerous world. It is in-
creasingly dangerous, historically dan-
gerous. 

Those are the issues that we are fo-
cused on as Republicans and as Mem-
bers of this House. Those are the issues 
that we need to focus our attention on. 

Again, I think we have grown to ex-
pect, no matter what the rule is, no 
matter what the underlying bill is, we 
are going to hear the same thing from 
our colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle, not addressing the substance of 
these issues, not addressing the sub-
stance of the things the American peo-
ple sent us here to do. I am very proud 
to stand here today doing exactly that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
WESTERMAN). 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend and colleague from 
Wyoming (Ms. CHENEY) for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of this rule for H.R. 3905 as well as the 
underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year I had 
the opportunity to travel to Minnesota 
with Minnesota Congressmen EMMER 
and NOLAN and others to visit the Su-
perior National Forest in northeast 
Minnesota. 

While northeast Minnesota is a long 
way from the Fourth District of Ar-
kansas, the people, areas, and the eco-
nomics are somewhat similar. This is a 
rural area where local economies and 
constituencies depend on the ability to 
sustainably and responsibly harvest 
and mine the natural resources found 
there. 

Unfortunately, the previous adminis-
tration placed the wants of special in-
terest environmental groups before the 
needs of Minnesotans and others who 
depend on natural resources manage-
ment. In my opinion, they trampled 
our Article I constitutional authority 
of the legislative branch when doing so. 

On January 19, 2017, one day before 
President Trump was sworn in, the 
Obama administration published a 
235,000-acre Federal mineral with-
drawal application in the Federal Reg-
ister to impose a 20-year moratorium 
on lands within the Superior National 
Forest in northeast Minnesota. 

Mr. Speaker, this was in direct con-
flict with the will of Congress and the 
law going back to when the Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area Wilderness was es-
tablished. 

At the same time, the Obama admin-
istration wrongly rejected Twin Metals 
Minnesota’s application to renew two 
hard rock mineral leases that were re-
newed in 1989 and 2004. The land in 
question is not in the Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness and it doesn’t 
even border Boundary Waters. In fact, 
the land in question is outside a buffer 
area around Boundary Waters created 
by Congress to protect the Boundary 
Waters. 

This politically motivated decision 
has the ability to destroy the local 
economy, kill job creation, signifi-
cantly harm education in Minnesota, 
and sets a bad precedent. 

I want to talk just a moment about 
the impact this decision will have on 
Minnesota education. If this with-
drawal is allowed to take place, Min-
nesota is projected to lose up to $3 bil-
lion in royalty revenues for the State’s 
permanent school trust fund, sup-
porting nearly 900,000 students. 

Mr. Speaker, as someone who rep-
resents schools, communities, and 
counties that depend on programs like 
Secure Rural Schools and PILTs, I 
know the harm that will be brought on 
school districts, specifically rural 
school districts, should the withdrawal 
and application rejection go forward. 

How much longer will we allow rural 
communities and education to suffer 
because a special interest group doesn’t 
agree with forest management or min-
ing, even though any projects will be 
carried out in compliance with all en-

vironmental regulations in a respon-
sible manner? 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3905 is a vital piece 
of legislation to not only Minnesota, 
but to other States and communities 
that depend on natural resource utili-
zation. 

It is also important for the legisla-
tive branch to remind the executive 
branch it is not their job to make law 
or to change laws made by Congress. 
For these reasons, I ask my colleagues 
to support this rule and the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, if I 
could just inquire of the gentlewoman 
how many more speakers she has. 

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
two letters in opposition to H.R. 3905 
signed by virtually every major envi-
ronmental organization in the country. 

NOVEMBER 8, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our 

millions of members and supporters, we urge 
you to OPPOSE H.R. 3905, the ‘‘Minnesota’s 
Economic Rights in the Superior National 
Forest Act’’ scheduled for mark-up in House 
Natural Resources on Wednesday. Section 3 
of this radical bill, which would require Con-
gressional approval of any monument exten-
sion or designation involving National For-
est lands in Minnesota, represents yet an-
other direct attack on one of our nation’s 
bedrock conservation laws, and flatly ig-
nores the overwhelming public support for 
protecting unique and sensitive federal lands 
and ocean areas through national monument 
designations. 

We urge the committee to consider the fol-
lowing during markup of H.R. 3905 this week: 

Contrary to the Intent of the Law—The 
Antiquities Act was designed to allow for 
swift and necessary action, including when 
Congress is either unable or unwilling to act, 
to protect irreplaceable resources from po-
tential threats. Not only has the law suc-
cessfully protected some of our nation’s 
most remarkable historical, cultural and 
natural treasures for a century, Congress in-
tentionally left this presidential power in-
tact when passing the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976 (signed into law 
by President Ford). 

A Vote Against our Parks—Supporting any 
bill that would undermine the Antiquities 
Act is a vote against parks. Nearly half of 
America’s national parks began as national 
monuments including the Grand Canyon, 
Acadia, Zion, Muir Woods, and Olympic Na-
tional Parks; and over two-thirds of our na-
tional monuments are managed by the Na-
tional Park Service. Quite simply, a vote 
against the Antiquities Act is a vote against 
our national parks and monuments. 

Federal Lands Belong to All Americans— 
The Antiquities Act is used only to protect 
federal lands already owned by the American 
public. By carving out an exception for na-
tional forest lands within Minnesota, Sec-
tion 3 of H.R. 3905 flies in the face of our na-
tion’s shared public heritage and disregards 
how dearly the public values iconic public 
lands and waters, like Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness and Voyageurs Na-
tional Park. 

Bipartisan History—A signature achieve-
ment of President Theodore Roosevelt, the 
Antiquities Act has been used by 16 presi-
dents since its inception—8 Republicans and 
8 Democrats. 
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Out of Step with the Public—This bill is 

wildly out of step with the American public’s 
support for our national parks and monu-
ments. Just this summer, a vast majority of 
the 2.8 million people who submitted com-
ments on the issue raised their voices in sup-
port of keeping our national monuments pro-
tected just as they are. These voices made 
Secretary Zinke’s national monuments pub-
lic comment period the largest public com-
ment period in the history of the Interior 
Department. Across the West, public support 
for protecting our national monuments has 
proven strong, and a significant majority of 
Western voters oppose more mining and 
drilling on public lands. According to Colo-
rado College’s Conservation in the West Poll, 
80% of western voters support ‘‘future presi-
dents continuing to protect existing public 
lands as national monuments.’’ This poll re-
inforces other surveys that document wide-
spread public opposition to congressional at-
tacks on new parks. Americans want more 
protected public lands, not less! 

Opposed by Diverse List of Hundreds of Or-
ganizations—As demonstrated by this letter 
as well as the attached letter signed by near-
ly 200 organizations, a diverse array of local 
and national organizations representing 
sportsmen, outdoor recreation businesses, 
local chambers of commerce, cultural herit-
age, historic preservation and conservation 
have consistently opposed efforts to under-
mine the Antiquities Act in any form. 

Disregards Local Economies—Economic re-
search shows that national monuments sup-
port the growth of local economies, bringing 
in tourism and recreation dollars and boost-
ing the quality of life. The Outdoor Industry 
Association reported this year that public 
lands like our national monuments help sup-
port 7.6 million jobs in America, and $887 bil-
lion in outdoor recreation activity. 

Monuments Protect our Shared History 
and Culture—In response to broad commu-
nity input, sites honoring America’s mili-
tary and outdoor heritage, as well as those 
expanding the diversity of our national park 
system to better recognize the contributions 
and histories of Native Americans, Hispanics 
and African-Americans have been designated 
under the Antiquities Act. These monuments 
include Fort Ord, Fort Monroe, Charles 
Young Buffalo Soldiers, Harriet Tubman Un-
derground Railroad, Chimney Rock, Organ 
Mountains-Desert Peaks, Cesar E. Chavez 
and many more. 

Recent attacks on national monuments, 
from President Trump’s executive order, to 
Interior Secretary Zinke’s hasty and arbi-
trary review of these magnificent places, to 
legislative proposals like H.R. 3905 are a 
smokescreen for other uses of these special 
places. 

Thank you for considering our concerns. In 
order to adequately protect iconic places 
like the Boundary Waters, Voyageurs Na-
tional Park, and all of Minnesota’s shared 
public resources, we urge you to vote no on 
H.R. 3905. 

Sincerely, 
American Bird Conservancy, American 

Rivers, Boundary Waters Trust, Center for 
Biological Diversity, Conservation Lands 
Foundation, Defenders of Wildlife, 
Earthjustice, Earthworks, Endangered Spe-
cies Coalition, Environment America, Envi-
ronmental Law & Policy Center, Environ-
mental Protection Information Center, 
Friends of the Earth, Hip Hop Caucus, 
League of Conservation Voters, National 
Parks Conservation Association, Natural Re-
sources Defense Council, Northeastern Min-
nesotans for Wilderness, Sierra Club, South-
ern Utah Wilderness Alliance, Tuleyome, 
The Wilderness Society, Wilderness Watch. 

NOVEMBER 28, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our 

millions of members and supporters, we urge 
you to OPPOSE H.R. 3905, the so-called 
‘‘Minnesota’s Economic Rights in the Supe-
rior National Forest Act,’’ when it is consid-
ered on the House floor. 

Simply put, H.R. 3905 is a bill to allow sul-
fide-ore mining at the edge of the Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area Wilderness (BWCAW), di-
rectly threatening one of America’s most-ac-
cessible and most-visited Wilderness Areas. 
At 1.1 million acres in size, the BWCAW is 
the largest Wilderness east of the Rockies 
and north of the Everglades. This inter-
connected system of lakes, rivers, and 
streams provides unparalleled opportunities 
for solitude, recreation, hunting and fishing. 
The connections between Northern Min-
nesota’s national forests, Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness, Voyageurs National 
Park, and Quetico Provincial Park makes 
this entire transboundary area extremely 
susceptible to the threat of pollution from 
sulfide-ore mining, one of the most toxic in-
dustries in America, according to the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency. 

H.R. 3905 would require congressional ap-
proval of any mineral withdrawal or monu-
ment designation involving National Forest 
System lands in the State of Minnesota and 
would provide for the perpetual renewal of 
federal mineral leases in Minnesota, includ-
ing two that were denied by the Forest Serv-
ice and the Bureau of Land Management. 
The bill undermines the Antiquities Act, Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act, Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act, Boundary 
Waters Wilderness Act, and other laws regu-
lating mineral leasing in Minnesota’s na-
tional forests. 

Contrary to the bill’s title, H.R. 3905 would 
do more harm than good for the economy of 
Northern Minnesota. Economic analysis by 
Key-Log Economics LLC shows that sulfide- 
ore mining on Superior National Forest 
lands in the watershed of the Boundary 
Waters could lead to the loss of nearly 5,000 
jobs in tourism, 5,000 to 22,000 jobs in the rest 
of the economy, a $1.6 billion loss in annual 
income, and a $500 million reduction in pri-
vate property values. 

Specifically, we urge opposition to this bill 
because it would: 

Renew two expired and undeveloped min-
eral leases on Superior National Forest lands 
next to the Boundary Waters and along lakes 
and rivers that flow directly into the Wilder-
ness, advancing a foreign mining company’s 
interests at the expense of beloved American 
public lands. 

Void the December 2016 record of decision 
by the Forest Service withholding its con-
sent to two mineral lease renewal requests in 
the Superior National Forest due to the un-
acceptable risks to this watershed, which ac-
cording to the Forest Service holds 20 per-
cent of the National Forest System’s fresh 
water supply. 

Undermine the National Environmental 
Policy Act by limiting review of these two 
mineral leases to a 30-day environmental as-
sessment. Contrary to the bill language, 
there is no ‘pending EA.’ However, this sec-
tion would override the ongoing two-year 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) ini-
tiated by the Forest Service and Bureau of 
Land Management to carefully consider the 
potential impacts of sulfide-ore mining on 
the Boundary Waters watershed. The ongo-
ing EIS is strongly supported by Minnesota’s 
Governor Dayton and by the citizens of Min-
nesota. More than 79% of Minnesota voters 
support the study, while more than 126,000 
citizens submitted comments during the 
scoping phase. 

Amend the 1906 Antiquities Act by man-
dating Congressional approval for any na-

tional monument designations in Min-
nesota’s national forests. The Antiquities 
Act is a bipartisan conservation law, which 
has been used by Presidents of both parties, 
to protect irreplaceable federal lands from 
potential threats. Monument designations 
under the Antiquities Act have provided pro-
tection for areas including the Grand Can-
yon, Acadia, Zion, Muir Woods, and Olympic 
National Parks. Quite simply, this attack on 
the Antiquities Act is an attack against our 
national parks and monuments. 

Amend the 1976 Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act (FLPMA) by mandating 
Congressional approval for mineral with-
drawals in Minnesota’s national forests. Ad-
ditionally, FLPMA intentionally left intact 
the presidential power to protect public 
lands as monuments. 

Bar the Forest Service from complying 
with its legal obligations under the 1978 
Boundary Waters Wilderness Act. In this Act 
Congress requires the Forest Service to 
maintain the high-water quality of the 
Boundary Waters and a Mining Protection 
Area within the Superior National Forest. 
The Forest Service concluded that sulfide- 
ore mining near the Boundary Waters would 
be ‘‘contrary to Congress’ determination 
that it is necessary to ‘protect the special 
qualities of the [BWCAW] as a natural forest- 
lakeland wilderness ecosystem of major es-
thetic, scientific, recreational and edu-
cational value to the Nation.’ ’’ Make all 
mineral leases on Minnesota’s national for-
ests essentially perpetual. The ‘perpetual’ 
nature of these leases is material change in 
long-standing mineral leasing law and pol-
icy. The bill would also override the two 
laws (1946 and 1950) on mineral leasing in 
Minnesota’s national forests that require 
Forest Service consent to any mining. 

Ignore the request of the International 
Joint Commission that environmental re-
view of impacts on transboundary water 
quality and cumulative effects be studied 
and the requests of four tribal entities (the 
area is Ceded Territory). 

Thank you for considering our concerns. In 
order to adequately protect iconic places 
like the Boundary Waters, Voyageurs Na-
tional Park, and all of Minnesota’s public 
lands, and bedrock environmental laws like 
the Antiquities Act and the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, we urge you to OP-
POSE H.R. 3905. 

Sincerely, 
Allegheny Defense Project, American Bird 

Conservancy, American Canoe Association, 
American Rivers, Boundary Waters Trust, 
Center for Biological Diversity, Clean Water 
Action, Conservation Lands Foundation, 
Crow River Trail Guards, Defenders of Wild-
life, Earthjustice, Earthworks, Endangered 
Species Coalition, Environment America, 
Environmental Law & Policy Center, Envi-
ronmental Protection Information Center, 
Ernest C. Oberholtzer Foundation, Freemans 
Explore LLC, Friends of Bell Smith Springs, 
Friends of the Boundary Waters Wilderness, 
Friends of the Land of Keweenaw, Gila Re-
sources Information Project, Great Old 
Broads for Wilderness, GreenLatinos, 
Heartwood, Kentucky Heartwood, Klamath 
Forest Alliance, League of Conservation Vot-
ers, Mining Impact Coalition of WI, National 
Parks Conservation Association, Natural Re-
sources Defense Council, Northeastern Min-
nesotans for Wilderness, Save Lake Superior 
Association, Shawnee Forest Sentinels, Si-
erra Club, Southern Utah Wilderness Alli-
ance, The Conservation Alliance, The Ernest 
C. Oberholtzer Foundation, The Wilderness 
Society, Tuleyome, W. J. McCabe (Duluth) 
Chapter, Izaak Walton League of America, 
WaterLegacy, Wilderness Watch, Wildlands 
Network. 
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, we op-

pose the overall rule, but I will say to 
the gentlewoman that we would have 
no problem even with the closed rule 
on the brownfields bill, which is one of 
the bills that I think has bipartisan 
support and reflects a legitimate proc-
ess. 

What we have a problem with is H.R. 
3905, which we think is a corporate 
giveaway that puts treasured public 
lands in the hands of a Chilean mining 
conglomerate, and we think that is 
wrong. 

I agree with the gentlewoman that 
we ought to be doing important busi-
ness here, but I would argue that, rath-
er than rewarding some Chilean mining 
conglomerate, the more important 
business would be making sure we keep 
the government open, because we have 
a government shutdown fast approach-
ing on December 8. 

I would say to the gentlewoman that 
we have got to pass the Dream Act and 
help 800,000 people whose lives have 
been thrown into turmoil because of 
this President. 

b 1345 

We ought to extend the Children’s 
Health Insurance Program. We ought 
to debate flood insurance. We ought to 
pass additional hurricane relief. We 
ought to address funding for the Vets 
Choice Program. That is more impor-
tant, that is more vital to the national 
interest than basically rewarding some 
Chilean mining conglomerate. 

Finally, I would say to my colleagues 
here that we will ask you to vote to de-
feat the previous question. We will ask 
you to defeat the previous question so 
we can bring up and have a vote on a 
bill that will require this President and 
all Presidents and all party nominees 
to release their taxes. 

I think the American people have a 
right to know where the conflicts of in-
terest are with this White House. I 
think they have a right to know who 
benefits from this tax bill that we 
know is a giveaway to corporations 
that will raise taxes on millions of 
middle class families. They have a 
right to know who benefits from this. 

I am astounded that the bar keeps on 
getting lower and lower and lower for 
my Republican friends. I mean, we 
have daily offensive tweets. We have ir-
rational statements that come out of 
this White House on a daily basis, and 
there is silence. 

When it comes to transparency, when 
it comes to making sure that there are 
no conflicts of interest, my Republican 
colleagues will not even allow us to 
have a vote on basically requiring this 
President and all Presidents to release 
their tax returns. That is not passing 
judgment on this President. It would 
be a requirement of all Presidents and 
nominees. 

Basically, it is saying, let the sun-
shine in. Let us make sure that there 
are no conflicts of interest. That ought 
to matter, because everything that 
comes out of this House seems to be di-

rected at helping those who are well-off 
and well-connected. 

Every corporation is cheering when 
this House comes up with legislation, 
whether it is on tax reform or whether 
it is on helping mining companies, be-
cause it always seems to benefit those 
who are the most well-off. 

Well, it is about time we put people 
first. It is about time the American 
people know what is going on in this 
government. Let the sunshine in. There 
is nothing wrong with that. We are 
doing it this way because it is the only 
avenue available for us to bring this to 
a vote, because the Rules Committee 
and the leadership in this House shuts 
off debate on issues that they find un-
comfortable. 

This is supposed to be the people’s 
House, not the Russia House. We ought 
to be a place where we have delibera-
tive engagements, where we discuss im-
portant issues, where we do things that 
benefit the American people. 

I would say to my colleagues again, 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous question so 
we can have this debate. If you want to 
help the President cover up his tax re-
turns, fine. You can vote ‘‘no,’’ but we 
ought to have a vote. 

I don’t know why this is so con-
troversial. It, to me, is a no-brainer. 
Vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous question and 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule. 

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

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

I want to thank my colleagues, Mr. 
MCKINLEY and Mr. EMMER, for their 
work on these important bills. I want 
to thank my colleague, Mr. MCGOVERN. 
I am glad to hear him say that they 
want to put people first. 

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what we 
are doing; whether we are talking 
about our tax bill, which is going to 
put money back in people’s pockets; 
whether we are talking about repealing 
and replacing ObamaCare, which we 
have passed through this House; wheth-
er we are talking about defense spend-
ing that is going to protect the people 
of this Nation. 

All across Wyoming, Mr. Speaker, I 
know my constituents are very grate-
ful that we are now suddenly putting 
people first after years of putting the 
government first. We are not doing 
that anymore, Mr. Speaker. 

It is true, this is the people’s House. 
And in this House, Mr. Speaker, we 
ought to always live by and remember 
the rules of Alexander Hamilton: 
‘‘Here, sir, the people govern.’’ 

In this House, Mr. Speaker, we are 
charged with carrying out the obliga-
tions of the people who elected us. The 
bills and the rule that we are debating 
today do just that. Both of these bills 
are absolutely critical for spurring eco-
nomic development across our country. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I urge adop-
tion of both the rule and of these un-
derlying bills. 

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 631 OFFERED BY 
MR. MCGOVERN 

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

SEC. 3. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 305) to amend the Eth-
ics in Government Act of 1978 to require the 
disclosure of certain tax returns by Presi-
dents and certain candidates for the office of 
the President, and for other purposes. The 
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed 
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate 
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided among and 
controlled by the respective chairs and rank-
ing minority members of the Committees on 
Ways and Means and Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole 
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after 
the third daily order of business under clause 
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of 
the Whole for further consideration of the 
bill. 

SEC. 4. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 305. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

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

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of adoption of the resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays 
189, not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 640] 

YEAS—227 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 

Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 

Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 

Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Loudermilk 
Love 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

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

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 

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

NAYS—189 

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

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

DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 

Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

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

O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 

Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—17 

Bridenstine 
Butterfield 
Conyers 
Graves (MO) 
Hartzler 
Herrera Beutler 

Jayapal 
Kennedy 
Larson (CT) 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 

Pocan 
Posey 
Smith (MO) 
Stivers 
Wagne 

b 1413 

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

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

VALADAO). The question is on the reso-
lution. 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

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

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

vice, and there were—ayes 228, noes 186, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 641] 

AYES—228 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 

Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 

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

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

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

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 

Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOES—186 

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

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

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 

Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 

Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 

Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—19 

Bridenstine 
Butterfield 
Conyers 
Graves (MO) 
Hartzler 
Herrera Beutler 
Jayapal 

Kennedy 
Lewis (GA) 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Nadler 
Pocan 

Posey 
Smith (MO) 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Wagner 

b 1421 

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

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken at a later time. 

f 

REQUIRING COMPLETION OF 
TRAINING PROGRAM IN WORK-
PLACE RIGHTS AND RESPON-
SIBILITIES 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 630) requiring each 
Member, officer, and employee of the 
House of Representatives to complete a 
program of training in workplace 
rights and responsibilities each session 
of each Congress, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 630 

Resolved, 
SECTION 1. MANDATORY COMPLETION OF PRO-

GRAM OF TRAINING IN WORKPLACE 
RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES. 

(a) REQUIRING TRAINING FOR ALL MEMBERS, 
OFFICERS, AND EMPLOYEES.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this reso-
lution, the Committee on House Administra-
tion shall issue regulations to provide that, 
during each session of each Congress, each 
Member (including each Delegate or Resi-
dent Commissioner to the Congress), officer, 
and employee of the House of Representa-
tives shall complete a program of training in 
the workplace rights and responsibilities ap-
plicable to offices and employees of the 
House under part A of title II of the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 
1301 et seq.), including anti-discrimination 
and anti-harassment training. 

(2) INCLUSION OF INTERNS, FELLOWS, AND 
DETAILEES.—For purposes of this resolution, 
an individual serving in an office of the 
House of Representatives as an intern (in-
cluding an unpaid intern), a participant in a 
fellowship program, or a detailee from an-
other office of the Federal Government shall 
be considered an employee of the House. 

(b) DEADLINE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Under the regulations 
issued by the Committee on House Adminis-
tration under subsection (a), an individual 
shall complete the program of training re-
quired under subsection (a) and file a certifi-
cate of completion of such training not later 
than— 

(A) in the case of an individual who is serv-
ing as a Member, officer, or employee of the 
House as of the first day of a session of Con-
gress, not later than 90 days after the session 
begins; or 

(B) in the case of any other individual, not 
later than 90 days after the individual first 
becomes a Member, officer, or employee of 
the House during the session. 

(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR ONE HUNDRED FIF-
TEENTH CONGRESS.—In the case of the One 
Hundred Fifteenth Congress, an individual 
shall complete the program required under 
subsection (a) not later than 180 days after 
the second session of the Congress begins. 

(c) ADDITIONAL MECHANISMS.—The Com-
mittee on House Administration shall con-
sider additional mechanisms to ensure com-
pliance with the training requirement under 
subsection (a). 
SEC. 2. STATEMENT OF RIGHTS AND PROTEC-

TIONS PROVIDED TO HOUSE EM-
PLOYEES UNDER CONGRESSIONAL 
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 1995. 

The Committee on House Administration 
shall issue regulations to provide that each 
employing office of the House of Representa-
tives shall post in a prominent location in 
the office (including, in the case of the office 
of a Member of the House or a Delegate or 
Resident Commissioner to the Congress, a 
prominent location in each office in the 
Member’s congressional district) a state-
ment of the rights and protections provided 
to employees of the House of Representatives 
under the Congressional Accountability Act 
of 1995, including the procedures available to 
employees of the House under such Act for 
responding to and adjudicating allegations of 
violations of such rights and protections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Mississippi (Mr. HARPER) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. BRADY) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on H. Res. 630. 

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

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

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

support of this House resolution. The 
resolution is one part of the Committee 
on House Administration’s comprehen-
sive review of the laws, procedures, and 
resources concerning workplace harass-
ment in the House. A harassment-free 
policy and workplace is vital in cre-
ating that culture that will require ev-
eryone on Capitol Hill to work to-
gether effectively. 

First and foremost, Mr. Speaker, 
there is no place for sexual harassment 
in our society, and especially in Con-
gress—period. I believe as Members of 
Congress, we must hold ourselves to a 
higher standard, a standard that dem-
onstrates we are worthy of the trust 
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placed in us by our constituents and 
the American public. 

There have been a number of ac-
counts by current and former col-
leagues and staff that suggest not 
every office is achieving this goal. 
That is simply unacceptable. 

This resolution will mandate that 
each Member, officer, employee, in-
tern, and fellow of the House of Rep-
resentatives is fully aware of the laws 
that apply to them and their right to a 
harassment-free workplace under the 
Congressional Accountability Act. 

The Committee on House Adminis-
tration recently held a hearing as its 
first step in its review. We heard from 
Members, House employment counsel, 
and the Office of Compliance. There 
was a broad consensus that mandatory 
training is a necessary step for the 
House to prevent and eliminate harass-
ment in the workplace. 

It is important to note, Mr. Speaker, 
that Republicans and Democrats have 
joined together to take this step, and I 
want to specifically thank Representa-
tive COMSTOCK and Representative 
SPEIER for their leadership on this 
issue. 

The resolution requires training and 
education to ensure that each Member, 
officer, employee, intern—paid or un-
paid—and fellow knows their obliga-
tions and rights. Further, the resolu-
tion requires that each congressional 
office post in a prominent place a no-
tice describing the rights and protec-
tions provided to House employees 
under the Congressional Account-
ability Act. Both of these measures are 
regular order in the private workplace, 
and the House should do nothing less. 

The American people have entrusted 
each of their Representatives with an 
enormous responsibility. Each Member 
is sent here to help make our country 
better. The first place we should start 
is in our own Chamber. Training on 
workplace rights and responsibilities 
will ensure that those who are victims 
of harassment can obtain justice and 
work in that harassment-free environ-
ment. 

In Ronald Reagan’s farewell address, 
he spoke of his vision of America as the 
shining city on the Hill, one built on 
rocks stronger than oceans, with ev-
eryone living in harmony and peace. 
We are not perfect and we never will 
be, but I believe in that vision. 

This resolution can be one important 
step to protect the members of our 
Capitol Hill community and to demand 
that we have respect for each and every 
person here in this workplace. 

The resolution sets an important re-
quirement that each Member, officer, 
and employee, including interns and 
fellows, must undergo this mandatory 
training or education every year. 

b 1430 

For the current Congress, everyone 
must complete this training within 180 
days of the start of the second session 
of January 3. Following that, individ-
uals will have to complete the training 

within 90 days of the start of each ses-
sion. 

It is often said that the urgent gets 
in the way of the important on Capitol 
Hill. Not today. This is an important 
issue, and today we will vote to ensure 
that the entire House community re-
ceives the needed training on how to 
ensure a harassment-free workplace. 

This harassment-free environment 
should be afforded to every single 
member of our community from that 
unpaid intern to the Speaker of the 
House. Awareness, education, and 
training is a first step in the preven-
tion and elimination of sexual harass-
ment, which has no place on Capitol 
Hill. I look forward to working with 
my colleagues to achieve this goal. 

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

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

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

We would not be here today if it were 
not for the courage of my friend and 
colleague, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. SPEIER). All of us should be 
grateful for her leadership on this 
issue. 

This resolution is the start, but it is 
just a start. We have to reform the 
Congressional Accountability Act, we 
have to modernize to fully fund the Of-
fice of Compliance, and there is much 
more to do. 

I appreciate the effort of my chair-
man, Mr. HARPER, and the seriousness 
with which he has taken this issue and 
his commitment to bipartisan progress. 
The status quo cannot and will not be 
tolerated. Passing this resolution be-
gins with the first step here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI), who is our Democratic leader. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BRADY) for his leadership, and I thank 
Chairman HARPER for his as well. I 
thank them for bringing this legisla-
tion to the floor. 

Here it is, November 29, 2017, an his-
toric day in the history of the Con-
gress, a watershed moment in our Con-
gress’ history because it is a day in 
which we will take the opportunity to 
make change. This body is taking a 
constructive first step to protect all 
Members of our legislative community 
from harassment and discrimination in 
the workplace. This vote is vital to up-
holding the integrity of the U.S. Con-
gress. 

We are grateful for the tremendous 
leadership of Congresswoman JACKIE 
SPEIER. I have observed her leadership 
on this subject for a very long time. 
She has a lifetime commitment to ex-
posing and ending the scourge of sexual 
harassment. I thank her for that lead-
ership. 

I want to also acknowledge my own 
daughter, Christine Pelosi, who is the 
chair of the Women’s Caucus of the 
California Democratic Party. She is a 

former prosecutor in San Francisco 
and prosecuted these cases, and she has 
been a strong, strong advocate for pro-
tecting people in the workplace and 
has had some level of success with 
that. 

So here we are at this watershed mo-
ment in the nationwide fight against 
sexual harassment and discrimination. 
Brave women in every corner of the 
country and in every industry are mak-
ing their voices heard. As Members of 
Congress, we have a moral duty to 
show real, effective leadership to foster 
a climate of respect and dignity in the 
workplace, with absolutely zero toler-
ance for harassment, discrimination, or 
abuse. Anything less is unacceptable. 

Requiring the Members and the staff 
to take training, while valuable—and 
we must have it—must be only a first 
step. We must make sure that that 
training is very effective as well. But 
the next step for Congress to take is to 
pass the ME TOO Congress Act, intro-
duced by Congresswoman SPEIER, to 
create greater transparency and ac-
countability in the broken reporting 
and settlements system. 

Taxpayer money should not have 
been spent to build a culture of silence 
and complicity around workplace har-
assment. We must make a judgment 
about how that was used. This bill, the 
ME TOO Congress Act, will reform the 
shameful secret settlements policy 
that has persisted. It will ensure that 
survivors who wish to share their sto-
ries publicly can come forward, and 
they can come forward to the Ethics 
Committee. 

We want to create a culture that says 
to everyone who comes to work here: 
This will be hospitable for you. We 
want it to be a culture that is a model 
to the Nation. 

In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, this 
moment is a moment of truth for Con-
gress. It is disappointing and dis-
turbing that some in the Capitol have 
not served with the dignity and respect 
required of this office. It is very hard 
to accept that people we admire in pub-
lic life and here in Congress have 
crossed the line and broken the public 
trust and violated the dignity and re-
spect of those who have worked for or 
with them. 

But zero tolerance means con-
sequences for everyone. No matter 
your contribution to our country, you 
do not get a pass to harass or discrimi-
nate. No matter how great the legacy, 
it is not a license to harass or abuse. 

To the victims of harassment and 
abuse: We hear you, and we believe 
you. We are here for you. 

Where there is harassment, women 
and men must have support to come 
forward. We have a duty, again, to ad-
dress their concerns and provide them 
needed resources. 

We don’t want to lose the leadership 
or service of any patriot who comes to 
work in or around Congress. We cannot 
let harassment or discrimination de-
stroy their safety or drive them out of 
public office. We cannot tell young 
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women or men who aspire to serve in 
this historic body that they must put 
up with harassment and abuse. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to just close by 
again thanking Congresswoman JACKIE 
SPEIER for her leadership and thanking 
Chairman HARPER, Mr. BRADY, and all 
who are concerned. 

It is utterly unconscionable that cou-
rageous survivors who seek to end the 
nightmare of sexual harassment are 
also dealt the injustice of having their 
voices silenced. During this watershed 
moment, we must seize the moment 
and take real, lasting action. The eyes 
of the country are on us. We cannot 
fail them or any prospective victims. 

I thank all of those who have brought 
this to the floor: Congresswoman COM-
STOCK, Mr. HARPER, Mr. BRADY, and 
Congresswoman SPEIER. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a strong, unani-
mous vote on this resolution. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS), who is the vice 
chairman of the Committee on House 
Administration. 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, today I rise in support of this 
resolution requiring all Members and 
staff to complete antiharassment and 
antidiscrimination training during 
each session of Congress. 

I would like to thank Chairman HAR-
PER. I would like to thank Speaker 
RYAN for announcing this policy 
change in the House. I would like to 
thank my friend and colleague on the 
House Administration Committee, 
BARBARA COMSTOCK, for introducing 
this important bill. 

No one should have to worry about 
sexual harassment when they come to 
work. As a former staffer and someone 
with a female-led office, I believe this 
resolution is an important first step in 
addressing this problem as we work to 
increase professionalism in the House 
and establish a workplace that is 
grounded in respect. 

In Congress, we have got to lead by 
example. 

As a member of the House Adminis-
tration Committee, we worked hard to 
pass reforms last Congress to make 
House office spending more transparent 
and accountable than any other area of 
the Federal Government, and I am con-
fident in this committee’s ability to 
address, in a bipartisan way, this im-
portant issue as well. 

I look forward to the continued hear-
ings the committee will have on this 
issue as we work to institute policies 
that protect staffers against sexual 
harassment and ensure female staffers 
are provided leadership opportunities. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support this resolution. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN). 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the ranking member of the House Ad-
ministration Committee for yielding 
and for his leadership. I also want to 

salute Ms. SPEIER and Chairman HAR-
PER for their work, too. 

I rise in strong support of H. Res. 630, 
which requires all Members, staffers, 
and interns to undergo annual 
antiharassment and antidiscrimination 
training to impress upon all of us our 
individual responsibilities and rights 
as they relate to sexual harassment. 

It would also require the posting of a 
statement in all of our Hill offices, and 
also in our district offices, setting 
forth what the rights and protections 
are of our employees so they know. 
This is how we got rid of minimum 
wage violations and violations of over-
time protections in America, and this 
is how we will eliminate sexual harass-
ment here on Capitol Hill. 

From coast to coast, America is in an 
uproar over sexual harassment and sex-
ual assault in the workplace. From 
Capitol Hill to the White House, from 
the offices of FOX News in New York 
to the studios of Hollywood, from 
Washington to Alabama, high officials 
and media luminaries are learning that 
sexual harassment really is against the 
law and that it is a terrible offense 
against people lower down the hier-
archy in the workplace who are just 
trying to do their jobs, make a living, 
support their families, and develop 
their careers. This is America, and 
they have a right to equal opportunity 
without being harassed, grabbed, im-
posed upon, and threatened in the 
workplace. 

As the people’s Representatives, we 
have an obligation to lead not just by 
legislation, but by example. We must 
have comprehensive training for every-
one who has the honor of coming to 
work here in the House of Representa-
tives. 

The good news is that a paradigm 
shift is taking place in America. 
Women everywhere are bravely speak-
ing out against conduct that prior gen-
erations were forced to accept as busi-
ness as usual. It will no longer be 
safe—and it should no longer be safe— 
for men to sexually harass women in 
the workplace. 

We have experienced dramatic cul-
tural shifts like this before in America 
and in Congress. For many decades, 
Members of Congress could convert 
money from their campaign funds to 
personal use. Then we got rid of it, and 
then it became unthinkable. 

Similarly, there was a time when lob-
byists could wine and dine legislators. 
We got rid of it and we moved beyond 
it. I am glad we are moving into an era 
of the harassment-free workplace on 
Capitol Hill. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Indi-
ana (Mrs. BROOKS), who is the distin-
guished chair of the Committee on Eth-
ics. 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of H. 
Res. 630, introduced by my colleague 
BARBARA COMSTOCK, which mandates 
antiharassment and antidiscrimination 
education for all Members of Congress 

and their staff during each session of 
Congress. 

I commend my colleagues, Rep-
resentative COMSTOCK and Representa-
tive SPEIER, who have worked on this 
bipartisan resolution together. Both 
know this issue too well from the Mem-
ber and the staff level. Both have seen 
firsthand how our current process has 
failed to protect many who devote 
their lives to working on behalf of the 
American people in the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

The resolution they have introduced 
is an important and appropriate first 
step to educating Members and staff on 
inappropriate workplace actions and 
how to report such conduct. It is abso-
lutely unacceptable to be subjected to 
harassment or discrimination of any 
kind wherever you are or wherever you 
work. 

Importantly, this resolution requires 
all who work for the House of Rep-
resentatives, from Members of Con-
gress to staff, detailees, fellows, and in-
terns, whether paid or unpaid, to be 
educated on their rights in the work-
place and where they can safely and 
confidentially go to report instances of 
misconduct. 

Mr. Speaker, as chair of the House 
Ethics Committee, I can assure you the 
committee takes allegations of dis-
crimination and harassment very seri-
ously. Under House rule X, the House 
Ethics Committee is authorized to en-
force standards of conduct for Mem-
bers, officers, and employees. The com-
mittee is authorized to investigate al-
leged violations of any law, rule, or 
regulation and to make recommenda-
tions to the House for further action. 

The committee has sole jurisdiction 
over the interpretation of our Code of 
Official Conduct. In order for the Eth-
ics Committee to fulfill its obligation 
to investigate and potentially dis-
cipline Members and staff, the com-
mittee must be given information on 
potential bad actors. 

The Congressional Accountability 
Act was enacted over 20 years ago, in 
1995, and it needs to be reevaluated. It 
established the Office of Compliance as 
the agency responsible to administer 
and enforce the civil rights, labor, and 
workplace safety and health laws of 
the CAA. 

There may be elements of the CAA 
that are working well today, but si-
lencing victims and potentially spend-
ing taxpayer dollars to settle claims 
needs to be reevaluated. It is time for 
Congress to take action to reform a 
process that is not working as well as 
it should and to ensure that we have 
legislation that protects victims while 
also ensuring due process for the ac-
cused. 

While there is much more work to be 
done, I applaud the action my col-
leagues have taken by introducing this 
important education resolution. I am 
committed to continuing to work with 
the House Administration Committee, 
as well as my colleagues in the House, 
to improve the workplace called the 
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people’s House and the conduct of 
those who work in it. 

In supporting this resolution today, I 
believe we are one step closer to ex-
pressing to the Nation that sexual har-
assment is wrong and must be pre-
vented and stopped. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge a unanimous vote by my col-
leagues in the House. 

b 1445 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. SPEIER). 
Again, I thank her for her courage. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
our ranking member, Mr. BRADY, for 
his steadfast support on this issue; the 
chairman, Mr. HARPER, who has moved 
swiftly to address this issue; and also 
my colleague, Congresswoman COM-
STOCK, for bringing this resolution to 
the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been working on 
this issue since 2014. I am so delighted 
that we are here today taking up this 
measure. As we take this up, I hope 
that we remember that training must 
be more than an online module. It 
must be in person, interactive, specific 
to congressional workplace issues, and 
taken seriously. 

Today’s bill is an important step in 
the right direction, but let’s not fool 
ourselves. It is a baby step. Let us not, 
to paraphrase Shakespeare, tread the 
primrose path while leaving survivors 
to struggle the steep and thorny way to 
justice. 

We are in the midst of a cultural rev-
olution. We are elected Representa-
tives of the American people, and we 
must not hesitate to do what is needed 
to fix this broken system. 

Seventy percent of those who are sex-
ually harassed never report it. They 
never report it. One woman came up to 
me as I was walking the Halls of Con-
gress to thank me. She said that she 
was on this very floor working late in 
the evening on a particular bill. A 
Member came up behind her, grinding 
up against her, and then stuck his 
tongue in her ear. That happened on 
this floor, with Members probably 
standing around. So we do have a prob-
lem, and we must address it. 

Unfortunately, due to the system 
Congress has created to protect itself 
from being exposed, there has been no 
accountability. It is now clear that 
this misguided attempt to protect the 
institution is instead harming it and 
leaving victims in its wake. 

We work in a very special place, a 
trusted place, but let me be very clear: 
we are not special. The outcry for ac-
countability that we are hearing from 
all corners of the country must be 
heeded. We are seeing titans of enter-
tainment, news, and every other busi-
ness be swiftly terminated. Yet, here in 
Congress, we hide behind due process 
niceties when, in reality, we have con-
structed a system that shields us from 
true accountability. 

Did Harvey Weinstein or Matt Lauer 
receive months of due process before 
being terminated? 

When do we simply believe the vic-
tims and provide them a fair and safe 
process to report and get justice? Then 
we have got to decide: Is one occur-
rence worthy of expulsion? Two? 
Three? 

These are thorny issues. We don’t 
like to come down on our friends and 
colleagues. I get that. But don’t we 
have a moral responsibility to victims, 
to society at large? 

When the CEO of a major company is 
fired because of sexual harassment, the 
board of directors doesn’t say: Let’s 
wait until the shareholders can meet 
and decide. 

Well, colleagues, our board of direc-
tors are the American people, and they 
are loud and clear. They do not want us 
to hide behind opaque decisions by the 
House Administration or Ethics Com-
mittees. They do not want to pay for 
our inability to keep our hands to our-
selves. They want accountability and 
transparency, and they want it now. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill, but to also join me in taking Con-
gress from a cruel and disgusting joke 
to a leader in workplace fairness. I 
know we can do better than this. The 
American people know we can do bet-
ter than this. We must rise to the chal-
lenge. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. POLIQUIN), a distinguished member 
of the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. HARPER for the opportunity to 
speak on this very important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate JACKIE 
SPEIER, a Democrat from California, 
and BARBARA COMSTOCK, a Republican 
from Virginia, for providing leadership 
on this issue. I am delighted to join 
them. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be absolutely 
zero tolerance for sexual harassment, 
bullying, and intimidation in the work-
place. I don’t care if you are a profes-
sional athlete, in the media business, 
in the entertainment business, or cer-
tainly in the people’s House here in 
Congress, there can be zero tolerance 
for this sort of behavior. 

It is about time, Mr. Speaker, that 
the legislative branch join the execu-
tive branch in making sure there is 
mandatory training to try to prevent 
this from happening and end it right 
now. I salute Congresswoman SPEIER 
and Congresswoman COMSTOCK for 
their leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, my only child is a mil-
lennial. The last thing I want to worry 
about is my son going to work and 
being intimidated or harassed such 
that he can’t do his work. 

My mother, who is now 89, had a ter-
rific career in the healthcare business. 
She was a nurse. She could not have 
had a career in nursing had she showed 
up at hospitals and nursing homes 
being scared about a work environ-
ment. 

Finding and preventing sexual har-
assment, intimidation, and bullying 

wherever it is is a no-brainer for Mem-
bers of Congress. I am asking, Mr. 
Speaker, everybody in this Chamber, 
whether Republican or Democrat—and, 
yes, on the other side of the dome in 
the Senate, also—to please, let’s pass 
this resolution, starting in the House. 
It is a first step to change the internal 
rules to eliminate this anywhere on 
Capitol Hill. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY). 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
resolution. I am grateful to all the 
women who have come forward with 
their own story of sexual harassment 
and to my own colleagues in Congress 
who have shared their own very, very 
personal stories. Thanks to their cour-
age and strength, it has become clear 
how pervasive this problem truly is 
across our Nation. That must stop. 
Today starts the beginning of much- 
needed change. 

Sexual harassment and assault comes 
in many forms, but none of it has a 
place here in Congress or in any other 
work environment, period. Stop. That 
is especially true here in the Halls of 
Congress. We must not set the gold 
standard. We must set the platinum 
standard. We must be that beacon on 
the hill. That is why we must pass this 
resolution. 

This is an important first step in our 
national conversation to change our 
culture of harassment, but this is not 
and cannot be the last stop. We must 
reform the entire reporting system 
here in Congress. We must make sure 
victims are heard and are cared for. We 
must shine light on the settlement 
process. 

Then we must work to ensure that, 
from Congress to Hollywood, to media 
and to every kitchen table across our 
great Nation, men and women know 
that when they go to work, they will be 
treated with respect, especially here in 
the Halls of Congress. 

It will take time and commitment to 
make that meaningful change, and I 
stand ready to help fulfill that commit-
ment with this important, yet vital, 
first step. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. COMSTOCK), who is also a 
distinguished member of the Com-
mittee on House Administration. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the chairman for his leadership 
on this important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H. 
Res. 630, my legislation to begin to deal 
with the sexual harassment issue. 

Thirty years ago, in 1988, a 34-year- 
old legislative aide named Dorena 
Bertussi faced a very lonely fight when 
she decided to stand up to a powerful 
Congressman, Jim Bates from Cali-
fornia, who repeatedly sexually har-
assed her and others in his office with 
questions, comments, and actions such 
as asking her what type of sex she 
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liked and saying different things that 
he would imagine. He talked about her 
breasts. He humped her leg in front of 
the staff and said vulgar things that 
are really too unpleasant to talk about 
in this body. 

Dorena didn’t get a lot of press atten-
tion or some of the support that vic-
tims get today. She got little support 
from this body. She went on her jour-
ney alone. She received nasty phone 
calls and even threats. She was warned 
they would release damaging informa-
tion about her. 

Fortunately, she prevailed. Men and 
women in the workplace should know 
her name and know she was the first 
woman to win a sexual harassment 
case against a Member of Congress. 

Let’s remember, as we see all these 
headlines about men leaving their jobs 
and things going on, behind all of them 
are women who are victims like 
Dorena. There is a lot of pain in deal-
ing with such a situation. In speaking 
with her recently, I could hear that 
pain even 30 years later. 

As a mom, former intern here in this 
body, former congressional staffer and 
counsel, and a Justice Department em-
ployee, I do believe this is a watershed 
moment. 

I have a female chief of staff. I have 
a female district director. But we also 
need to have men and women involved 
in this process. I am so happy with the 
men who are coming forward, because 
this is a workplace issue, a human 
rights issue, and an issue that address-
es all of us and our daughters and sons 
in the workplace. 

When I was working in Congress in 
the nineties for Congressman Wolf, just 
a few years after Dorena, there were 
Members like ‘‘Good Time’’ Charlie 
Wilson, who openly bragged about hir-
ing staff based on their looks and 
breast size, famously saying: You can 
teach them to type, but you can’t 
teach them to grow breasts. He used a 
more vulgar term. 

At the same time, Senator Bob Pack-
wood—and this is a bipartisan prob-
lem—assaulted over a dozen women. He 
kept a diary of his debauchery that had 
been ignored for years. 

It wasn’t acceptable then, and it cer-
tainly shouldn’t be acceptable now. Yet 
we have stories of Members still in this 
body today that my colleague, Ms. 
SPEIER, and other victims are bringing 
forward. I told one such story, and I am 
pleased that Members have responded 
to say there is no place for that type of 
sexual action in this body. 

This legislation promotes the essen-
tial principles of accountability and 
personal responsibility. It is bipartisan 
legislation because bad behavior tran-
scends party labels. Men and women— 
all of us—are coming together. You are 
seeing this beyond this body. Obvi-
ously, it was in the corporate world 
just today. 

This resolution sends the message, as 
Peggy Noonan wrote in The Wall 
Street Journal: ‘‘The Sexual-Harass-
ment Racket Is Over.’’ I include in the 
RECORD her op-ed from this past week. 

[From the Wall Street Journal, Nov. 23, 2017] 
THE SEXUAL-HARASSMENT RACKET IS OVER 

(By Peggy Noonan) 
This Thanksgiving I find myself thankful 

for something that is roiling our country. I 
am glad at what has happened with the re-
cent, much-discussed and continuing sexual- 
harassment revelations and responses. To re-
peat the obvious, it is a watershed event, 
which is something you can lose sight of 
when you’re in the middle of it. To repeat 
the obvious again, journalists broke the back 
of the scandal when they broke the code on 
how to report it. For a quarter century we 
had been stuck in the He Said/She Said. 
Anita Hill and Clarence Thomas gave their 
testimonies, each offered witnesses, and the 
fair minded did their best with the evidence 
at hand while sorting through all the swirl-
ing political agendas. In the end I believed 
Mr. Thomas. But nobody knows, or rather 
only two people do. 

What happened during the past two years, 
and very much in the past few months, is 
that reporters and news organizations com-
mitted serious resources to unearthing num-
bers and patterns. Deep reporting found not 
one or two victims of an abuser but, in one 
case, that of Bill Cosby, at least 35. So that 
was the numbers. The testimony of the 
women who went on the record, named and 
unnamed, revealed patterns: the open bath-
robe, the running shower, the ‘‘Let’s change 
our meeting from the restaurant to my 
room/your apartment/my guesthouse.’’ Once 
you, as a fair-minded reader, saw the num-
bers and patterns, and once you saw them in 
a lengthy, judicious, careful narrative, you 
knew who was telling the truth. You knew 
what was true. Knowing was appalling and 
sometimes shocking, but it also came as a 
kind of relief. 

Once predators, who are almost always re-
peat offenders, understood the new way of re-
porting such stories, they understood some-
thing else: They weren’t going to get away 
with it anymore. They’d never known that. 
And they were going to pay a price, probably 
in their careers. They’d never known that, 
either. 

Some great journalism, some great writing 
and thinking, has come of this moment. 
Ronan Farrow’s New Yorker pieces have 
been credible and gutsy on all levels. Masha 
Gessen’s piece in the same magazine last 
week warned of moral panic, of a blurring of 
the lines between different behaviors and a 
confusion as to the boundaries between nor-
mal, messy human actions and heinous ones. 
Rebecca Traister of New York magazine has 
argued that it is a mistake to focus now on 
the question of punishments, that maybe the 
helpful thing is to focus on what’s going on 
in our society that predators think they can 
get away with this. 

Caitlin Flanagan in the Atlantic wrote the 
most important political piece in ‘‘ Bill Clin-
ton: A Reckoning.’’ What is striking about 
this moment, she argued, is not the number 
of women who’ve come forward with serious 
allegations. ‘‘What’s remarkable is that 
these women are being believed.’’ Most 
didn’t have police reports or witnesses, and 
many were speaking of things that had hap-
pened years ago. ‘‘We have finally come to 
some kind of national consensus about the 
workplace; it naturally fosters a level of ro-
mance and flirtation, but the line between 
those impulses and the sexual predation of a 
boss is clear.’’ 

What had impeded the ability of victims to 
be believed in the past? The Bill Clinton ex-
perience. He was ‘‘very credibly’’ accused, as 
Ms. Flanagan wrote, of sex crimes at dif-
ferent points throughout the 1990s—Juanita 
Broaddrick said he violently raped her; 
Paula Jones said he exposed himself to her; 

Kathleen Willey said she went to him for ad-
vice and that he groped and assaulted her. 
These women ‘‘had far more credible evi-
dence’’ than many recent accusers. ‘‘But 
Clinton was not left to the swift and pitiless 
justice that today’s accused men have expe-
rienced.’’ He was rescued instead by ‘‘a sur-
prising force: machine feminism.’’ 

That movement had by the ’90s devolved 
into a ‘‘partisan operation.’’ Gloria Steinem 
in March 1998 wrote a famous New York 
Times op-ed that, in Ms. Flanagan’s words, 
‘‘slut-shamed, victim-blamed, and age- 
shamed’’ the victims and ‘‘urged compassion 
for and gratitude to the man the women ac-
cused.’’ This revealed contemporary femi-
nism as ‘‘a weaponized auxiliary of the 
Democratic Party.’’ Ms. Steinem character-
ized the assaults as ‘‘passes,’’ writing: ‘‘Even 
if the allegations are true, the President is 
not guilty of sexual harassment.’’ 

Ms. Steinem operated with the same logic 
as the skeeviest apologist for Roy Moore: 
Don’t credit any charges. Gotta stick with 
our team. 

Ms. Flanagan: ‘‘The widespread liberal re-
sponse to the sex-crime accusations against 
Bill Clinton found their natural consequence 
20 years later in the behavior of Harvey 
Weinstein: Stay loudly and publicly and ex-
travagantly on the side of signal leftist 
causes and you can do what you want in the 
privacy of your offices and hotel rooms.’’ 

The article called for a Democratic Party 
‘‘reckoning’’ on the way it protected Bill 
Clinton. 

It was a great piece. 
I close with three thoughts. 
The first springs from an observation 

Tucker Carlson made on his show about 10 
days ago. He marveled, briefly, at this odd-
ity: Most of the accused were famous media 
personalities, influential journalists, enter-
tainers. He noted that all these people one 
way or another make their living in front of 
a camera. 

It stayed with me. What is it about men 
and modern fame that makes them think 
they can take whatever they want when they 
want it, and they’ll always get away with it, 
even as word, each year, spreads. Watch out 
for that guy. 

Second, if the harassment is, as it seems to 
me, weirder and more over the top now than, 
say, 40 years ago, why might that be? 

Third, a hard and deep question put quick-
ly: An aging Catholic priest suggested to a 
friend that all this was inevitable. ‘‘Contra-
ception degenerates men,’’ he said, as does 
abortion. Once you separate sex from its se-
riousness, once you separate it from its life- 
changing, life-giving potential, men will 
come to see it as just another want, a desire 
like any other. Once they think that, then 
they’ll see sexual violations as less serious, 
less charged, less full of weight. They’ll be 
more able to rationalize. It’s only petty 
theft, a pack of chewing gum on the counter, 
and I took it. 

In time this will seem true not only to 
men, but to women. 

This is part of the reason I’m thankful for 
what I’m seeing. I experience it, even if most 
women don’t, or don’t consciously, as a form 
of saying no, this is important. It is serious. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. She noted the pat-
terns of the various infamous predators 
of late and how their victims were now 
coming forward. These are the same 
kind of victims that we see in human 
trafficking or child abuse. 

She writes: ‘‘Once predators, who are 
almost always repeat offenders, under-
stood the new way of reporting such 
stories, they understood something 
else: They weren’t going to get away 
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with it anymore. They’d never known 
that. And they were going to pay a 
price, probably in their careers. They’d 
never known that, either.’’ 

Sexual predators—and we need to un-
derstand the predator behavior—has no 
place in this body. 

Today’s education effort is just the 
first step. In the weeks going forward, 
we need to revise our process. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BOST). The time of the gentlewoman 
has expired. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 30 seconds to the gentle-
woman. 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. In the weeks going 
forward, we need to revise the process 
to make it easier for women to come 
forward and provide them an advocate, 
ombudsman, or counsel, as Dorena rec-
ommended; we need to have a prohibi-
tion on any kind of Member-staff rela-
tionships with subordinates; no tax-
payer funding for settlements of sexual 
harassment by Members of Congress; 
and transparency and accountability 
about who the harassers are. 

Mr. Speaker, I also thank the busi-
ness community for their support. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. LOF-
GREN), a valued member of our com-
mittee. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, for us 
women who have been victims of as-
sault or harassment, this is a very seri-
ous, serious matter. I intend to vote for 
this bill today. But, as has been men-
tioned, it is just a first step. We know 
on the House Administration Com-
mittee that we are going to have to dig 
in and make sure that the training 
that is referred to in this bill is a lot 
better than what we have right now. It 
is deficient. 

I would like to say also that the 
process that we have for victims to 
come forward is an embarrassment. It 
needs to be refined, reviewed, and fixed 
from the point of view of the victim. 

b 1500 

Here in America, every day we open 
our news feed and we see someone else 
who has been fired because of engaging 
in sexual harassment misconduct. It is 
part of, really, a component of devalu-
ing women. That is what this is about. 

I heard my colleague from the House 
Administration Committee mention 
the columnist who said that the sexual 
harassment racket is over. I am afraid 
it isn’t. Not yet. But it is our obliga-
tion to make sure that it does end. 

We are the House of Representatives. 
It should be expected of us that we 
take the lead, that we set the standard 
for how women can be valued in the 
workplace. I think this first step is val-
uable, but if we had to walk a mile, 
this is a foot. 

I am happy to support this measure, 
but I am looking forward to working 
with Mr. BRADY, who has been such a 
leader, and the committee. We have 
had a bipartisan effort with the chair-

man of the committee. We have got a 
lot of work to do, and I look forward to 
doing it. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ask how much time I have left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Mississippi has 5 minutes 
remaining, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has 8 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. LANCE). He is a distin-
guished member of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise as 
well as a member of the House Ethics 
Committee to assure the public that 
the House Ethics Committee takes 
these matters very seriously. I rise in 
strong support of H. Res. 630, and I 
hope that it passes unanimously today. 
I commend BARBARA COMSTOCK and 
JACKIE SPEIER for their tremendous 
work in this area. 

Congress should be leading on this 
issue, helping to foster a workplace en-
vironment free of sexual harassment, 
discrimination, and other terrible be-
havior. Congress must ensure an at-
mosphere where those who serve their 
country here feel protected, supported, 
and believed, particularly young people 
who come here with such idealism, no 
matter the power of the offender. I 
take these matters seriously, as should 
every Member of Congress. 

The reports that taxpayer funds have 
been used for settlements related to 
harassment by Members of Congress 
are rightfully infuriating to the Amer-
ican people and to me personally. We 
need transparency and accountability 
and to end any sexual harassment set-
tlements paid by taxpayers. 

Today’s action ensures that thou-
sands of House employees know their 
rights and the services offered to vic-
tims. I strongly urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Washington, D.C. (Ms. 
NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the chair and ranking member of 
the committee for bringing this bill 
forward at a time of national crisis in 
the workplace on sexual harassment. 

When I chaired the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission, which 
was 15 years after the statute had been 
passed, sexual harassment had not even 
been defined as a form of workplace 
discrimination. We held hearings and 
so defined it, and the Supreme Court 
thereafter affirmed the EEOC guide-
lines. 

Congress, nevertheless, exempted 
itself until 30 years later when in 1995— 
prompted by a controversy involving 
Members of the Congress—brought 
Congress under 13 major civil rights 
and labor laws. But mysteriously—and 
I still can’t understand why—Congress 
exempted itself from the easiest provi-
sion, the provision we bring forward 
today for posting and training. I will 
never understand that failure, but we 
are trying to move forward today. 

There are other needed provisions, 
and I have introduced a bill to bring 
the comprehensive provisions that we 
now require of the legislative branch or 
the private sector forward, and I thank 
the Committee on House Administra-
tion for continuing to work on these 
issues, too. 

Congress failed in 1964. Congress 
failed again in 1995. Now, in 2017, it is 
impossible to justify exempting con-
gressional offices and Members of Con-
gress from the comprehensive provi-
sions Congress now requires of private 
employers and Federal agencies. We 
will never be respected until we are 
brought under the same laws as every-
body else. 

Congressional staff deserve the same 
civil and antidiscrimination protec-
tions afforded to other Federal employ-
ees. It is important that powerful fig-
ures who play an outsized role here in 
Congress be brought to the same level 
as other employers. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. COSTELLO), a distin-
guished member of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of H. 
Res. 630, a resolution I helped intro-
duce that would require sexual harass-
ment training and antidiscrimination 
training for Members of Congress, 
staff, and interns. 

The requirements in this resolution 
are long overdue, Mr. Speaker. This is 
an issue which the Federal Government 
must be a leader on. Under this legisla-
tion, training must be completed with-
in a certain timeframe, and employees 
must provide proof they have com-
pleted the training to the Committee 
on House Administration. 

It is very important that we take se-
rious steps to address harassment in 
Congress. I applaud Congresswoman 
COMSTOCK on her leadership. I have 
been proud to work with Congress-
woman SPEIER, along with the bipar-
tisan group of my colleagues, to make 
sure we have a productive, safe, and 
professional work environment here in 
Congress. 

This resolution is part of that solu-
tion, and I will continue working and 
pressing for additional reforms. I urge 
all of my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Mrs. LAW-
RENCE). 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of this resolution that 
requires every House Member and em-
ployee to complete antiharassment, 
antidiscrimination training. The first 
commonsense step is to make this 
training mandatory. 

I introduced a bill a month ago and 
gathered over 100 cosponsors, Demo-
crats and Republicans, to make sexual 
harassment training mandatory in the 
House, Senate, and support offices. I 
am glad the Senate has required train-
ing with this resolution, and now the 
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House must do the same. When women 
are at the table, Mr. Chairman, I am 
glad to say the conversation changes, 
and the voices in Congress of women 
have changed the conversation here. 

It is important that we must do all 
that we can to improve the congres-
sional workforce, reform our outdated 
processes, and I support this legislation 
to address this issue, and I know that 
my Members of Congress will do the 
same today. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. MESSER), the chair of the House 
Republican Policy Committee and a 
distinguished member of the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for his work. 

Hoosiers get it. The recent reports of 
sexual assault and harassment in Con-
gress are reprehensible. 

I applaud Representative COMSTOCK 
for her hard work on this resolution. 
The House resolution today is an im-
portant step in the right direction. It 
mandates that everyone working in 
Congress has the proper 
antiharassment training. 

We must do more. The AP recently 
reported that the Federal Government 
has spent $17 million in taxpayer 
money settling harassment claims and 
other violations. It is astounding that 
tax dollars have been spent to protect 
Members of Congress and silence vic-
tims. 

It is not okay. That is why I am fil-
ing legislation to stop taxpayer dollars 
from being used in this way, to settle 
sexual harassment claims against 
Members of Congress. This legislation 
will empower victims by releasing 
them from nondisclosure agreements 
that prevent them from coming for-
ward and telling their story. Let’s pass 
today’s resolution and then keep work-
ing to do more. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from New Hampshire (Ms. 
KUSTER). 

Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Congressman BRADY 
and the chair. I want to thank espe-
cially Congresswoman SPEIER and Con-
gresswoman COMSTOCK for their good 
work on this issue. 

Almost 40 years ago, I worked here in 
the United States Congress as a mem-
ber of the staff. I was 23 years old and 
I was sexually assaulted by a distin-
guished guest of the United States Con-
gress. Neither I nor anyone in my of-
fice had received any type of sexual 
harassment training. I had no place to 
turn; I had no one to tell; and I could 
do nothing about it. 

But today is a historic day. This is a 
watershed moment. Times have 
changed and people do make changes. 
This is one that we are all standing to-
gether—Republicans, Democrats, men, 
women, across the board—to say 
‘‘enough is enough.’’ 

I support this resolution as an impor-
tant first step so that every Member of 

Congress and every member of the staff 
on Capitol Hill understand that we are 
drawing the line. We have had enough. 
We need to address sexual harassment 
and assault in the workplaces, on col-
lege campuses, in our military, and 
communities. The Halls of Congress 
can be no exception. 

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. REED), a distinguished mem-
ber of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
and join my colleagues. The Repub-
lican and Democratic men and women 
stand together here on the floor of the 
House to join in the recognition that 
when it comes to sexual harassment 
and sexual assault across America, we 
say ‘‘no more.’’ We say ‘‘enough is 
enough?’’ 

Yes, this is a step—a small step in 
the right direction, but it is a legiti-
mate step for us to reflect those that 
we represent across America and say-
ing to the issue that have impacted all 
of us, my family included, when it 
comes to sexual harassment and sexual 
assault, we stand together as Ameri-
cans and in this body to declare that 
no more shall sexual harassment and 
sexual assault be allowed to exist in 
our society. 

I applaud my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle for doing this and the lead-
ership they have demonstrated on this 
issue once and for all. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. FRANKEL). 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, first I want to thank my colleagues 
and all those ‘‘me too’’ survivors who 
bravely come forward to tell their sto-
ries of sexual harassment. 

Imagine you are a young congres-
sional staffer who eagerly comes to 
Washington to make the world a better 
place for some and work for someone 
you actually believe in. Instead, your 
boss breaks your trust with unwanted 
sexual advances, groping, abusive lan-
guage, or worse, and you feel abso-
lutely devastated and powerless. 

Here is the thing: the United States 
Congress has made sexual harassment 
in the workplace illegal, yet this be-
havior has sullied our own Halls. 

Quite frankly, I think it is pitiful and 
embarrassing that we even have to 
have this discussion, but with that 
said, today’s resolution to require man-
datory antiharassment training is ob-
viously a good step and necessary. And 
there is more work to be done, as my 
colleagues have said. 

There must be respect and safety in 
all our workplaces, in Congress, and 
across America. I urge all my col-
leagues to support this good resolution. 

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

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY). 

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to revise and extend her remarks.) 

b 1515 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank Ranking 
Member BRADY for his leadership; 
Chairman HARPER for moving so swift-
ly on this issue; and my colleague, 
JACKIE SPEIER, who has selflessly 
worked on this issue for many years, 
along with BARBARA COMSTOCK. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this bill. 

Too often, harassment is treated just 
like it is part of the job; and if anyone 
complained, they were fired, punished, 
or paid off to be silent. This is an im-
portant cultural change where harass-
ment, which is illegal, is treated seri-
ously as a crime that needs to stop; 
and to train staff, Members, and offi-
cers on how to know what is right and 
what is wrong so that there is no mis-
understanding. 

This is a first step. I strongly support 
Congresswoman SPEIER’s bill that has 
a comprehensive approach, which bans 
the use of taxpayer money to silence 
victims and to settle this. 

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

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, make no 
mistake about it, this is bullying: sex-
ual bullying harassment. 

I have a wife, a daughter, a grand-
daughter, and a great-granddaughter. I 
have a responsibility to protect them. 
In the people’s House, we have moth-
ers, wives, daughters, granddaughters, 
great-granddaughters, and we have a 
responsibility to protect them. 

Men have a responsibility to stand up 
and confront this behavior when we see 
it. We have a responsibility to demand 
better of other men. We have a respon-
sibility to confront these bullies. 

Men who use their power to harass 
and abuse others are disgraceful, and 
we cannot tolerate their behavior. We 
need to stop having a system that en-
ables it. 

Mr. Speaker, I personally witnessed 
an incident back in my perch, where I 
stay back in the corner there, of a Con-
gresswoman that was leaning back 
talking to me, and a Congressman 
walked by and groped her from behind. 
I reached over and, lucky for him, I 
just couldn’t grab him. I wanted to 
chase him down the aisle, but the Con-
gresswoman, as classy as she is, said: 
‘‘No, don’t do that. You may get in a 
little trouble. We will take care of 
him.’’ And he got taken care of pretty 
well. 

I wonder if women would be 
disrespected or sexually bullied if their 
husbands or their fathers were stand-
ing next to them when somebody tried 
to sexually harass them or grope them. 
That is why I say men who do that are 
bullies and cowards. Just treat women 
with the respect and dignity that you 
would your own mother. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a unanimous 
vote on this resolution, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this House, this special 

place, should not be tarnished any 
longer by the inexcusable behavior of 
some of our Members. The standard 
needs to be high. 

Mr. Speaker, I give a special thank- 
you to Speaker PAUL RYAN and his 
commitment that he has that we get 
this right. I thank Ranking Member 
BRADY for the way that we have been 
able to work together on this. Cer-
tainly, Representatives SPEIER and 
COMSTOCK have been invaluable in this 
process as we go forward. 

We have heard from so many Mem-
bers today on the importance of this. 
This is a resolution that is necessary 
and it is a product of a strong bipar-
tisan incorporation. This is something 
that is just the beginning, as has been 
said today. We had a hearing on No-
vember 14, and we will have another 
hearing on the Congressional Account-
ability Act on December 7. But to have 
this resolution to make sure that our 
Members and staff are educated to 
know their rights and responsibilities 
is a critical first step. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of 
this resolution, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of H. Res. 630, which would require 
each Member, officer and employee of the 
House to complete anti-discrimination and 
anti-harassment training. Enacting this legisla-
tion ought to be a first step toward affirming 
with one voice that there is absolutely no 
place for discrimination nor harassment of any 
kind in the Halls of Congress. But we must 
also do more than agree to mandatory train-
ing. 

As elected officials, we ought to be held to 
a higher standard. Congress must review and 
improve the current administrative procedure 
for victims to come forward. All harassment 
and discrimination allegations must be taken 
seriously. After enacting this measure, Con-
gress must streamline the process, protect vic-
tims that wish to be protected, and ensure all 
allegations of wrongdoing are investigated with 
professionalism, urgency and due process. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support this 
legislation and encourage the House to take 
whatever administrative steps are necessary 
to make it easier for victims to come forward. 
More importantly, I respectfully ask all of my 
colleagues to take a close look inward at 
themselves and their offices and to put an im-
mediate end to the cultural climate that has al-
lowed harassment and discrimination to tar-
nish the institution of Congress. We can do 
better and we must. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the House Committees on the 
Judiciary, I rise in strong support of H. Res. 
630, which requires all employees of the 
House of Representatives—including Mem-
bers, interns, detailees, and fellows—to com-
plete an anti-harassment and anti-discrimina-
tion training program during each session of 
Congress. 

Additionally, each individual would be re-
quired to complete the training within ninety 
days of the start of each session, and each 
new employee to complete the training within 
ninety days of their hire date. 

This training must be completed every ses-
sion of Congress. 

The resolution directs the Committee on 
House Administration to issue regulations to 
ensure compliance and transparency and 
upon passage of the resolution, the Com-
mittee is required to promulgate these regula-
tions within thirty days. 

Mr. Speaker, the many allegations of sexual 
harassment that have come to light involving 
prominent individuals in the fields of govern-
ment, entertainment, business, and other 
fields in recent months are appalling and intol-
erable. 

There must be zero-tolerance for sexual 
harassment in our society, and this body can 
set an example for the nation by declaring 
itself to be sexual harassment free zone and 
policing itself to hold members, staff, and as-
sociated personnel to this standard. 

It is important that all persons working in 
this body understand that everyone has a right 
to a workplace free of harassment and intimi-
dation and that complaints will be taken seri-
ously and fully investigated by the Ethics 
Committee or the House Administration Com-
mittee. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the moment to embrace 
and affirm zero tolerance for sexual harass-
ment and assault and we must soon reauthor-
ize and strengthen the Violence Against 
Women Act to provide stronger tools to pre-
vent and punish sexual harassment and sex-
ual assault. 

As the Ranking Member of the Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Crime, I am committed to 
doing all I can to make this happen as soon 
as possible. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support H. Res. 630 
and urge all Members to vote in favor its 
adoption. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to support H. Res. 630. 

This legislation would require all Members, 
offices, and employees of the House of Rep-
resentatives to complete a workplace rights 
and responsibilities training program each ses-
sion of Congress. 

H. Res. 630 is a focused effort to address 
harassment and discrimination on Capitol Hill. 
As recent headlines have exposed, these 
issues are pervasive across the country. As 
leaders of the United States and voices for our 
constituents, we must do better. If we want to 
eliminate sexual harassment in the workplace, 
we must lead by example and be willing to 
take every available step to ensure these in-
stances are prevented and promptly ad-
dressed. 

As a senior member of the House Judiciary 
Committee, I have long been committed to 
creating a positive and safe work environment. 
In early October of this year, my staff partici-
pated in a program on sexual harassment and 
workplace rights. Empowering employees with 
knowledge of their rights and drawing clear 
distinctions between appropriate behavior and 
harassment can help thwart abuses before 
they can occur. Additionally, educating em-
ployees on ways to report abuse can ensure 
that when incidents happen they are ad-
dressed forthrightly. 

H. Res. 630 also requires interns and fel-
lows to undergo training as well which is vital 
to full compliance. Most offices have well-es-
tablished intern programs, and these individ-
uals are often young, unpaid, and particularly 
vulnerable. It is important to ensure they too 

know their rights and what is appropriate in an 
office setting. 

I support H. Res. 630 because it is a bipar-
tisan effort to promote equality and fair treat-
ment in the workplace and it is a good first 
step in addressing such an extensive problem. 

Some may rightfully ask what took us so 
long. 

Passing this legislation sends the message 
that we condemn harassment in any form, and 
that we will use our authority to support posi-
tive work environments. 

I urge each of you to support H. Res. 630. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
HARPER) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 630. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MINNESOTA’S ECONOMIC RIGHTS 
IN THE SUPERIOR NATIONAL 
FOREST ACT 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 631, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 3905) to require congressional 
approval of any mineral withdrawal or 
monument designation involving the 
National Forest System lands in the 
State of Minnesota, to provide for the 
renewal of certain mineral leases in 
such lands, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

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

ant to House Resolution 631, an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute con-
sisting of the text of Rules Committee 
Print 115–41 is adopted, and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3905 
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 ‘‘Minnesota’s 
Economic Rights in the Superior National Forest 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. CONDITION ON MINERAL WITHDRAWAL 

OF NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 
LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

Minerals within the National Forest System 
lands in the State of Minnesota shall not be 
subject to withdrawal from disposition under 
United States mineral and geothermal leasing 
law unless the withdrawal is specifically ap-
proved by an Act of Congress enacted after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 3. CONDITION ON MONUMENT DESIGNATION 

ON NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 
LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

Section 320301 of title 54, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON EXTENSION OR ESTABLISH-
MENT OF A NATIONAL MONUMENT IN MIN-
NESOTA.—No extension or establishment of na-
tional monuments on National Forest System 
lands in the State of Minnesota may be under-
taken except by express authorization of Con-
gress.’’. 
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SEC. 4. CLARIFYING THE NATURE OF MINERAL 

RIGHTS ON FOREST SYSTEM LANDS 
IN MINNESOTA. 

(a) MINERAL LEASES ISSUED WITHIN FOREST 
SYSTEM LANDS IN MINNESOTA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—All mineral leases issued 
within the exterior boundaries of National For-
est System lands in the State of Minnesota 
under the authority of the Act of June 30, 1950 
(16 U.S.C. 508b), or section 402 of Reorganiza-
tion Plan No. 3 of 1946 (5 U.S.C. App.), are inde-
terminate preference right leases that— 

(A) shall be issued for an initial 20-year pe-
riod; and 

(B) as provided in paragraph (2), shall be re-
newable after the period described in subpara-
graph (A) for 10-year renewal periods. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS FOR RENEWAL.—A lease 
shall be renewed under paragraph (1)(B)— 

(A) if the lessee has complied with the terms 
and conditions of the lease during the preceding 
lease period; and 

(B) on the condition that, at the end of each 
ten-year renewal period, such reasonable read-
justment of the terms and conditions of the lease 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, in consultation with the Secretary of Agri-
culture, for the purpose of— 

(i) encouraging production; or 
(ii) addressing changing conditions within the 

lease area. 
(b) SUSPENSION OF OPERATIONS.—The Sec-

retary of the Interior may suspend operations 
under a lease described in subsection (a) when— 

(1) the lease can only be operated at a loss due 
to market conditions; or 

(2) operations are interrupted by strikes. 
(c) PERMITS FOR USE OF SURFACE LANDS.— 

With respect to lands subject to a lease pursuant 
to subsection (a), the Secretary of the Interior, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Agri-
culture, may issue permits for the use of surface 
lands not included in the lease for purposes con-
nected with, and reasonably necessary to, the 
exploration, development, and use of the depos-
its covered by the lease. 

(d) APPLICABILITY TO MINERAL LEASES.—This 
section shall apply with respect to all mineral 
leases described in subsection (a), including— 

(1) leases that on the date of the enactment of 
this section are not in effect; and 

(2) the hard rock mineral leases for the Supe-
rior National Forest in Minnesota identified as 
MNES–01352 and MNES–01353. 

(e) APPLICABILITY OF NATIONAL ENVIRON-
MENTAL POLICY ACT OF 1969.—The National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4331 et 
seq.) shall apply with respect to a mineral lease 
described in subsection (a). In the case of the re-
newal of the existing hard rock mineral leases 
referred to in subsection (d)(2), the Bureau of 
Land Management shall complete the pending 
environmental assessment no later than 30 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(f) EXCLUSION OF BOUNDARY WATERS CANOE 
AREA WILDERNESS.—Nothing in this section may 
be construed as permitting the prospecting for 
development and utilization of mineral resources 
within the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wil-
derness or Mine Protection Area. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour, equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

After 1 hour of debate, it shall be in 
order to consider the further amend-
ment printed in House Report 115–429, 
if offered by the Member designated in 
the report, which shall be considered 
read, shall be separately debatable for 
the time specified in the report, equal-
ly divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, and shall not 
be subject to a demand for a division of 
the question. 

The gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GOSAR) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LOWENTHAL) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
3905. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 

minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Chairman GOSAR for his leadership on 
this and other issues in the Congres-
sional Western Caucus. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, mining in the Superior 
National Forest, where these leases are 
located, has previously been authorized 
by Congress on several occasions. First 
in 1950, and again in 1978. 

With that bill—the Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness Act—Congress 
established a compromise in which 
mining was prohibited within the 1.1 
million acre Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area Wilderness, but specifically au-
thorized in the Superior National For-
est. 

Likewise, U.S. Forest Service plans 
for these areas have identified mining 
in these Superior Forest locations as a 
‘‘desired condition.’’ 

Despite this longstanding precedent, 
in December of 2016, the Obama admin-
istration abruptly canceled mining 
leases that have been held and renewed 
for decades in northern Minnesota. 
Then in January, the day before leav-
ing office, President Obama signed off 
on a mineral withdrawal for an area 
spanning 425,000 acres, including 95,000 
acres of State school trust fund lands. 

There is a torrent of misinformation 
surrounding this bill, with alarmist 
groups begging that we ‘‘save the 
Boundary Waters.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the Boundary Waters 
were saved in 1978. The low-impact 
mining arrangements that these min-
ing leases entail do not endanger the 
Boundary Waters, which is itself pro-
tected by a significant buffer as well. 

The bill reiterates—redundantly, I 
will add, but in order to make it crys-
tal clear—that mining is prohibited in 
the Boundary Waters and the sur-
rounding buffer. To say otherwise is a 
blatant falsehood. 

A few other facts that you won’t hear 
from alarmists but that deserve to be 
said: this bill retains the full protec-
tions enshrined across the array of en-
vironmental laws and regulations 
which apply to mine leasing, permit-
ting, and operation. The most notable 
in this case are the National Environ-
mental Policy Act—NEPA—and the 

Clean Water Act, which still apply, in 
full. 

But the fact is that this bill is not 
about removing environmental protec-
tions, as some may have said. 

Rather, what about when you don’t 
actually remove any? 

Rather, what initiated this situation 
is an arbitrary overreach by the Obama 
administration at the last minute. It 
was looking to score political points on 
its way out the door by taking the 
near-unprecedented action of initiating 
a full mineral withdrawal. That was 
undemocratic, and the huge support 
that this bill and mining in general en-
joys in Minnesota’s Eighth Congres-
sional District, where the Superior 
Forest is located, is proof positive. But 
Article IV of the Constitution vests 
Congress with authority over public 
lands, and it is now up to us to act. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate this chance 
to clear the air on some of the mis-
conceptions and falsehoods that have 
been tarnishing this bill. It really is 
unfortunate that commonsense, local 
issues like this one are being dragged 
into a national partisan brawl. Never-
theless, I hope my colleagues are able 
to see through the deception, recognize 
the clear benefits of mining in Min-
nesota, and vote ‘‘yes’’ on this impor-
tant bill. 

Finally, I would like to share some 
comments from the Associated General 
Contractors of Minnesota, who noted 
that ‘‘H.R. 3905 changes no environ-
mental review processes, relaxes no en-
vironmental standards, and specifically 
restates Congress’ prohibition on any 
mining activity in the BWCAW and the 
surrounding protective buffer.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
their full letter. 
ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS 

OF MINNESOTA, 
November 22, 2017. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN WALZ: On behalf of the 
Associated General Contractors of Minnesota 
and our over 400 member firms, I am writing 
to urge your support for H.R. 3905, the ‘‘Min-
nesota’s Economic Rights (MINER) in the 
Superior National Forest Act,’’ bipartisan 
legislation sponsored by Cong. Tom Emmer 
(MN–6th) and cosponsored by Cong. Collin 
Peterson (MN–7th), Cong. Jason Lewis (MN– 
2nd) and Cong. Paul Gosar (AZ–4th). H.R. 
3905 is currently on the agenda of the House 
Rules Committee, on a path for House floor 
action in the coming weeks. 

In 1950, Congress took action to make land 
available for mineral exploration and devel-
opment within the Superior National Forest 
(SNF) within the Iron Range region in 
Northeast Minnesota. In 1978, Congress pro-
hibited mining within the region’s Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area Wilderness (BWCAW) and 
an adjacent protective buffer zone, while re-
affirming that mining should be allowed and 
promoted in the remaining area of the SNF. 

H.R. 3905 aims to correct the injustices 
being thrust upon the Iron Range by requir-
ing congressional approval of any mineral 
withdrawal or monument designation involv-
ing the National Forest System lands in the 
State of Minnesota, as well as providing for 
the renewal of certain mineral leases and en-
suring future leases in the area remain valid 
and renewed as outlined by current law. 
Moreover, H.R. 3905 changes no environ-
mental review processes, relaxes no environ-
mental standards, and specifically restates 
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Congress’ prohibition on any mining activity 
in the BWCAW and surrounding protective 
buffer. 

H.R. 3905 would reaffirm long-standing 
Congressional intent in the management and 
development of critical minerals in Min-
nesota, eliminate bureaucratic delays in de-
veloping environmentally-responsible mine 
projects proposals, and restore the promise 
of future job growth and economic oppor-
tunity to an economically distressed region 
of the state. 

We strongly urge your vote in support of 
H.R. 3905. Thank you for your support of 
mining in Minnesota and the thousands of 
good paying jobs that are sustained through 
safe and effective management of these nat-
ural resources. 

Sincerely, 
TIM WORKE, 

CEO. 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is quite 
simply a giveaway of mining rights on 
roughly 5,000 acres of public lands right 
next to the Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area Wilderness in northern Minnesota 
to a Chilean mining conglomerate so 
that it can develop a copper mine that 
will, in all likelihood, leach toxic acid 
waste into the Boundary Waters for 
decades, if not centuries, to come. In 
order to do this, this bill overrides 
multiple laws that are in place to allow 
priceless natural places to be protected 
and it vetoes the scientific conclusions 
of the U.S. Forest Service. 

Last year, the Forest Service rec-
ommended that two undeveloped 50- 
year-old mining leases in Minnesota’s 
Superior National Forest be allowed to 
expire, stating that the development of 
a copper mine on these leases could 
lead to potentially extreme contamina-
tion of the Boundary Waters wilderness 
from acid mine drainage and leached 
materials. 

The Boundary Waters isn’t just a 
pristine and unique wilderness, it is 
also an economic engine for northern 
Minnesota. Over 1,000 pristine lakes, 
1,200 miles of streams, and 2,000 camp-
sites attract more than 150,000 visitors 
each year to canoe, kayak, fish, bird 
watch, ski, and simply explore and 
enjoy the natural beauty and peaceful-
ness that is unlike anywhere else in 
the United States. These visitors bring 
in tens of millions of dollars annually, 
supporting thousands of local jobs. 

b 1530 

The ecological and economic value of 
the Boundary Waters led the Forest 
Service to conclude: ‘‘ . . . develop-
ment of a regionally untested copper- 
nickel sulfide-ore mine within the 
same watershed as the Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area Wilderness might 
cause serious and irreplaceable harm to 
this unique, iconic, and irreplaceable 
wilderness area.’’ 

As a result, the leases were not re-
newed, and the Forest Service began a 
study to look at whether to protect the 
area adjacent to the Boundary Waters 

from mining for the next 20 years. This 
2-year study is open. It is a public proc-
ess designed to gather scientific infor-
mation and local views on the poten-
tial impacts of copper mining, which is 
immediately adjacent to the Boundary 
Waters, and it is supported by an over-
whelming majority—79 percent—of the 
voters in Minnesota. 

Even this administration here in 
Washington has said that it intends to 
allow the study to run its course before 
making any decisions, but this legisla-
tion would make that study meaning-
less. It would reinstate the leases and 
make it almost impossible for them to 
expire. It would block the Forest Serv-
ice from acting on its study no matter 
what it found and how the people in 
the region feel, and it would make it 
impossible for the President of the 
United States to protect this area 
using the Antiquities Act, all so a Chil-
ean mining company can move forward 
with a dangerous mine next to one of 
our most pristine and special natural 
places. 

Mr. Chairman, our public lands be-
long to all Americans, not simply to 
wealthy mining companies with the 
connections and the cash to try to 
overturn decisions they don’t like 
through legislation. The company that 
we are talking about is challenging 
this decision to not renew their leases 
in court. That is the appropriate venue 
for that debate, not here in the Halls of 
Congress. We shouldn’t rewrite the law 
to make sure that they get their way. 

Even if the company wins the case, 
we should not be tying the Federal 
Government’s hands to make sure that 
this mine gets developed, no matter 
what, instead of listening to the 
science. That is the wrong thing to do 
for any project like this, let alone one 
that sits right next to a unique and 
delicate wilderness like the Boundary 
Waters. 

This bill is a blatant attempt to re-
ward an individual foreign company at 
the expense of the American people and 
the American landscape, and I urge my 
colleagues to reject this legislation. 

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. EMMER), the originator of 
this bill. 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, today’s debate on H.R. 
3905, Minnesota’s Economic Rights in 
the Superior National Forest Act, also 
known as the MINER Act, is not just 
important to the great State of Min-
nesota. This legislation is critically 
important to the United States. 

The MINER Act will reverse the mis-
guided, last-minute actions of the 
Obama administration to stop any ex-
ploration of one of the most valuable 
precious metal deposits in the world. 

The MINER Act will ensure that the 
people of Minnesota have the oppor-
tunity for jobs and economic pros-

perity that would come if the deposit 
can ever be mined in an environ-
mentally safe and responsible manner. 

The MINER Act will renew the Fed-
eral Government’s commitment and 
promise to the citizens of Minnesota. 
When the Superior National Forest was 
created in 1909 and, later, when the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area was es-
tablished in 1978, there was an express 
agreement between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the State of Minnesota 
that mining and logging could continue 
in the Superior National Forest. In 
fact, according to the most recent Su-
perior National Forest land use man-
agement plan, mining and logging are 
considered a desired condition in the 
forest. 

This is about more than just the 
10,000-plus jobs which are now at risk 
because of the lameduck actions of the 
Obama administration. This is about 
billions of dollars in revenue for Min-
nesota’s economy and billions more in 
potential education funding for Min-
nesota’s schools that are now on the 
line. This is about strategically impor-
tant metals and minerals which are 
used by Americans every day. This is 
about undoing a last-ditch effort to 
further a political agenda at the ex-
pense of the livelihoods that Minneso-
tans have relied on for generations. 

The MINER Act, again, is about pro-
tecting Minnesota’s right to explore 
and, if environmentally appropriate, 
mine valuable and important precious 
metals, precious metals that are not 
only necessary to our everyday tech-
nology, but which are critically impor-
tant to our Nation’s national defense. 

There are some who would like to 
deny Minnesota the right to explore 
and potentially mine these precious 
metals. They argue that any mining 
activity could negatively impact our 
beloved Boundary Waters Canoe Area. 
This concern, however, ignores the fact 
that, if a mine is ever proposed, and to 
date there has been no mine proposed, 
if one is ever proposed in the Superior 
National Forest, it would have to sat-
isfy all current local, State, and Fed-
eral environmental review and permit-
ting requirements before it could ever 
be approved to proceed. 

We can and we will protect the 
Boundary Waters. I have no doubt that 
we can find a way to preserve Min-
nesota’s pristine landscape without 
permanently destroying any future job 
creation or economic development in 
Minnesota. By passing the MINER Act, 
we protect thousands of jobs and bil-
lions of dollars in revenue and edu-
cation funding while leaving an exten-
sive process intact to protect and pre-
serve the environment and our State. 

In conclusion, I encourage all my col-
leagues to support the MINER Act be-
cause we know someday someone 
might find a way to mine these impor-
tant precious metals in a safe and envi-
ronmentally responsible way, and if 
that happens, Minnesota deserves the 
opportunity and the jobs and economic 
prosperity that will ensue. 
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Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield 8 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM). 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in opposition to this destructive 
bill. 

This bill undermines bedrock envi-
ronmental and public land manage-
ment laws in order to create a per-
petual lease for a foreign-owned toxic 
mine. This mine will be on the doorstep 
of one of our country’s last truly wild 
places, the Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area Wilderness. 

The Boundary Waters contains 1.1 
million acres of unspoiled woodlands 
and more than 1,000 pristine lakes. The 
water wilderness is beloved by adven-
turers, canoers, sportsmen, and sports-
women from all across the United 
States and around the world. 

To safeguard this natural treasure, 
Congress has prohibited logging, min-
ing, and even the use of most motor-
ized vehicles on this Federal land. It 
has made the Boundary Waters a haven 
for birds and other wildlife and the 
most visited wilderness area in the 
United States of America. 

These visitors, over 250,000 annually, 
have helped the economy and created 
jobs in northern Minnesota, but the 
bill we are debating today puts this all 
at risk. It paves the way for a massive 
sulfide-ore copper mine just a few 
miles from the Boundary Waters Wil-
derness. 

Sulfide-ore mining is the most toxic 
industry in the United States. Sulfide 
mines pollute waterways with acid 
drainage, which contain arsenic, lead, 
and mercury. This type of mining is 
particularly risky in the vast, inter-
connected watershed that flows 
throughout the Boundary Waters into 
Voyageurs National Park and across 
the border into the Canadian provincial 
park. 

The supporters of H.R. 3905 claim 
that the bill still protects the Bound-
ary Waters because the mines will be 
located outside the wilderness area. 
Mr. Speaker, this is simply not the 
case. Let me show you where the min-
ing would take place here. 

This is the site of the proposed mine 
on the edge of the wilderness area. The 
river that you see flows through the 
Boundary Waters. The area contains 
popular Forest Service campgrounds 
and entry points to the wilderness. It is 
a base for scouting and veterans’ out-
door recreation trips. Some of the Su-
perior National Forest’s most popular 
fishing lakes and hunting grounds are 
in this area. They are home to hun-
dreds of people and businesses. 

If this bill passes, it will create an in-
dustrial wasteland. This bill poses an 
unacceptable risk of irreparable dam-
age to a pristine wilderness. 

A 2012 study of American sulfide-ore 
mines found that all mines have 
leaked, and 92 percent of them had ex-
perienced failures that negatively af-
fected the local water quality. Even 
state-of-the-art sulfide-ore copper 
mines consistently pollute their sur-
rounding environments. 

For example, in August 2014, a copper 
mine in British Columbia released a 
toxic slurry—10 billion liters of waste-
water and 5 billion liters of tailings— 
that created a polluted dystopia of 
dead trees and contaminated salmon 
spawning areas. 

Because of the risks involved with 
these mines, the Forest Service has 
begun a 2-year environmental review 
that will determine if the Boundary 
Waters is an appropriate place for dan-
gerous sulfide-ore copper mining or if a 
20-year withdrawal of mining rights in 
the watershed is appropriate. 

This review is the process that Con-
gress established, under the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act, for 
considering mineral withdrawal. The 
review is supported by Minnesota’s 
Governor, tribal governments, and 79 
percent of all Minnesotans. It also has 
been supported by both the current and 
the former administration. 

Just this morning, again, I spoke 
with the chief of the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice and thanked him for the adminis-
tration’s commitment to allow the 
study to go forward. 

But the bill we are considering today 
stops this established scientific review 
process from going forward. Instead, it 
creates a loophole for the benefit of a 
foreign mining interest. It automati-
cally reinstates two expired and denied 
leasings dating back to 1966, before 
modern environmental laws like the 
Clean Water Act. It allows permanent 
mining leases on national forestland, 
our Nation’s public land, removing sci-
entific safeguards, environmental con-
siderations, and public input from the 
renewal process. It exempts Federal 
forests in Minnesota from the protec-
tions of the landmark Antiquities Act. 
It sets a dangerous precedent and will 
have consequences all across our coun-
try. 

There is simply no justification for 
Congress to rewrite the rules for our 
Federal forests in Minnesota, and that 
is exactly what this piece of legislation 
does. In short, this proposal is a give-
away of public resources to private in-
terests. One of our Nation’s last wild 
places becomes collateral damage. 

Good people of both parties all across 
Minnesota and throughout this country 
know the importance of protecting this 
pristine wilderness, and that is why so 
many of them have submitted letters 
to Congress in opposition to H.R. 3905. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
these letters of opposition from Min-
nesota’s Governor, Mark Dayton; three 
Tribal nations: Fond du Lac, Grand 
Portage, and White Earth Bands of the 
Minnesota Chippewa; the Theodore 
Roosevelt Conservation Partnership, 
the National Wildlife Federation, and 
other sporting groups; the Girl Scouts 
of Minnesota and Wisconsin; Veterans 
for the Boundary Waters; and a coali-
tion of dozens of national organizations 
that advocate for clean water and pub-
lic lands and conservation. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
OFFICE OF GOVERNOR MARK DAYTON, 

Saint Paul, MN, November 27, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: I write in strong op-
position to H.R. 3905, which I understand has 
passed out of Committee and is being re-
viewed by House Majority Leadership for a 
floor vote. I implore you not to schedule a 
vote on this bill without a full vetting of the 
serious risks to the Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area Wilderness from adjacent copper-nickel 
mining, the status of the two-year federal 
study currently underway, and the wishes of 
the majority of Minnesotans, who oppose 
copper-nickel mining in the immediate vi-
cinity of the Boundary Waters. 

H.R. 3905 is a bill, ‘‘To require congres-
sional approval of any mineral withdrawal or 
monument designation involving the Na-
tional Forest System lands in the State of 
Minnesota, to provide for the renewal of cer-
tain mineral leases in such lands, and for 
other purposes.’’ H.R. 3905 was introduced in 
response to the desires of a foreign mining 
company to use Congress to circumvent the 
deliberations of the U.S. Departments of In-
terior and Agriculture and their agencies, 
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and 
the U.S. Forest Service (USFS), to determine 
whether copper-nickel mining can be con-
ducted safely in this ecologically sensitive 
part of Minnesota. 

The Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness (BCWAW) is America’s most popular na-
tional Wilderness Area, drawing visitors 
from all over the world to Northeastern Min-
nesota to fish, hunt, and experience its inter-
connected pristine lakes, rivers and streams. 
Additionally, the BWCAW contributes enor-
mously to Minnesota’s social and economic 
wellbeing. 

In January, 2017, the BLM and the USFS 
began a comprehensive two-year study to de-
termine whether copper-nickel mining, with 
its toxic by-product, sulfide ore, is appro-
priate within the watershed and immediate 
vicinity of the BWCA. Specifically, this envi-
ronmental review will determine whether 
the Superior National Forest lands next to 
the BWCAW should be removed from the fed-
eral mining program to protect the Wilder-
ness from pollution and other environmental 
degradation caused by the resulting sulfide 
ore. The study considers a wide variety of 
factors, including scientific evidence, public 
input, economic considerations, ecological 
characteristics, and recreational value, 
among others. 

I respectfully ask that you allow the com-
pletion of this important review process. 
Over 126,000 Americans have submitted pub-
lic comments as part of it. Many attended 
three public meetings conducted earlier this 
year by the BLM and USFS. Moving H.R. 
3905 forward at this time would disregard the 
input of all Americans, who have partici-
pated in the process, as well as the views of 
the 79 percent of Minnesotans, who favor the 
two-year pause and environmental review of 
potential impacts to the BWCAW. 

The BWCAW is crucially important to our 
state, and I believe strongly that future fed-
eral and state decisions about its future 
should be made only after the most careful 
and objective scientific review. I urge you to 
reject the attempts by a foreign mining cor-
poration to short-circuit the review process 
underway, and to affirm the importance of a 
careful, objective analysis under the existing 
federal legal framework. 

Continuing this review process is the best 
way to allow for well-informed federal and 
state decisions, which will affect many fu-
ture generations of Americans. Industry 
should not dictate the stewardship of tax-
payer-owned public lands, nor use Congress 
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to short-circuit sound decision-making—es-
pecially regarding pristine Wilderness Areas 
like the BWCAW. 

Sincerely, 
MARK DAYTON, 

Governor. 

FOND DU LAC BAND OF LAKE SUPE-
RIOR CHIPPEWA RESERVATION 
BUSINESS COMMITTEE, 

Cloquet, MN, August 3, 2017. 
Re Subcommittee’s July 27, 2017 Hearing on 

Congressman Emmer’s Draft Bill 

Hon. ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman, House Committee on Natural Re-

sources, Washington, DC. 
Hon. RAÚL GRIJALVA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Natural 

Resources, Washington, DC. 
Hon. PAUL GOSAR, 
Chairman, House Committee on Natural Re-

sources, Subcommittee on Energy and Min-
eral Resources, Washington, DC. 

Hon. ALAN LOWENTHAL, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Natural 

Resources, Subcommittee on Energy and 
Mineral Resources, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMEN BISHOP AND GOSAR AND 
RANKING MEMBERS GRIJALVA AND 
LOWENTHAL: I write on behalf of the Fond du 
Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa to ex-
press our profound concerns about, and 
strong objections to, the draft bill offered by 
Congressman Emmer that was the subject of 
the hearing on July 27 before the Sub-
committee on Energy and Mineral Re-
sources. This draft bill would retroactively 
grant to a foreign-owned mining company— 
one that has a history of environmental vio-
lations in its home country—a perpetual 
lease of federal mineral rights. It would fur-
ther eliminate an ongoing administrative 
process that is essential to the proper eval-
uation of any future development of federal 
minerals within this exceptional part of the 
Superior National Forest lands. We urge you 
not to support this measure. 

The Fond du Lac Band is a federally recog-
nized Indian tribe. We hold a Reservation 
just south of Superior National Forest which 
was established for us by Treaty with the 
United States on September 30, 1854, 10 Stat. 
1109. The 1854 Treaty further reserved to us 
the rights to hunt, fish and gather on lands 
outside our Reservation. These lands extend 
into the Arrowhead region of Minnesota, and 
encompass the lands within much of Supe-
rior National Forest and the Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area Wilderness (BWCAW), in-
cluding the lands that are affected by this 
draft bill. 

The BWCAW, the lands adjacent to it, as 
well as the lands beyond the BWCAW’s buffer 
zone and within the Superior National For-
est, are pristine. This region—within the 
Rainy Lake Watershed—is a unique water- 
based ecosystem with thousands of lakes and 
interconnected waterbodies. The quality of 
its waters is high and those waters provide 
critically important habitat for fish and 
wildlife, including moose and other unique 
natural resources like wild rice. The waters, 
wild rice, fish and game are especially im-
portant to the Chippewa. Such natural re-
sources have sustained our people for cen-
turies and are the foundation of our culture 
and religion. The natural resources in this 
region play an increasingly important role in 
our ability to feed our families and exercise 
our Treaty rights, because many of the 
waters southwest of this region are impaired 
(as designated by the Minnesota Pollution 
Control Agency) from mining pollutants 
which have, in turn, destroyed wild rice beds 
and led to fish consumption advisories. 

Although northeastern Minnesota has a 
long history of mining, the mining done to 

date in the State has been for iron and taco-
nite. The proposals to develop sulfide ore 
mining, for copper, nickel and palladium, 
would be the first of their kind in Minnesota. 
The history of such mines elsewhere high-
lights the very serious environmental dam-
age that they pose from acid mine drainage— 
risks that Minnesota has not yet had occa-
sion to address or regulate. Those risks are 
especially acute in water-based ecosystems 
like those in the BWCAW and the Rainy 
Lake watershed of Minnesota. And the pro-
posed development of sulfide ore mines in 
lands immediately south of the BWCAW 
poses a serious and direct threat to the 
BWCAW for the very simple reason that the 
waters in that region flow north—towards 
the BWCAW. 

Because of the very substantial risks posed 
by sulfide-ore mining, Minnesota Governor 
Dayton made a decision in March 2016 not to 
permit the use of state lands for mining in 
this area, and subsequently the Secretaries 
of Interior and Agriculture made like deci-
sions with regard to federal lands. In par-
ticular, these federal agencies declined to 
renew two leases of federal minerals which 
had been made a half-century ago to the 
predecessor of Twin Metals Mine, and its for-
eign owner, Antofagasta Minerals. One of 
these leases covers land that is directly adja-
cent to the BWCAW. The other is within 
three miles of the BWCAW. The federal deci-
sion was based on a determination that the 
leases posed an unacceptable risk to the 
waters and natural resources in the BWCAW. 
In connection with that decision, the Depart-
ments of Interior and Agriculture initiated a 
process to evaluate whether 234,328 acres of 
federal lands within this ecologically unique 
region should be withdrawn from mining. 

The federal review process is now under-
way and should be allowed to continue. Deci-
sions on whether to allow sulfide-ore mining, 
especially in this unique water-based eco-
system, need to take into account all of the 
impacts of the proposed project and should 
be based on objective science, economics and 
the social and related impacts of such devel-
opment on the lives and livelihood of Min-
nesotans, including federally-protected trib-
al Treaty rights. 

Such analysis should also be done before 
any decision is made to reinstate expired, or 
expiring, leases of federal minerals in this 
area. The need for such an analysis is illus-
trated by the expired leases for the Twin 
Metals Mine. The original leases, which had 
a 20-year term, were made in 1966, well before 
enactment of laws that are essential to pro-
tecting the environment, such as the Clean 
Water Act. The original leases were also 
made before the federal courts confirmed the 
continued rights of the Chippewa to hunt, 
fish and gather in this region, and accord-
ingly do not take into account the impact of 
the mineral leases on these treaty-protected 
rights. All such matters should be carefully 
considered, and the on-going administrative 
review process is intended to do this and 
should be allowed to continue. 

The draft bill does not do this. Instead of 
allowing a process that would permit in-
formed decision-making, the bill would 
eliminate the on-going review process. The 
bill would further retroactively reinstate the 
Twin Metals’ expired leases, while rewriting 
the terms of those leases to convert them 
into ‘‘indeterminate’’ leases, while further 
limiting the federal government’s ability to 
impose conditions on these leases—giving to 
the company what appears to be essentially 
a perpetual right to the federal minerals on 
these lands. Further, the bill would do the 
same for all other unidentified leases that 
may now exist on National Forest Service 
lands within Minnesota, as well as any fu-
ture such leases. 

The kind of mining that Twin Metals and 
Antofagasta propose to develop is dangerous 
and poses a direct and substantial threat to 
what has long been recognized as an excep-
tional and extraordinary wilderness. Those 
threats should be carefully assessed through 
the on-going administrative review process. 
Congress should not enact laws that preclude 
informed decision-making or which blindly 
re-write leases, but should allow the federal 
agencies which have been delegated responsi-
bility for addressing the terms and condi-
tions on which federal lands may be leased, 
to continue to exercise that authority under 
existing law. Finally, to the extent that 
Twin Metals Mine contends that the federal 
government’s decision not to renew its leases 
is wrong, it has already chosen to raise those 
claims in federal court, where they are pend-
ing. 

We urge Congress not to proceed with this 
draft bill. 

Sincerely, 
KEVIN R. DUPUIS, Sr., 

Chairman. 

GRAND PORTAGE RESERVATION 
TRIBAL COUNCIL, 

Grand Portage, MN, April 29, 2016. 
Hon. TOM VILSACK, 
Secretary of Agriculture, U.S. Department of 

Agriculture, Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHRISTINA GOLDFUSS, 
Director, Council on Environmental Quality, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. SALLY JEWELL, 
Secretary of the Interior, U.S. Department of 

the Interior, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SECRETARY VILSACK, SECRETARY 

JEWELL, AND DIRECTOR GOLDFUSS: The Grand 
Portage Band (‘‘the Band’’) is a federally rec-
ognized Indian tribe, as one of the member 
bands of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 
(‘‘MCT’’). The Band, along with two other 
MCT Bands, Fond du Lac and Bois Forte, re-
tain hunting, fishing, and other usufructuary 
rights that extend throughout the entire 
northeast portion of the state of Minnesota 
under the 1854 Treaty of LaPointe (the 
‘‘Ceded Territory’’). In the Ceded Territory, 
all the Bands have a legal interest in pro-
tecting natural resources and all federal 
agencies share in the federal government’s 
trust responsibility to the Bands to maintain 
those treaty resources. 

The Band is concerned with the prospect of 
a series of sulfide-ore mines being developed 
in the headwaters of the Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area (‘‘BWCA’’) watershed. The BWCA 
watershed is located on the Minnesota/On-
tario border and is entirely within the 1854 
Ceded Territory. The BWCA watershed is 
comprised of a vast area of pristine inter-
connected waterways that have been used by 
the Chippewa for centuries. Low buffering 
capacity of water and soil and the inter-
connection of lakes and streams, make the 
BWCA watershed particularly vulnerable to 
the impacts of mining. 

Sulfide-ore mines are proposed to be built 
in the BWCA watershed, immediately adja-
cent to the BWCA and upstream from it. 
These mines would threaten to pollute pris-
tine water and damage the important forest 
habitat used by many types of wildlife. Sul-
fide-ore mining has a consistent record of 
devastating environmental harm, including 
contaminating waters, degrading forests, and 
predicted, catastrophic spills of toxic mate-
rials. There are inherent risks to sulfide-ore 
mining, and it makes no sense to place what 
the Environmental Protection Agency calls 
the nation’s most toxic industry in the 
BWCA watershed and within the Ceded Terri-
tory upon which the Band relies. 

Therefore, the Band is requesting that the 
Department of interior and Department of 
Agriculture take steps to permanently pro-
tect the Boundary Waters watershed front 
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sulfide-ore mining. Specifically, we urge you 
to: 

1. Ensure that no leasing of federal min-
erals occurs within the BWCA watershed by 
denying applications for new federal mineral 
leases and federal mineral lease renewals. 

2. Withdraw the federally owned minerals 
within the BWCA watershed from the federal 
mineral leasing program. 

3. Take any additional measures necessary 
to protect the BWCA watershed from the 
threat of sulfide-ore mining. 

We urge you to ensure that the full extent 
of the risks posed by large-scale sulfide-ore 
mining in the BWCA headwaters are thor-
oughly considered in order to determine the 
best course for the future of the watershed 
and the tribal communities who rely on its 
clean water and intact forested habitats to 
exercise usufructuary rights. 

Sincerely, 
NORMAN W. DESCHAMPE, 

Chairman. 

WHITE EARTH RESERVATION 
TRIBAL COUNCIL, 

White Earth, MN, May 23, 2016. 
Hon. TOM VILSACK, 
Secretary of Agriculture, U.S. Department of 

Agriculture, Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHRISTINA GOLDFUSS, 
Director, Council on Environmental Quality, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. SALLY JEWELL, 
Secretary of the Interior, U.S. Department of 

the Interior, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SECRETARY VILSACK, SECRETARY 

JEWELL, AND DIRECTOR GOLDFUSS: The Grand 
Portage Band (‘‘the Band’’) is a federally rec-
ognized Indian tribe, as one of the member 
bands of the Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 
(‘‘MCT’’). The Band, along with two other 
MCT Bands, Fond duLac and Bois Forte, re-
tain hunting, fishing, and other usufructuary 
rights that extend throughout the entire 
northeast portion of the state of Minnesota 
under the 1854 Treaty of LaPointe. In the 
Ceded Territory, all the Bands have a legal 
interest in protecting natural resources and 
all federal agencies share in the federal gov-
ernment’s trust responsibility to the Bands 
to maintain those treaty resources. 

The Band is concerned with the prospect of 
a series of sulfide-ore mines being developed 
in the headwaters of the Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area (‘‘BWCA’’) watershed. The BWCA 
watershed is located on the Minnesota/On-
tario border and is entirely within the 1854 
Ceded Territory. The BWCA watershed is 
comprised of a vast area of pristine inter-
connected waterways that have been used by 
the Chippewa for centuries. Low buffering 
capacity of water and soil and the inter-
connection of lakes and streams, make the 
BWCA watershed particularly vulnerable to 
the impacts of mining. 

Sulfide-ore mines are proposed to be built 
in the BWCA watershed, immediately adja-
cent to the BWCA and upstream from it. 
These mines would threaten to pollute pris-
tine water and damage the important forest 
habitat used by many types of wildlife. Sul-
fide-ore mining has a consistent record of 
devastating environmental harm, including 
contaminating waters, degrading forests, and 
unpredicted, catastrophic spills of toxic ma-
terials. 

There are inherent risks to sulfide-ore 
mining. and it makes no sense to place what 
the Environmental Protection Agency calls 
the nation’s most toxic industry in the 
BWCA watershed and within the Ceded Terri-
tory upon which the Band relies. 

Therefore, White Earth is requesting that 
the Department of Interior and Department 
of Agriculture take steps to permanently 
protect the Boundary Waters watershed from 
sulfide-ore mining. Specifically, we urge you 
to: 

1. Ensure that no leasing of federal min-
erals occurs within the BWCA watershed by 
denying applications for new federal mineral 
leases and federal mineral lease renewals. 

2. Withdraw the federally owned minerals 
within the BWCA watershed from the federal 
mineral leasing program. 

3. Take any additional measures necessary 
to protect the BWCA watershed from the 
threat of sulfide-ore mining. 

We urge you to ensure that the full extent 
of the risks posed by large-scale sulfide-ore 
mining in the BWCA headwaters are thor-
oughly considered in order to determine the 
best course for the future of the watershed 
and the tribal communities who rely on its 
clean water and intact forested habitats to 
exercise usufructuary rights. 

Sincerely, 
STEVEN ‘‘PUNKY’’ CLARK, 

Vice-Chairman. 

SPORTSMEN FOR THE 
BOUNDARY WATERS, 

Ely, MN, November 28, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our 

millions of members and supporters, we urge 
you to OPPOSE H.R. 3905, the so-called 
‘‘Minnesota’s Economic Rights in the Supe-
rior National Forest Act’’ when it is consid-
ered on the House floor. 

Simply put, H.R. 3905 is a bill to allow sul-
fide-ore mining at the edge of the Boundary 
Water Canoe Area Wilderness (BWCAW), di-
rectly threatening one of America’s most ac-
cessible and most-visited wilderness areas. 
At 1.1 million acres in size, the BWCAW is 
the largest wilderness east of the Rockies 
and north of the Everglades. This inter-
connected system of lakes, rivers, and 
streams provides unparalleled opportunities 
for solitude, recreation, hunting and fishing. 
The connections between Northern Min-
nesota’s national forests, Boundary Water 
Canoe Area Wilderness, Voyageurs National 
Park, and Quetico Provincial Park makes 
this entire trans boundary area extremely 
susceptible to the threat of pollution from 
sulfide-ore mining, one of the most toxic in-
dustries in America, according to the EPA. 

H.R. 3905 would require congressional ap-
proval of any mineral withdrawal or monu-
ment designation involving National Forest 
System lands in the State of Minnesota and 
would provide for the perpetual renewal of 
federal mineral leases in Minnesota, includ-
ing two that were denied by the Forest Serv-
ice and the Bureau of Land Management. 
The bill undermines the Antiquities Act, Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act, Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act, Boundary 
Waters Wilderness Act, and other laws regu-
lating mineral leasing in Minnesota’s na-
tional forests. 

Contrary to the bill’s title, H.R. 3905 would 
do more harm than good for the economy of 
Northern Minnesota. Economic analysis by 
Key-Log Economics LLC shows that sulfide- 
ore mining on Superior National Forest 
lands in the watershed of the Boundary 
Waters could lead to the loss of nearly 5,000 
jobs in tourism, 5,000 to 22,000 jobs in the rest 
of the economy, a $1.6 billion loss in annual 
income, and a $500 million reduction in pri-
vate property values. 

Specifically, we urge opposition to this bill 
because it would: 

Renew two expired and undeveloped min-
eral leases on Superior National Forest lands 
next to the Boundary Waters and along lakes 
and rivers that flow directly into the Wilder-
ness, advancing a foreign mining company’s 
interests at the expense of beloved American 
public lands. 

Void the December 2016 record of decision 
by the Forest Service withholding its con-
sent to two mineral lease renewal requests in 
the Superior National Forest due to the un-

acceptable risks to this watershed, which ac-
cording to the Forest Service holds 20 per-
cent of the National Forest System’s fresh 
water supply. 

Undermine the National Environmental 
Policy Act by limiting review of these two 
mineral leases to a 30-day environmental as-
sessment. Contrary to the bill language, 
there is no ‘pending EA.’ However, this sec-
tion would override the ongoing two-year 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) ini-
tiated by the Forest Service and Bureau of 
Land Management to carefully consider the 
potential impacts of sulfide-ore mining on 
the Boundary Waters watershed. The ongo-
ing EIS is strongly supported by Minnesota’s 
Governor Dayton and by the citizens of Min-
nesota. More than 79% of Minnesota voters 
support the study, while more than 126,000 
citizens submitted comments during the 
scoping phase. 

Amend the 1906 Antiquities Act by man-
dating Congressional approval for any na-
tional monument designations in Min-
nesota’s national forests. The Antiquities 
Act is a bipartisan conservation law, which 
has been used by Presidents of both parties, 
to protect irreplaceable federal lands from 
potential threats. Monument designation 
under the Antiquities Act have provided pro-
tections for areas including the Grand Can-
yon, Acadia, Zion, Muir Woods, and Olympic 
National Parks. Quite simply, this attack on 
the Antiquities Act is an attack against our 
national parks and monuments. 

Amend the 1976 Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act (FLPMA) by mandating 
Congressional approval for mineral with-
drawals in Minnesota’s national forests. Ad-
ditionally, FLPMA intentionally left intact 
the presidential power to protect public 
lands as monuments. 

Bar the Forest Service from complying 
with its legal obligations under the 1978 
Boundary Waters Wilderness Act. In this Act 
Congress requires the Forest Service to 
maintain the high-water quality of the 
Boundary Waters and a Mining Protection 
Area within the Superior National Forest. 
The Forest Service concluded that sulfide- 
ore mining near the Boundary Waters would 
be ‘‘contrary to Congress’ determination 
that it is necessary to ‘protect the special 
qualities of the [BWCAW] as a natural forest- 
lakeland wilderness ecosystem of major es-
thetic, scientific, recreational and edu-
cational value to the Nation.’ ’’ 

Make all mineral leases on Minnesota’s na-
tional forests essentially perpetual. The ‘per-
petual’ nature of these leases is material 
change in long-standing mineral leasing law 
and policy. The bill would also override the 
two laws (1946 and 1950) on mineral leasing in 
Minnesota’s national forests that require 
Forest Service consent to any mining. 

Ignore the request of the International 
Joint Commission that environmental re-
view of impacts on trans boundary water 
quality and cumulative effects be studied 
and the requests of four tribal entities (the 
area is Ceded Territory). 

Thank you for considering our concerns. In 
order to adequately protect iconic places 
like the Boundary Waters, Voyageurs Na-
tional Park, and all of Minnesota’s public 
lands, and bedrock environmental laws like 
the Antiquities Act and the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, we urge you to OP-
POSE H.R. 3905. 

Sincerely, 
BACKCOUNTRY HUNTERS & 

ANGLERS. 
NATIONAL WILDLIFE 

FEDERATION. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT 

CONSERVATION 
PARTNERSHIP. 

FLY FISHERS 
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INTERNATIONAL. 

MINNESOTA DIVISION, IZAAK 
WALTON LEAGUE OF 
AMERICA. 

AMERICAN FLY FISHING 
TRADE ASSOCIATION. 

POPE AND YOUNG CLUB. 
KEEPITPUBLIC.ORG. 

GIRL SCOUTS OF MINNESOTA AND 
WISCONSIN LAKES AND PINES, 

November 26, 2017. 
DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS, I am writing 

to request you vote no on H.R. 3905, which is 
a bill that would stop a 2-year Forest Service 
study of environmental, economic, and so-
cial risks to the Boundary Waters from sul-
fide-ore copper mining on Superior National 
Forest lands in the headwaters of the Bound-
ary Waters Canoe Area. 

For over fifty years, Northern Lakes Canoe 
Base has offered wilderness canoe trips in 
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness 
(BWCAW). I guided Girl Scout canoe trips for 
five years and have directed our wilderness 
program for 7 years and am writing this let-
ter to describe the strengths of this program 
to you and to underscore the fact that this 
one-of-a-kind program cannot exist any-
where other than the Boundary Waters. 

Girls who come on our canoe trips may 
have had basic camping and canoeing experi-
ences, but few have experience in wilderness 
travel. We typically serve 150–200 girls a 
summer. 

In general, girls travel in wilderness areas 
less than boys. Even in 2017, girls are taught 
to think that the outdoors is no place for a 
girl because it is hard work, dirty, and going 
to the mall is just much easier. We teach 
teenage girls, in a girl-only environment, 
that their individual strength and the power 
of teamwork is far greater than they ever 
imagined. They also learn that hard work 
and dirt is part of the fun on a Boundary 
Waters canoe trip, and they leave with an 
appreciation for the beauty of wilderness and 
an understanding of the challenges they now 
know they can overcome. Girl Scout wilder-
ness canoe trips bring out the best in teen-
age girls; we see how creative, hardworking, 
and kind they can be to each other. It 
doesn’t take much imagination to believe 
that these traits will follow them back to 
their everyday life. 

We are a high quality, affordable program 
and pride ourselves on our thriftiness. We 
use our canoes for 20+ seasons and packs and 
paddles summer after summer. We do this so 
we can serve girls from all economic back-
grounds, including local iron range and Na-
tive American communities. 

For years we have received feedback from 
participants crediting their Boundary 
Waters experience for continued, life-long 
growth. Our program cannot exist some-
where other than the Boundary Waters 
Canoe Area Wilderness. No other place on 
earth offers the perfect combination of ac-
cessibility and high adventure that the 
BWCAW offers. Many of our participants 
drive to Ely from Chicago, Milwaukee, and 
Minneapolis. Many others fly to Minneapolis 
and then rent a car to get to Ely. Unlike 
many other wilderness areas which may be 
high on a mountain range or only accessible 
by high-clearance vehicles, it is easy for a 
mom or dad to drive a van full of girls to the 
Boundary Waters, send them on a trip, and 
then pick them up a week later. 

The Boundary Waters is also unique in 
that, unlike many other wilderness areas, 
visitors don’t require any previous experi-
ence or training to have a safe, adventurous 
trip. Anyone seeking adventure and chal-
lenge belongs on a canoe trip, not just body 
builders and endurance athletes. We have 
even seen that a Girl Scout canoe trip some-

times inspires girls who may be uninterested 
in athletics or leadership to seek out their 
own creative ways to be active and healthy, 
leading to improved confidence and greater 
aspirations. Again, it doesn’t take much 
imagination to conclude that girls who expe-
rience wilderness travel will go on to make 
the world a better place. 

Girl Scouts canoe trip participants always 
remark that the solitude they find in the 
Boundary Waters is unlike any they have 
found elsewhere, whether at their own Girl 
Scout resident camp or a state or national 
park. The quiet environment of a protected 
wilderness area gives them an opportunity to 
reflect on their life in a way that they could 
not in a non-wilderness setting. Girl Scouts 
end their canoe trip with a swagger to their 
step, ready to take on any challenge that 
comes their way. 

Thank you for doing your part to preserve 
the Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness 
by voting no on H.R. 3905. It means a lot to 
all of us in Ely whose programs and busi-
nesses are focused around wilderness travel. 

Sincerely, 
ANN MCNALLY, 

Northern Lakes Canoe Base 
Summer Program Director/Guide. 

NOVEMBER 28, 2017. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: Representative 

Tom Emmer’s bill, H.R. 3905, is a dangerous 
piece of legislation that endangers the public 
land we as veterans fought to protect. This 
bill would allow a foreign mining conglom-
erate, Antofagasta, to build dangerous cop-
per-nickel mines in the headwaters of Amer-
ica’s most visited Wilderness Area, the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilderness in 
Northeastern Minnesota. On behalf of Vet-
erans for the Boundary Waters, I urge you to 
vote no on H.R. 3905. 

The Boundary Waters is a place of healing 
for many veterans suffering from trauma or 
having difficulty readjusting to life at home. 
The peace found in this Wilderness is price-
less, and if destroyed, we will be robbing fu-
ture veterans of their chance to heal. One 
specific camp, Voyageur Outward Bound 
School (VOBS), provides vets-only trips to 
help veterans readjust to life at home 
through Wilderness experiences. This pro-
gram has been incredibly successful. Unfor-
tunately, VOBS is located on the same lake 
as the proposed mines and, if passed, H.R. 
3905 would cause this camp to shut down, 
eliminating hundreds of American jobs by 
moving to Canada, and eliminating and the 
opportunity for veterans to take advantage 
of these incredibly beneficial programs. 

If passed, H.R. 3905 would have severe nega-
tive consequences for veterans in Minnesota 
and across the country. The Boundary 
Waters and Voyageurs National Park are 
public lands that are meant to be protected 
for veterans and their families to enjoy. H.R. 
3905 would endanger these public lands and 
prohibit future generations of veterans from 
experiencing these national treasures. We 
have an obligation to honor our nation’s vet-
erans by protecting the same public lands 
they fought for. 

Again, please VOTE NO on H.R. 3905. 
Sincerely, 

Erik Packard, Staff Sergeant U.S. Army 
and Army Reserve 1996–2004, 2006–2013; Joe 
Banavige, US Army Officer, Desert Storm 1st 
Armored Division; Craig Shaver, US Marine 
Corps Infantry, Operation Enduring Free-
dom; Sergio Manacero, 1st Combat Engineer 
Batallion, 1st Marine Division. 

NOVEMBER 6, 2017. 
Re: H.R. 3905. 

Member of the U.S. House Natural Resources 
Committee, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC. 

DEAR MEMBER OF THE U.S. HOUSE NATURAL 
RESOURCES COMMITTEE: The undersigned coa-

litions, organizations, and businesses rep-
resent approximately 18 million sportsmen 
and sportswomen, 282 businesses, and the 
broad spectrum of users of the Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area Wilderness from across 
America. We stand united in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 3905. 

H.R. 3905 would require congressional ap-
proval of any mineral withdrawal or monu-
ment designation involving National Forest 
System lands in the State of Minnesota and 
would provide for the renewal of two federal 
mineral leases that were denied by the For-
est Service and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. Specifically, the bill would: 

Renew two mineral leases on Superior Na-
tional Forest lands next to the Boundary 
Waters and along lakes and rivers that flow 
directly into the Wilderness. The now-ex-
pired mineral leases have never been devel-
oped into a mine. 

Void the 18–page record of decision by the 
Forest Service withholding its consent to 
two mineral lease renewal requests. Peer-re-
viewed science documents that sulfide-ore 
copper mining on these lease areas would 
pollute the Boundary Waters. An over-
whelming majority of the public supports 
this decision and by more than two to one, 
opposes copper mining near the Boundary 
Waters (2017 Fabrizio Ward poll). 

Undermine the National Environmental 
Policy Act by limiting review of these two 
mineral leases to a 30–day environmental as-
sessment. Contrary to the bill language, 
there is no ‘pending EA.’ The expired min-
eral leases have never undergone environ-
mental review. Scientific evidence docu-
ments the potential for negative environ-
mental harm to a national wilderness area 
(Boundary Waters) and a national park 
(Voyageurs National Park) if mining were al-
lowed on these lease areas, and NEPA re-
quires unrestricted environmental review. 

Make all mineral leases on Minnesota’s na-
tional forests essentially perpetual. The ‘per-
petual’ nature of these leases is material 
change in long-standing mineral leasing law 
and policy. 

Over-ride the two laws (1946 and 1950) on 
mineral leasing in Minnesota’s national for-
ests that require Forest Service consent to 
any mining. 

Amend the 1906 Antiquities Act by man-
dating Congressional approval for any na-
tional monument designations in Min-
nesota’s national forests. 

Amend the 1976 Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act by mandating Congres-
sional approval for mineral withdrawals in 
Minnesota’s national forests 

Bar the Forest Service from complying 
with its legal obligations under the 1978 
Boundary Waters Wilderness Act. 

Ignore the request of the International 
Joint Commission that environmental re-
view of impacts on transboundary water 
quality and cumulative effects be studied 
and the requests of four tribal entities (the 
area is Ceded Territory). 

The Boundary Waters is the most-acces-
sible and most-visited Wilderness area in the 
nation. It draws 155,000 visitors every year 
and provides unparalleled backcountry op-
portunities. At 1.1 million acres in size, it is 
the largest Wilderness east of the Rockies 
and north of the Everglades. The vast net-
work of lakes, rivers, and streams that gives 
the Boundary Waters its name is the basis of 
our strong canoe culture. The Boundary 
Waters includes 1,200 miles of canoe and 
kayak routes and 2,000 designated campsites, 
and is home to some of the finest 
backcountry angling and hunting in the na-
tion. Sportsmen and women ply the clean 
waters and healthy forests of the Wilderness 
in pursuit of walleye, bass, pike, trout, bear, 
deer, grouse, and wild rice. 
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The scientific evidence of harm to the 

Boundary Waters from sulfide-ore copper 
mining in the watershed is strong. Hydrolo-
gists say that pollution is inevitable—it is 
not ‘if’ but ‘when.’ Hardrock mining is the 
most toxic industry in America, according to 
the EPA. The acid mine drainage associated 
with this type of mining harms water, aquat-
ic and terrestrial species, forests, and soils, 
and poses a serious risk to human health. 
Scientific and economic studies show that 
sulfide-ore copper mining along lakes and 
streams that flow directly into the Boundary 
Waters puts at risk not only our premiere 
fishing, hunting, and recreation on Superior 
National Forest lands, but also the strong, 
stable economy of Northeastern Minnesota. 
Economic analysis by Key-Log Economics 
LLC shows that sulfide-ore copper mining on 
Superior National Forest lands in the water-
shed of the Boundary Waters could lead to 
the loss of nearly 5,000 jobs in tourism, 5,000 
to 22,000 jobs in the rest of the economy, a 
$1.6 billion loss in annual income, and a $500 
million reduction in private property values. 

H.R. 3905, an ill-advised effort to advance a 
foreign mining company’s interests at the 
expense of beloved public lands, would gut 
long-standing and powerful national con-
servation laws and undermine recent deci-
sions by the Department of Interior and De-
partment of Agriculture to take a two-year 
pause in mining-related activity to analyze 
the risks of sulfide-ore copper mining in the 
watershed of the Boundary Waters. 

Agriculture Secretary Perdue and Interior 
Secretary Zinke support the ongoing Forest 
Service two-year study. H.R. 3905 would re-
move authority for them and their agencies 
to make appropriate and reasonable deci-
sions to manage the Superior National For-
est and the Boundary Waters. 

The ongoing two-year Forest Service study 
was initiated by the Forest Service and the 
Bureau of Land Management after careful 
consideration of the potential impacts of sul-
fide-ore copper mining in the Boundary 
Waters watershed. It is strongly supported 
by Minnesota’s Governor Dayton and by the 
citizens of Minnesota. More than 79% of Min-
nesota voters support the study. More than 
126,000 citizens submitted comments during 
the scoping phase and more than 3,000 people 
participated in three Forest Service listen-
ing sessions and, by a margin of nearly two- 
to-one, testified in support of protecting the 
Boundary Waters. 

Sincerely, 
Sportsmen for the Boundary Waters, By 

Jason Zabokrtsky, Chair, Representing 15 
hunting and fishing organizations; Boundary 
Waters Business Coalition, By Steve Piragis, 
Chair, Representing 282 businesses from Min-
nesota and throughout America; Campaign 
to Save the Boundary Waters; By Becky 
Rom, Chair; Representing 26 conservation or-
ganizations; Veterans for the Boundary 
Waters; By Erik Packard, Chair, Rep-
resenting military veterans; Girl Scouts and 
Boy Scouts for the Boundary Waters, By Ann 
McNally, Chair. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
all of my colleagues to join them and 
to join me in opposing this bill, and I 
thank the gentleman from California 
for the time. 

b 1545 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LAMALFA). 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, as a 
Californian who lives in a very rural 
part of the State that is economically 
in huge pain, when I see an opportunity 
for people in rural America to prosper, 

to do well, I see, in H.R. 3905, again, 
this opportunity for the people in Min-
nesota. 

The MINER Act, introduced by the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
EMMER), will put it on the right track 
toward being able to extract the min-
erals that are needed for production of 
taking raw materials and making them 
into finished products here in the 
United States. 

This bill addresses a 230,000-acre min-
eral withdrawal from Superior Na-
tional Forest in Minnesota, which, 
really, it is about jobs and economic 
growth, while also maintaining clear 
standards for all projects across the 
Nation. 

Indeed, this is a very narrow bill. It 
explores the possibilities, which is only 
a small step. Indeed, if mining was to 
occur, there is a litany of permits, 
years of process required to take that 
following step. 

Indeed, the arbitrary decision, the 
day before President Obama left office, 
halted a $400 million project, jeopard-
ized 17,000 American jobs, cut $3 billion 
from K–12 schools, and slashed $2.5 bil-
lion annually from local governments 
and the State. 

These types of effects I feel in my 
own district where our industries have 
been taken away. Any time there is a 
proposal to do anything like that, 
whether it is timber harvest, mining, 
or whatever, you then hear about how 
the whole zone is pristine and unique, 
never been touched. These operations 
can happen environmentally correctly, 
environmentally soundly, and that is 
the standard for which we have in this 
country, is that we will do things cor-
rectly now, and we will put them back 
when we are done. 

Though a 20-year moratorium was 
imposed on the area, similar plans for 
mining have previously been approved 
by Congress twice. Mining operations 
across the country already commit to a 
strict environmental review process to 
ensure the public safety and the pro-
tection of natural resources, as we all 
expect. You mine an area under the 
strict guidelines, and you reclaim it. 

In most cases, mining companies 
must also put up bonds to pay for 
cleanup, sometimes for billions of dol-
lars before a single shovel is ever 
turned. In this case, we are talking 
about exploration of the area to see 
what the potential is. 

This bill does not overturn existing 
Federal, State, or local environmental 
reviews. Instead, it ensures all projects 
are held to clear, consistent require-
ments, not arbitrary political deci-
sions. Allowing politicians to prohibit 
one project or another, based solely on 
a whim, goes against American ideals 
of fairness and equal opportunity. 

These minerals are essential to our 
economy. To those claiming that min-
ing will damage the environment, I 
would ask you this: Where would you 
prefer that these minerals come from? 
Do you want the mining to occur here 
in America, under these kinds of strict 

guidelines, bring American jobs to the 
front; or do we want to do it elsewhere 
in the world, places like China and oth-
ers that have little respect for the en-
vironmental process or review or oper-
ations that are sustainable? 

I think we should have it here. Where 
would you have us get our minerals? 
Where would you have us get the rare 
earth materials that are needed for 
production of new technologies? 

H.R. 3905 protects Minnesota’s econ-
omy, schools, and State budget; it pro-
tects the rule of law; and it protects 
the domestic access to these important 
materials and minerals we need to have 
our economy get stronger—a very nar-
row scope; it is sound legislation and 
sound policy. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge swift passage of 
this important legislation. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN). 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to speak in opposition to this legisla-
tion, and here is why: it threatens Min-
nesota’s Boundary Waters Canoe Area; 
it stops the scientific environmental 
review that is going on right now; it 
weakens the Antiquities Act; and it 
singles out Minnesota’s national for-
ests as not being allowed the same en-
vironmental protections that national 
forests in every other State receive. 

Now, northern Minnesota has a rich 
history of taconite mining. But the 
mine that is being proposed on the 
doorstep of the Boundary Waters, 
America’s most-visited wilderness, is a 
massive copper-sulfide mine, some-
thing we have no history of in Min-
nesota. It would threaten some of the 
cleanest and most pristine water and 
lakes in the country. 

Today, there is a 2-year review going 
on of the mining leases to analyze the 
risks of copper-sulfide mining in the 
watershed of the Boundary Waters. It 
is based on science. It is supported by 
Secretary Perdue. It is supported by 
Secretary Zinke. And I should note 
that Secretary Zinke is supporting a 
similar review of a proposed mine in 
Montana that borders Yellowstone Na-
tional Park. 

But this bill halts that scientific re-
view and automatically grants the 
leases for the mine. If this becomes 
law, Minnesota’s land and water would 
be singled out as not worthy of the 
exact same environmental review and 
protections that exist in every other 
State in the country. 

It carves out a special exemption for 
Minnesota from the Antiquities Act, 
which has been used on a bipartisan 
basis by 16 Presidents as a conserva-
tion tool to protect America’s history 
for future generations. And why should 
the land and history in Minnesota be 
less worthy of protection? 

There are the public comments from 
more than 100,000 people, Mr. Speaker, 
that would be tossed aside. 

Mr. Speaker, the Boundary Waters is 
Minnesota’s Yellowstone. Hundreds of 
thousands of people canoe and fish 
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there annually every year. It is a na-
tional treasure. 

Some of the best memories of my life 
have taken place in the Boundary 
Waters as I grew up or, now, with my 
daughters. We owe it to future genera-
tions to understand the impact that 
copper-sulfide mining poses to the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area; and that 
is why I am voting ‘‘no’’ on a bill that 
undermines science and puts Min-
nesota’s water at risk. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. WESTERMAN). 

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. GOSAR), my friend and colleague, 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3905, the Minnesota’s Economic 
Rights in the Superior National Forest 
Act, or the MINER Act. This act does 
not remove or reduce the permitting 
requirements should a future project 
ultimately be developed in the Supe-
rior National Forest. 

But nearly a year after President 
Obama’s departure from the White 
House, I stand before this body to 
speak in favor of a bill that would rec-
tify an injustice placed upon Minneso-
tans by the previous administration. 

As we have heard throughout this de-
bate, on President Obama’s last day in 
office, the previous administration 
pulled such a politically motivated 
stunt that appears more as a thumb-in- 
the-eye of hardworking Minnesotans 
than sound policy. 

Without a second thought, and one 
stroke of his pen, President Obama pro-
posed withdrawing over 200,000 acres 
from future mineral exploration while, 
simultaneously, rejecting a renewal ap-
plication for a hard rock mining oper-
ation that had been renewed in 1989 and 
2004, without controversy. 

This decision endangered thousands 
of jobs. These are good-paying jobs 
that are significantly higher than the 
median average wage in Minnesota and 
the United States. Additionally, that 
decision could devastate the State’s 
permanent school trust fund that will 
support nearly 900,000 K–12 students 
statewide if the withdrawal application 
and canceled leases are not rejected. At 
a time when it is vital that our teach-
ers and students are given the re-
sources they require, it would be fool-
ish to allow this to take place. 

Some may ask why a Member from 
Arkansas would care about this deci-
sion. It is close to 1,000 miles away 
from my district to the Superior Na-
tional Forest. The answer though is 
twofold, and it is simple. 

The first, it restores Federal land 
management oversight back to where 
it belongs, the United States Congress. 
H.R. 3905 will prevent executive order 
overreach by requiring congressional 
approval of all mineral or monument 
withdrawals within National Forest 
System lands in Minnesota and re-
verses the unwarranted action taken 
under the Obama administration to 

unilaterally block responsible mineral 
development in the Superior National 
Forest. 

Secondly, as someone who represents 
communities, counties, and schools 
that depend on the safe, responsible 
harvest and mining of our natural re-
sources, I understand the real devasta-
tion that will take place, not only in 
Minnesota, but possibly in my district 
and other areas across the country if 
H.R. 3905 is not passed. 

Mr. Speaker, for the protection of 
our constitutional system of checks 
and balances, and preservation of rural 
economies, I believe that it is vital 
that we pass this piece of legislation. I 
encourage my colleagues to vote in 
favor of H.R. 3905. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter from 53 bipartisan Minnesota 
State legislators, a letter from Jobs for 
Minnesotans, and a letter from the 
Minnesota Pipe Trades Association. 

NOVEMBER 27, 2017. 
Congressman TOM EMMER, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN EMMER: As elected 
leaders of the Minnesota Legislature, we are 
writing in strong support of H.R. 3905. This 
legislation supports jobs, economic develop-
ment and industry in Northeast Minnesota, 
and will reverse an onerous, overreaching 
and politically-motivated decision by the 
Obama Administration that withdrew nearly 
240,000 acres of federal lands and minerals 
from potential development. H.R. 3905 will 
halt these last-minute land withdrawals, re-
instate leases affected by that decision in-
cluding the Twin Metals’ lease, and require 
congressional approval for any future with-
drawal actions. 

The decision by the Obama Administration 
last January put jobs and nearly $2.5 billion 
of our state’s economy at risk. Furthermore, 
it risked the depression of the precious met-
als, technology, infrastructure and manufac-
turing industries in our state, and the eco-
nomic well-being of Northeast Minnesota—a 
region where mining has been an economic 
anchor since the late nineteenth century. 
And that’s not to mention the estimated 
four billion ton deposit of copper, nickel, and 
other strategic minerals located within the 
Duluth Complex which could generate as 
much as $3 billion in royalty revenues for 
the state’s Permanent School Trust Fund— 
resources that would support education for 
nearly 900,000 K–12 students across the state. 

H.R. 3905 also reaffirms our shared com-
mitment to the protection of our environ-
ment and support of a thorough and proper 
environmental review process for the min-
eral leases, as well as upholds our state’s 
commitment to restricting mineral develop-
ment in the Boundary Waters Canoe Area 
Wilderness and Mine Protection Area. 

The expansion of the precious metals min-
ing industry offers generations of Minneso-
tans thousands of good-paying jobs, billions 
of dollars in investment in industry, and bil-
lions of dollars in revenue for Minnesota 
schools. Moreover, it provides an incredible 
opportunity to further establish our nation’s 
economic and energy independence from for-
eign nations. The decision to remove vast 
amounts of federal land from potential de-
velopment and blocking the Twin Metals’ 
federal mineral lease renewal was short- 
sighted and damaging. H.R. 3905 has our bi-
partisan support, and it is our sincere hope 
that it will become law for the well-being of 
our state and its citizens. 

Sincerely, 
Rep. Kurt Daudt, Speaker of the House; 

Rep. Joyce Peppin, Majority Leader Leader; 

Rep. Dan Fabian, Environment Committee 
Chair, House District 1A; Sen. Bill 
Ingebrigtesen, Environment Committee 
Chair, Senate District 8; Rep. Pat Garofalo, 
Jobs and Energy Committee Chair, House 
District 58B; Sen. Jerry Newton, Senate Dis-
trict 37, Legislative School Trust Commis-
sion; Rep. Julie Sandstede, House District 
6A, Legislative School Trust Commission; 
Sen. Paul Gazelka, Majority Leader; Sen. 
Tom Bakk, Senate District 3; Rep. Chris 
Swedzinski, Mining and Outdoor Recreation 
Chair, House District 16A; Sen. David 
Tomassoni, Environment Committee Rank-
ing Member, Senate District 6; Rep. Rob 
Ecklund, Assistant Minority Leader, House 
District 3A; Rep. Sandy Layman, House Dis-
trict 5B, Legislative School Trust Commis-
sion; Rep. Dale Lueck, House District 10B, 
Legislative School Trust Commission; Sen. 
John Hoffman, Senate District 36, Legisla-
tive School Trust Commission. 

Rep. Brian Daniels, House District 24B; 
Rep. Brian Johnson, House District 32A; Rep. 
Rod Hamilton, House District 22B; Rep. 
Sondra Erickson, House District 15A; Rep. 
Bob Gunther, House District; Rep. Steve 
Drazkowski, House District 21B; Sen. Justin 
Eichorn, Senate District 5, Legislative 
School Trust Commission; Rep. Jim Nash, 
House District 47A; Rep. Jason Rarick, 
House District 11B; Rep. Mary Franson, 
House District 8B; Rep. Jon Koznick, House 
District 58A; Rep. Paul Torkelson, House 
District 16B; Rep. Tony Albright, House Dis-
trict 55B; Rep. Bob Dettmer, House District 
39A; Rep. Josh Heintzeman, House District 
10A; Rep. Kathy Lohmer, House District 39B; 
Rep. Linda Runbeck, House District 38A; 
Rep. Bob Loonan, House District 55A; Rep. 
Glenn Gruenhagen, House District 18B; Rep. 
John Poston, House District 9A; Rep. Cal 
Bahr, House District 31B. 

Rep. Cindy Pugh, House District 33B; Rep. 
Roz Peterson, House District 56B; Rep. Barb 
Haley, House District 21A; Rep. Deb Kiel, 
House District 1B; Rep. Matt Dean, House 
District 38B; Rep. Dean Urdahl, House Dis-
trict 18A; Rep. Tama Theis, House District 
14A; Rep. Steve Green, House District 2B; 
Rep. Matt Bliss, House District; Rep. Mike 
Sundin, House District 11A; Rep. Dave 
Baker, House District 17B; Sen. Mary 
Kiffmeyer, Senate District 30; Sen. Jerry 
Relph, Senate District 14; Rep. Tim Miller, 
House District 17A; Rep. Mary Kunesh- 
Podein, House District 41B, Legislative 
School Trust Commission; Sen. Mark John-
son, Senate District 1; Sen. Paul Utke 2, Sen-
ate District. 

JOBS FOR MINNESOTANS, 
Nov. 22, 2017. 

Re In Support of MINER Act. 

Hon. ERIK PAULSEN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN PAULSEN: I’m writing 
on behalf of legislation described below but 
wanted to let you know I had submitted a re-
quest to meet in person, as I plan to be in 
Washington the week after Thanksgiving. I 
hope you have time to meet with me. Thank 
you for considering. 

On behalf of the coalition Jobs for Min-
nesotans, which represents business, labor 
and communities across the state, I am writ-
ing in strong support of H.R. 3905, the Min-
nesota’s Economic Rights in the Superior 
National Forest Act, known as the MINER 
Act. This bipartisan legislation sponsored by 
Congressman Tom Emmer (MN–6th) and co- 
sponsored by Congressmen Collin Peterson 
(MN–7th), Jason Lewis (MN–2nd) and Paul 
Gosar (AZ–4th) seeks to ensure the proper 
consideration of future job growth and eco-
nomic opportunity in northeastern Min-
nesota by requiring congressional approval 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:38 Nov 30, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K29NO7.061 H29NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

B
B

X
C

H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H9507 November 29, 2017 
of any mineral withdrawal or monument des-
ignation involving the National Forest Sys-
tem lands in the state. It also provides for 
the renewal of certain mineral leases and en-
suring that future leases in northeastern 
Minnesota remain valid and renewed as out-
lined by current law. H.R. 3905 is currently 
before the House Rules Committee and is ex-
pected to reach the House floor in coming 
weeks. 

H.R. 3905 leaves intact existing environ-
mental review processes and standards and 
restates Congress’ prohibition of any mining 
activity in the Boundary Waters Canoe Area 
Wilderness (BWCAW) and surrounding pro-
tective buffer. As such, it reaffirms long- 
standing Congressional intent in manage-
ment and development of critical minerals in 
Minnesota and cuts bureaucratic delays in 
assessing responsible mine project proposals. 

Unfortunately, federal agency actions in 
December 2016 jeopardized the economic fu-
ture of the region by canceling valid, long- 
standing federal mineral leases and with-
drawing 235,000 acres of federal land in the 
region from future mining development. This 
was contrary to the previous directives by 
Congress in 1950 and again in 1978. In 1950 
Congress made land available for mineral ex-
ploration and development within the Supe-
rior National Forest (SNF) within the Iron 
Range region. In 1978, while Congress prohib-
ited mining within the BWCAW and an adja-
cent protective buffer zone, it also re-
affirmed that mining should be allowed and 
promoted in the remaining area of the SNF. 

The agency actions in 2016 would block the 
potential creation of thousands of jobs, bil-
lions of dollars in economic growth, and bil-
lions more in revenues for Minnesota’s pub-
lic schools through mineral development on 
state school trust lands. 

H.R. 3905 aims to correct these injustices, 
which is why we strongly urge you to cast 
your vote in support of it. Thank you very 
much. 

Sincerely, 
NANCY NORR, 

Board Chair, 
Jobs for Minnesotans. 

MINNESOTA PIPE 
TRADES ASSOCIATION, 

November 28, 2017. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of more 
than 9500 men and women working in various 
piping related industries throughout the 
state of Minnesota, I am writing to express 
our support of H.R. 3905, Minnesota’s Eco-
nomic Rights (MINER) in the Superior Na-
tional Forest Act. 

On January 5, 2017, the previous adminis-
tration proposed a 234, 328-acre federal min-
eral withdrawal of National Forest System 
lands, for a 20-year term, within the Rainy 
River Watershed in the Superior National 
Forest. The action immediately placed this 
area off limits to development for up to two 
years while the withdrawal is considered. 
The total withdrawal application boundary 
spans 425,000 acres, including 95,000 acres of 
state school trust fund lands. 

With this policy in place, Minnesotans lost 
their mineral rights. Unable to utilize these 
natural resources, 17,000 jobs are at risk and 
roughly $2.5 billion of economic activity is 
jeopardized. Many members of the Minnesota 
Pipe Trades Association are depending on 
these jobs. 

The Minnesota Pipe Trades Association 
(MPTA) fully supports the thorough regu-
latory process in place in the State of Min-
nesota. It is our belief this process is ade-
quate in determining whether a project 
should move forward. or not. 

As a result, MPTA is in support of H.R. 
3905, Minnesota’s Economic Rights (MINER) 

in the Superior National Forest Act, and 
urge the immediate passage of this bi-par-
tisan legislation. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID M. YBARRA II, 

President, 
Minnesota Pipe Trades Association. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON). 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, one of 
the things that I am most proud of is 
being from Minnesota. What a beau-
tiful State that we have. People joke 
about how cold it is in the wintertime, 
but let me tell you, Minnesota is awe-
some all year round. 

One of the things that we are so 
proud of is the Boundary Waters. Mr. 
Speaker, look at this picture. This is 
no glossed-up photo. This is what it 
looks like. It is awesome. 

Back before I was in Congress, I was 
able to bring young people to the 
Boundary Waters who were court-in-
volved. Mr. Speaker, one day a judge 
asked me: Hey, Ellison, come up here. 
You want to take some kids to the 
Boundary Waters? 

I said: Fine. I kept doing it for 5 
years straight because I loved the 
place. 

Yet this bill will perhaps damage all 
that, all that beauty, that gem of our 
State, which not only is a beautiful 
place that needs to be preserved for 
people, but also is a job-generator. A 
lot of people earn good livings because 
of the Boundary Waters, and if we just 
do this, pass this bill, what it will do is 
jeopardize their livelihood and our 
crown jewel of our State. 

This bill will grant a mining com-
pany the right to build sulfide-ore cop-
per mines along rivers and lakes that 
flow directly into the Boundary 
Waters. Sulfide-ore copper mining has 
never been done without polluting 
water, and thousands of communities 
and wildlife will be at risk. 

When you mine sulfide ore, water and 
air interact to create sulfuric acid. One 
leak or spill would contaminate sub-
stantial portions of the Boundary 
Waters, decimating wildlife and habi-
tat, and destroying the livelihoods of 
so many Minnesota workers. 

The Boundary Waters, the waters of 
the Boundary Waters, are especially 
vulnerable to acid mine drainage be-
cause they lack a buffering capacity. 

This bill is a bad idea, and I urge 
Members to vote ‘‘no.’’ This bill will 
undermine core environmental laws, 
including the Antiquities Act, the Fed-
eral Land Policy and Management Act, 
and the National Environmental Policy 
Act. 

The Antiquities Act is a bipartisan 
conservation law to protect irreplace-
able Federal lands, including in the 
Grand Canyon, Acadia Forest, Zion, 
Muir Woods in California, and the 
Olympic National Parks. If they under-
mine the Antiquities Act, what else is 
in danger? Well, I would say every na-
tional treasure of the United States. 

This attack on the Antiquities Act is 
an attack against our national parks 

and monuments, making this not only 
a Minnesota issue, but a national issue. 

This bill would permanently lock in 
all mineral leases on Minnesota’s na-
tional forests by overriding two laws 
on mineral leasing in Minnesota’s na-
tional forests that require Forest Serv-
ice consent to any mining. They don’t 
want to go around the regular process. 
They want to use Congress to short-cir-
cuit that process. 

If you have never been to the Bound-
ary Waters, as I said, I urge you to go 
there. If you vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill, you 
will not just be protecting the Bound-
ary Waters for yourself and people 
around all over the United States, you 
will be protecting it for your grand-
children. 

Much is said here about children and 
grandchildren. Think about the Bound-
ary Waters when you think about the 
legacy that we are leaving our grand-
children and how H.R. 3905 would de-
stroy and jeopardize that legacy. 

Economic analysis by Key-Log Eco-
nomics shows that sulfide-ore mining 
on the Superior National Forest lands 
and the watershed of the Boundary 
Waters could lead to a loss of 5,000 jobs 
in tourism, 5,000 to 20,000 jobs in the 
rest of the economy. 

b 1600 

As people tout this bill as a job cre-
ator, it is a job destroyer. I would tell 
you that, if you are an outfitter or you 
are a wilderness guide or you are a for-
est ranger, your job is just as impor-
tant as anybody else’s. What this bill is 
saying is, no, your job is no good. No-
body cares about it. Only the mine 
companies’ interests are important. 

We could stand to lose $1.6 billion in 
annual income and $500 million in re-
duction in private property values be-
cause of this piece of legislation. 

We shouldn’t have to choose between 
a robust economy and a clean environ-
ment. We can and must have both. Say-
ing ‘‘no’’ to this piece of legislation 
gives us a chance at both. Voting for it 
makes us pick one over the other, and 
not just economic interests, but cer-
tain interests—not everyone’s. 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield an additional 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me the 
extra time. 

Mr. Speaker, the Forest Service and 
the Bureau of Land Management are 
studying this issue, but the author 
doesn’t want to wait for the study be-
cause he knows the study is not going 
to help. They just want to drive this 
mine straight through without doing 
the proper care. 

More than 126,000 Americans partici-
pated in the study and asked for pro-
tection of the Boundary Waters. Min-
nesota voters oppose copper mining 
near the Boundary Waters by more 
than 2 to 1, and 79 percent support the 
current study. 
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 

vote ‘‘no’’ on this. This is a bad bill. It 
is not good legislation, and the damage 
it will do is not Republican nor is it 
Democratic. It is American. Vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. EMMER), the originator of 
this bill. 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for the additional time, 
and I recognize my esteemed colleague, 
the Representative from Minnesota, for 
his love of the Boundary Waters that 
we both share. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to address the 
Representative from California first on 
the claim that H.R. 3905 solely benefits 
a foreign mining company. 

I think you should ask the people of 
our State. You should ask a gentleman 
by the name of Dan Forsman, who, as 
a Minnesotan, has a family heritage of 
benefiting by mining in our State. He 
was recently ridiculed by environ-
mentalists in The New York Times be-
cause, while he loves the place where 
he lives, he also wants to make a living 
in the place where he lives. There are 
several other companies exploring the 
area. 

Teck has nonferrous mineral hold-
ings within the proposed withdrawal, 
the potential development of which 
would be greatly impacted by the with-
drawal. 

Encampment Minerals, Inc., also has 
a nonferrous mineral holding within 
the withdrawal area and is awaiting 
Federal agency action on a submitted 
preference right lease application. 

Future expansion of the Northshore 
Mining taconite mine could extend 
into the withdrawal area and, thus, be 
impacted by the withdrawal. 

PolyMet has invested hundreds of 
millions on projects that will be nega-
tively impacted by the proposed min-
eral withdrawal, one of which we voted 
on here last night. 

Further, the withdrawal proposal 
will seriously hinder the State’s ability 
to seek mineral development of more 
than 90,000 acres of State school trust 
fund lands within the withdrawal area. 

Twin Metals is a Minnesota company 
and has been part of the northeastern 
Minnesota community for 10 years. The 
company has invested more than $400 
million in project development activi-
ties, investing in new facilities in the 
city of Ely, providing local employ-
ment opportunities and supporting 
hundreds of local jobs in the construc-
tion, consulting, and contracting sec-
tors. By the way, they also support all 
the outfitters, the wonderful businesses 
of tourism. Twin Metals has also con-
tributed more than $320,000 to local 
philanthropic needs and organizations. 

Mr. Speaker, I would add that noth-
ing in this bill alters any current envi-
ronmental law or protection. The An-
tiquities Act, the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act, NEPA, and all 
the other laws still apply to Minnesota. 

At the end of the day, we are pro-
tecting the Boundary Waters, we are 

protecting the Superior National For-
est, and we believe both the economy 
and tourism, the environment, can co-
exist in northern Minnesota. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 91⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, we have heard a lot 
about jobs. Jobs, this is going to be 
great job creator, this mine. I just 
want to highlight, though, some of the 
very inaccurate numbers that have 
been tossed around today. 

The sponsor of the bill earlier today 
said that 10,000 jobs would be created. 
The majority’s legislative analysis 
says that the bill will create 17,000 
jobs, but that is not correct. That is 
not correct. Even the company behind 
the project doesn’t claim that many 
jobs. 

In their May 2017 fact sheet, and this 
is the fact sheet for Twin Metals of 
Minnesota, they report that once oper-
ational, they will directly employ 650 
people and ‘‘will create an estimated 
1,300 spinoff jobs in other industries.’’ 
That is 1,950 jobs. That is good, but 
that is a long way and a far cry from 
10,000 or 17,000 jobs. 

Let’s also look at the down side. An 
economic study of the tourism indus-
try in the region has shown that put-
ting in a copper mine could result in 
the loss of nearly 5,000 direct jobs and 
up to 22,000 indirect jobs. 

That is a terrible tradeoff, and that 
means that this mine is potentially a 
net job destroyer, not a creator. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
protect jobs and to oppose H.R. 3905. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to make 
sure that my friends on the other side 
are aware of a simple fact, and that 
fact is very important in this debate: 
water flows downhill. 

They make a big deal about the fact 
that no mining would take place in the 
Boundary Waters, but how happy would 
you be if someone dumped millions of 
gallons of toxic waste just uphill from 
your home and said not to worry be-
cause they didn’t dump anything in 
your house? 

These leases that we are talking 
about are right on the border of the 
Boundary Waters wilderness area. Take 
a look at this map. These red parts are 
the leases we are talking about. There 
is no gap. There is no buffer. Any acid 
mine waste from these leases will flow 
right into the Boundary Waters. There 
is no protection in this bill for the 
Boundary Waters. There is only ter-
rible risk. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to remind every-
body I am wearing a copper tie, and 
that is because I come from Arizona. 
We are known as the 5 Cs: for the cot-

ton, for the climate, for the cattle, for 
the citrus, and for copper. It is a crit-
ical mineral. 

We have seen these displays here in 
the well this morning, diverting the 
public’s attention about what truly is 
actually here. 

This is actually a cite to explain to 
people exactly the clear definition. 
Let’s look at this. 

What you see in red and yellow, just 
like a light that you see red, stop; yel-
low, caution; green, go, the red is the 
Boundary Waters. The red is the 
Boundary Waters: no mining, no min-
ing whatsoever. The yellow is a buffer. 

By the way, the only place in the 
United States in which a monument is 
surrounded by a buffer: no, don’t pro-
ceed. 

They confused you with that map. 
This is where we are talking about, 
down in here, in the green area. It is 
not the Boundary Waters. The pictures 
you saw that were in the well so elo-
quently shown to us were of the Bound-
ary Waters, not where the mining is 
going to take place. 

Let’s dispel the rumors. Let’s get 
back down to facts. 

Red, no mining; yellow, no mining; 
green, okay. But that is following 
rules. That is following all rules. 

Once again, just to remind folks back 
home that are watching, the red is the 
Boundary Waters. There is no mining 
in the Boundary Waters. The pictures 
you saw in the well are of the Bound-
ary Waters. No mining occurs in the 
Boundary Waters. 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to high-
light the overwhelming local opposi-
tion to a copper-sulfide mine right next 
to the Boundary Waters. 

A poll done earlier this year found 
that 59 percent of Minnesotans oppose 
copper-sulfide mining near the Bound-
ary Waters. Seventy-nine percent sup-
port the existing 2-year study that the 
Forest Service is doing on this type of 
mining. Included in that 79 percent, 67 
percent of Republicans support the ex-
isting 2-year study that the Forest 
Service is doing. We are not talking 
about a bunch of antimining activists. 
This is not them. 

The same poll found that, overall, 
Minnesotans support copper-sulfide 
mining in the State 43 percent to 33 
percent. The people in the State of 
Minnesota know that there are right 
places to have these kinds of mines and 
there are wrong places to have these 
kinds of mines. The Boundary Waters 
are the wrong place. The people of Min-
nesota know it, the Forest Service 
knows it, and I hope that the Congress 
realizes it and knows it, too. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the charge is Minneso-
tans strongly oppose mining near the 
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Boundary Waters, so let’s go back, re-
mind everybody back at home about 
the red. We are not talking about the 
red or the yellow in the previous docu-
ment. Let’s go through what we see. 

Minnesota’s Democratic Governor 
was for mining in the area before he 
was against it. Several polls over the 
years consistently show strong support 
for copper-nickel mining in general and 
for allowing companies to explore and 
propose projects. 

In November of 2016, a poll of 400 reg-
istered voters in the Eighth Congres-
sional District found, among other re-
sults, by greater than a 3 to 1 margin, 
survey respondents support environ-
mentally responsible mining in the re-
gion. 

By greater than 2-to-1 margins, re-
spondents support the building of a 
new copper-nickel mine and believe 
copper-nickel mining can be done in an 
environmentally responsible way. They 
demand that. More than 60 percent sup-
port an underground copper-nickel 
project, the Twin Metals mine. 

In October 2013, a poll of more than 
600 registered Minnesota voters state-
wide found, among other results, a ma-
jority of voters, 56 percent, favor ex-
panding Minnesota’s mining industry. 

A plurality of voters, 48 percent, sup-
port expanding the nickel-copper min-
ing industry in the State. 

All mayors, State legislators, the 
county commissioners that represent 
the Iron Range region, and the area 
proposed for the withdrawal are pro- 
mining advocates. Fifty-three bipar-
tisan State legislators, including lead-
ership of both parties, have endorsed 
the bill and support the passage. 

Why is that? 
These aren’t just your average jobs. 

They don’t pay service wages of $20,000. 
These are $100,000 plus and, addition-
ally, have benefits. Those are jobs that 
Americans sink their teeth into. That 
is what built America. 

Stay tuned. I am going to show you 
some other photos of how they really 
look at mining. 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM). 

b 1615 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. Mr. Speaker, I 
brought this poster to the floor earlier. 
I bring it again up here. This is the 
proposed area in which the Twin Met-
als mine has been looking at doing the 
sulfide-copper ore mining, which, as I 
pointed out, 92 percent of the mines 
have polluted water quality. All of 
them have had leakage or seepage. This 
is the Boundary Waters Canoe Area up 
here. We keep hearing about how it is 
just adjacent. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an underground 
corridor, and this is an underground 
corridor. This is a deposit. This is 
where all of the mining activity would 
take place. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t see how open 
water creates a physical boundary to 
stop pollution. The pollution will go up 
north of the Laurentian Divide, and it 
will seep and go into the Boundary 
Waters Canoe Area, 1,000 lakes, rivers, 
and streams. This is mining adjacent 
to a wilderness that will become for-
ever polluted if this mine is to be built. 

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

This bill alters no current environ-
mental laws or protections. Mining 
companies will still have to comply 
with the Clean Water Act, Clean Air 
Act, NEPA, and all State and Federal 
laws. 

In fact, the local communities—ev-
erybody wants clean water. These peo-
ple actually live in the area. These 
local communities actually want min-
ing in Minnesota. It results in cleaner 
water. This is actually a viewpoint of 
an actual mine site. This is a long time 
ago. This is a pit. What ends up hap-
pening is, they are very proud, because 
Minnesota is proud of their water. 

This picture is before, and this is 
after. Can you imagine local munici-
palities and towns lining up for this 
water? This is the cleanest water in 
Minnesota. This is how they will actu-
ally reclaim the water. This isn’t me. 
These are the people from the area who 
gave us these photos. And if you want 
to see an in-depth video, go to YouTube 
and look up the video that the people 
back in this region put together. This 
actually shows you, this is clean water. 
This is where you have pristine fish-
eries. They line up for this water. 

There are no environmental hazards. 
Minnesota’s mining industry has been 
proud of what they have actually built. 
Once again, before and after, it is an 
inconceivable difference. 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume, and I would like the chairman to 
answer a question. That pit that the 
gentleman just showed us, is that a 
taconite pit or is that a sulfide pit in 
Minnesota? 

Mr. GOSAR. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. That is a taconite pit. 
Mr. LOWENTHAL. We are not talk-

ing about taconite. We are talking 
about sulfide. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman is talking about this whole as-
pect, the gentleman is right, but it is 
about all mining. This isn’t just about 
copper mining. This is about taconite 
and all other mining. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I would like to talk 
about that because of what type of 
mine this is. As has been pointed out, 
northern Minnesota has had a long his-
tory of mining, but the mine that we 
are talking about here is not like any 
other mine in the State. This is a cop-
per-sulfide mine. These types of mines 

are notorious for generating acid mine 
drainage. 

As the Forest Service puts it: These 
mines are known worldwide for pro-
ducing acid mine drainage that re-
quires continuous management and 
perpetual water treatment. 

Even in the absence of a major spill, 
having this acidic waste chronically 
leaking into the environment will cre-
ate a problem that will last for genera-
tions and may never be fixed. 

A study of 14 similar copper mines 
found that all but one had significant 
water quality impacts due to failures 
of the water collection and treatment 
systems from keeping the contamina-
tion from seeping out. 

As was pointed out by the opposition, 
the majority, most of these mines are 
in dry areas of the American South-
west where there is far less water that 
needs to be treated than in a very wet 
environment like northern Minnesota. 

The Forest Service also describes the 
specific threat that the Boundary 
Waters are under. They point out that 
there is ‘‘a direct flow of water from 
these leases to the Boundary Waters, 
and that there is a high likelihood of 
acid mine drainage from these ores, 
and that the drainage from the mine is 
likely to be highly acidic.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, once the problem 
starts, it is nearly impossible to make 
it stop. This is a perfect storm for de-
stroying the Boundary Waters, and it is 
not worth the risk. 

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from California. Can the gentleman 
give me an example of a mine that he 
actually supports? 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. GOSAR. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
here to say that there are many mines 
in the State of Minnesota that I do 
support, that are ecologically—that are 
protected, but this is a different mine. 
We are only talking about one type of 
mine. 

Mr. GOSAR. Reclaiming my time, 
once again, the gentleman can’t iden-
tify a single mine that is permissible to 
the opposition. 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 1 minute 
remaining. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
think that we have made a very strong 
case that economically this does not 
make sense. It could potentially de-
stroy the tourist industry. What makes 
Minnesota unique is the wilderness 
areas, the Boundary Waters Canoe 
Area Wilderness. There is a tremendous 
risk because there has never been this 
type of mining in Minnesota before. 

As was pointed out by the Forest 
Service, there is a very high risk of 
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acidic discharge, and that the mine 
will drain into the Boundary Waters. 
This is the wrong project at this time, 
and I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

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

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

We have heard some other charges 
that H.R. 3905 changes five Federal 
laws for Minnesota’s national forests. 
This bill alters no current environ-
mental laws or protections. The Fed-
eral Land Policy and Management Act, 
NEPA, and all other environmental 
laws still apply to Minnesota. 

Let’s go through this history. In 1950, 
Congress took action to make land 
available for mineral exploration and 
development within the Superior Na-
tional Forest. Congress did. Then 
again, in 1978, Congress passed the 
Boundary Waters Canoe Area Wilder-
ness Act, a compromise that prohibited 
mining within the 1.1 million acre 
Boundary Waters; once again, the red 
area and the yellow. No mining. 

But again, it specifically authorized 
mining in the Superior National For-
est, the green. Once again, red, no; yel-
low, no; green, go. But that is fulfilling 
all current legislative and environ-
mental laws. 

The General Mining Act of 1872 that 
we heard about earlier governs most 
mining on Federal lands. However, in 
this case, it does not. It is the Weeks 
Act that controls projects in this area 
because they are located on acquired 
National Forest mineral leases on 
these lands. There are no indefinite 
agreements. They typically retain a 
nondiscretionary right—nondis-
cretionary right, once again—to renew 
every 20 years. The two leases for the 
mineral deposit in question began in 
1966, were renewed in 1989, and again in 
2004, without controversy. 

The MINER Act halts last-minute po-
litical mineral withdrawals by requir-
ing congressional approval. Once again, 
the magical words are ‘‘congressional 
approval.’’ The return to federalism— 
amazing—renews those two mining 
leases that were denied for political 
reasons under the same terms they 
were renewed twice previously and en-
sures any future mining projects will 
have to satisfy all existing environ-
mental permitting requirements, in-
cluding NEPA. 

These people demand that they do it 
in a righteous way. There is no digging 
right now. These are proposed. The 
Minnesotans whom I came up to visit, 
they happily shared their history and 
their area with me. They want it done 
right because they have to live with 
the consequences; not somebody who 
comes from Twin Cities once in a blue 
moon. 

Once again, let’s go back. This is the 
Boundary Waters. This is what you 
have heard misrepresented all the way 
around. There is no mining going on in 
the Boundary Waters. There is no min-
ing going on in the buffer area. Once 
again, no other buffer exists around a 

national monument except this. This is 
hallowed ground. Green, go. 

Now, it is also very unfortunate that 
we hear rumors going around from 
Members of Congress that the Depart-
ment of the Interior actually is against 
this. That rumor is far from the truth. 
We just received an email from the 
Secretary of the Interior that they are 
not opposed to this bill. 

I include in the RECORD a list of over 
150 groups, individuals, and community 
leaders who now want to be on record 
as supporting the lawful aspects of re-
turning this back to the folks in Min-
nesota for mining. 

ENDORSEMENTS OF H.R. 3905 
53 bipartisan state legislators (including 

leadership of both parties); AFL–CIO Inter-
national Association of Bridge, Structural, 
Ornamental, and Reinforcing Iron Workers 
Local Union 512; Agribusiness & Water Coun-
cil of Arizona; ALLETE; American Explo-
ration & Mining Association; Americans for 
Limited Government; Apache County (Ari-
zona); Apache Sun Golf Club; APEX; Arizona 
Association of Conservation Districts; Ari-
zona Cattle Feeders Association; Arizona 
Golf Association; Arizona Pork Council; Ari-
zona Liberty; Arizona State Rep. Bob 
Thorpe; Associated General Contractors of 
Minnesota; AZ BASS Nation; AZ Deer Asso-
ciation; The Bass Federation; Better in our 
Back Yard; Cactus and Pine Golf Super-
intendents Association supports H.R. 3905; 
City of Ely. 

Colorado Mining Association; Competitive 
Enterprise Institute; Concerned Citizens for 
America (Arizona); Conservatives for Prop-
erty Rights; Dena Cordova Jack, Executive 
Vice President, Mountain States Lumber and 
Building Material Dealers Association; Glob-
al Minerals Engineering LLC; Golden Vertex 
Corporation; Grand Rapids Area Chamber of 
Commerce; Hibbing Area Chamber of Com-
merce; International Brotherhood of Elec-
trical Workers Local Union 31; International 
Union of Operating Engineers, Local 49; The 
Jamar Company; Jefferson County Commis-
sioner Donald Rosier, P.E.; Jobs for Minneso-
tans; Laborers District Council of MN & ND; 
Laborers International Union of North 
America; Laurentian Chamber of Commerce; 
Minnesota Building and Construction Trades 
Council; Minnesota Chamber of Commerce; 
MiningMinnesota; Minnesota Pipe Trades 
Association. 

Minnesota Power; Minnesota State Rep. 
Josh Heintzeman; Montana Mining Associa-
tion; National Mining Association; National 
Stone, Sand & Gravel Association; New Mex-
ico Cattle Growers’ Association; New Mexico 
Federal Lands Council; New Mexico Wool 
Growers, Inc.; North America’s Building 
Trade Unions; Plumbers and Pipefitters 
Local 589; Range Association of Municipali-
ties and Schools; Scott W. Yates, President, 
Denver Lumber Co.; Shake Rattle & Troll 
Outdoors; Sulphur Springs Valley Electric 
Cooperative; Twin Metals Minnesota; United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America; Water Resource Institute; Women’s 
Mining Coalition; Yavapai County Cattle 
Growers; Yavapai County Supervisor Board 
Chairman Thomas Thurman; Yuma County 
(AZ) Chamber of Commerce. 

OTHER GROUPS SUPPORTIVE OF ISSUES 
ADDRESSED BY THE BILL 

62 bipartisan state legislators (including 
leadership of both parties); Chair of the MN 
Permanent School Fund Commission; Da-
kota County Regional Chamber of Com-
merce; Dale Lueck, Chair of the Minnesota 
Legislative Permanent School Fund Com-
mission; Duluth Chamber of Commerce; 

Fairmont Chamber of Commerce; Fergus 
Falls Chamber of Commerce; Greater North 
Dakota Chamber of Commerce; Iron Mining 
Association of Minnesota; Laborers District 
Council of MN & ND; Lake County Board of 
Commissioners; Metro North Chamber of 
Commerce; Minnesota Association of School 
Administrators—Region 7; Minnesota Cham-
ber of Commerce; North Central States Re-
gional Council of Carpenters; Owatonna 
Chamber of Commerce; Rochester Chamber 
of Commerce; St. Louis County Board of 
Commissioners; Twin West Chamber of Com-
merce; Up North Jobs; Western Mesabi Mine 
Planning Board; Willmar Chamber of Com-
merce. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona has 11⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, what tran-
spired here was a travesty. As I out-
lined, historically, Congress dictated 
twice in a usual fashion this green area 
for go. They designed the Boundary 
Waters and a buffer area for protection. 

Once again, no Boundary Waters— 
you are being misled—no Boundary 
Waters are having mining. This is as 
clear as it gets. What ended up hap-
pening was in an illegal action by the 
President last year, or earlier this 
year, he wiped this away. 

This doesn’t wipe away any environ-
mental laws. What it does is, it returns 
it to the way it was. The way that it 
should be; the way that Congress dic-
tated. Federalism, a return to the peo-
ple in that State. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask everybody to vote 
for this bill and support this bill. I also 
ask everybody to go to a video that has 
been produced by the people in this 
iron-ore range to see exactly how the 
people of that area of Minnesota actu-
ally feel about it. It is magnificent. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate on the bill has expired. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GRIJALVA 
Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 2, line 19, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 2, line 22, strike the period at the end 

and insert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 2, after line 22, insert the following 

new subparagraph: 
(C) shall have a royalty rate of not less 

than 16.66 percent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 631, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, the 
American people are getting ripped off 
in this bill. The Chilean mining con-
glomerate behind this bill makes out 
like a bandit. 

They get two expired leases back, as 
well as exemptions from several key 
environmental laws that could be used 
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to stop any of their dreams of massive 
profits from a giant copper mine. 

The American people are the ones 
that are getting ripped off. This land is 
being given away for next to nothing. 
For the past 50 years, the leaseholder 
has been paying rent of $1 an acre per 
year. Think about that, $1 an acre per 
year, unchanged for 50 years. The 
American people are the landlords 
here. They are charging the Chilean 
company about $420 per month for 5,000 
acres of prime land right next to the 
most visited wilderness area in the 
country. 

b 1630 

I can only imagine how many hard-
working Americans would desperately 
love to be guaranteed having only to 
pay $420 a month for their homes for as 
long as they want, particularly if their 
home was over 2 million square feet, as 
these leases are. 

But we are not talking about some-
one building a house here. We are talk-
ing about a giant, destructive copper- 
sulfide mine that threatens one of the 
greatest unspoiled natural spaces in 
the country, the Boundary Waters Wil-
derness. Don’t be fooled by the claims 
that the Boundary Waters are pro-
tected in this bill. They are not even 
remotely protected. 

Copper-sulfide mining results in acid 
mine drainage, the same kind of pollu-
tion that comes from abandoned coal 
mines and has destroyed thousands of 
miles of streams and rivers throughout 
Appalachia. Acid mine drainage from 
these leases would flow into the Bound-
ary Waters into a neighboring Cana-
dian wilderness and into Voyageurs Na-
tional Park. This would permanently 
impact millions of acres of lakes, riv-
ers, fish and wildlife habitat, and risk 
the entire tourism and recreation econ-
omy of the region. 

The majority says it is all worth it 
because of all the money that will flow 
into the State’s coffers and be used for 
education. Give me a break. The only 
education benefit from this legislation 
would be children learning the chem-
istry of how acidic water flows out of 
mines, the biology of dead fish, and the 
economics of a shattered tourism and 
recreation industry. 

But if the majority is truly con-
cerned about the amount of money 
that a destroyed wilderness can bring 
to the State, they should be embar-
rassed by the sweetheart deals in these 
leases: $1 per acre per year and a roy-
alty of 41⁄2 percent on production. 
These numbers are absurd. These rock- 
bottom prices effectively subsidize a 
foreign company to mine on public 
lands right next to an irreplaceable 
wilderness. 

My amendment would make sure 
that the company would pay a royalty 
rate of just over 60 percent because 
that is the same rate that Senator 
MURKOWSKI has determined that com-
panies should pay for oil that would 
come from the Arctic National Wildlife 
Refuge. If that is the cost of destroyed 

wilderness in the Arctic, then it should 
be no cheaper to destroy wilderness in 
Minnesota. 

With the extra billions of dollars the 
State receives from the more reason-
able royalty rate, perhaps they could 
fund education and also help all the 
owners and employees of tourism and 
recreation companies that would be 
put out of business by a giant copper 
mine. 

To be clear, I will not support H.R. 
3905 even if this amendment is adopted. 
But Members should be given the op-
portunity to demonstrate that they 
don’t believe that a foreign mining 
company should be allowed to get pub-
lic land and public resources at rock- 
bottom rates and out in the West for 
free. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the taxpayers, support my 
amendment, and oppose the underlying 
bill. 

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, in July, 
the Subcommittee on Energy and Min-
eral Resources heard all about how 
royalties, if ill-constructed, serve only 
to disincentivize investment in self- 
sufficiency and increase our reliance 
on imported critical minerals. 

This amendment is a hallmark exam-
ple of such a poorly designed royalty. 
This amendment doesn’t specify what 
the royalty will be applied to, when in 
the mining process it will be assessed, 
and it doesn’t even have a cap, for that 
matter. This amendment is just a thin-
ly veiled means to prevent this impor-
tant mining project from getting off 
the ground. The author actually stated 
that in his comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose this amend-
ment. I ask all Members to vote 
against it, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, let me just close by say-
ing that this precedent being set here 
with H.R. 3905 is a precedent that I 
think every Member of Congress needs 
to consider. 

The backdrop is a mining law of 1872 
that has not been changed one iota 
since then that basically provides the 
public resources, the extraction of our 
public lands for free to any company 
and more prevalent now are foreign 
mining companies. No return to the 
taxpayer and no consequences consid-
ered on the environmental damage that 
these mines have caused, the aban-
doned mines that haven’t been cleaned 
up. 

This is a backdrop to a deeper and 
more serious problem that this Con-
gress has to grapple with, which is the 
mining law of 1872, and on this piece of 
legislation a precedent that establishes 
a template that can be destructive for 

the future and cut the public and the 
processes out that involve the public 
and safeguard the environment at the 
same time. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
the amendment, a ‘‘no’’ vote on the un-
derlying legislation, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, once again, we may 
want to go back to misinformation. 
This does not pertain to the Mining 
Act of 1872. In fact, this is under the 
Weeks Act, which controls projects in 
this area because they are located on 
acquired natural forest land. Mineral 
leases on these lands, though not in-
definite agreements, typically retain 
nondiscretionary right for renewal 
every 20 years. 

The two leases for mineral deposits 
in question began in 1966, were renewed 
in 1989, and again in 2004 without con-
troversy. 

I would also like to take the oppor-
tunity to go through a number of 
groups that actually are against this 
amendment and endorse the bill. 

Fifty-three bipartisan State legisla-
tors from the State of Minnesota are 
for this bill: ‘‘As elected leaders of the 
Minnesota Legislature, we are writing 
in strong support of H.R. 3905. This leg-
islation supports jobs, economic devel-
opment and industry in northeast Min-
nesota, and will reverse an onerous, 
overreaching, and politically moti-
vated decision by the Obama adminis-
tration. H.R. 3905 has bipartisan sup-
port, and it is our sincere hope that it 
will become law for the well-being of 
our State and its citizens.’’ 

A second one from the Range Asso-
ciation of Municipalities and Schools: 

The results of the withdrawal and a poten-
tial 20-year moratorium would have a dev-
astating impact on the financial support for 
our statewide public school system and fu-
ture generations of Iron Rangers who would 
be employed in any future mining develop-
ments. It has been estimated that within 20 
years of mining for precious metals, our Per-
manent School Trust Fund would reap near-
ly $3 billion in royalties if allowed to go for-
ward. The Miner Act does not infringe or re-
strict these very strenuous and stringent en-
vironmental review processes, and we em-
phasize there will be no mining in the 
Boundary Waters or the buffer zone specifi-
cally surrounding the Boundary Waters. 

Let’s go to the next one from the 
American Exploration & Mining Asso-
ciation: ‘‘H.R. 3905 will eliminate 
delays, return to good stewardship of 
fair process and restore the oppor-
tunity to explore strategic metals crit-
ical to our economy and national secu-
rity in one of the richest mineral de-
posits in the Nation. . . . The emerging 
mining industry is an investment in 
the future well-being of our State and 
Nation; without this legislation, that 
future is at risk.’’ 

Here is another one from the Com-
petitive Enterprise Institute: ‘‘The bi-
partisan H.R. 3905 is a welcome reasser-
tion of congressional authority over 
public lands. Article 4 of the Constitu-
tion vests Congress—not the Presi-
dent—with plenary power over public 
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lands. Members on both sides of the 
aisle should take umbrage at President 
Obama’s lameduck machinations to 
withdraw from the multiple-use frame-
work more than 230,000 acres of public 
lands in Minnesota—with the mere 
stroke of a pen. By treating public 
lands regulation as a means to build a 
Presidential legacy through midnight 
regulation, the previous administra-
tion flouted the spirit of participatory 
and inclusive lands-use statutes as de-
signed by Congress. Lawmakers should 
correct the course by passing the excel-
lent H.R. 3905.’’ 

Finally, the Associated General Con-
tractors of Minnesota: 

H.R. 3905 changes no environmental review 
processes, relaxes no environmental stand-
ards, and specifically restates Congress’ pro-
hibition on any mining activity in the 
Boundary Waters and surrounding protective 
buffer areas. H.R. 3905 would reaffirm long-
standing congressional intent that actually 
espouses that this area be designated for 
mining and timber sales. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask everybody to vote 
against this amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GALLAGHER). Pursuant to the rule, the 
previous question is ordered on the bill, 
as amended, and on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. GRIJALVA). 

Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, 
further consideration of H.R. 3905 is 
postponed. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Lasky, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with an 
amendment in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H.R. 1892. An act to amend title 4, United 
States Code, to provide for the flying of the 
flag at half-staff in the event of the death of 
a first responder in the line of duty. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to the provisions of Public 
Law 100–458, section 114(b)(2)(c), the 
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, announces the appointment of the 
following individual to serve as a mem-
ber of the Board of Trustees of the 
John C. Stennis for Public Service 
Training and Development for a six- 
year term: 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER). 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to the provision of section 
1151 of title 2, United States Code, as 
amended, the Chair, on behalf of the 
President pro tempore, reappoints the 
following individual to the Board of 
Trustees of the Open World Leadership 
Center: 

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
WICKER). 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to the provisions of Public 
Law 115–77, the Chair, on behalf of the 
Democratic Leader, appoints the fol-
lowing individuals to the Frederick 
Douglas Bicentennial Commission: 

The Senator from Maryland (Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN). 

Dr. David Anderson of New York. 
f 

CONGRATULATING LATOYA 
CANTRELL, THE MAYOR-ELECT 
OF NEW ORLEANS 
(Mr. RICHMOND asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RICHMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with extreme joy and excite-
ment. My hometown, which is New Or-
leans, a part of my congressional dis-
trict, next year, will celebrate our 
300th anniversary. Over the years, we 
were under French control, we were 
under Spanish control, we were back 
under French control, and then we had 
the Louisiana Purchase. But as we 
walk into our 300th year, we have an 
elected—and we will be under the con-
trol of—female mayor for the first time 
in New Orleans history. That female is 
LaToya Cantrell. 

She is a community activist and she 
is very focused on the future. I just 
want to congratulate LaToya on being 
elected to be the mayor of the city of 
New Orleans, and just to assure the 
people of New Orleans that we are 
going to go forward in our 300th year 
together and continue to improve the 
greatest city in the world, and that is 
New Orleans, Louisiana. 

Mr. Speaker, I, once again, congratu-
late LaToya Cantrell on her election to 
be mayor of the city of New Orleans. 

f 

MOURNING THE LOSS OF DEPART-
MENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY 
TROOPER DAMON ALLEN 
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as 
Americans gathered around their 
Thanksgiving tables, joined hands with 
their families, and gave thanks for 
their blessings, a Texas Highway Pa-
trol trooper was murdered. 

While returning to his patrol car dur-
ing a routine traffic stop, Trooper 
Damon Allen was shot in the back by a 
dastardly criminal, the driver of that 
vehicle. Trooper Allen was working 
alone, as most troopers in Texas do. 
The multiple shots killed Trooper 
Allen. 

The crook had illegally procured a 
weapon in Trooper Allen’s homicide. 
The criminal, like most do, quickly 
fled the scene, leading Texas Rangers 
and other law enforcement on a chase 
across Texas, but he was finally appre-
hended. 

Mr. Speaker, this wasn’t the first 
time that the criminal had targeted 
our men and women in uniform. A slew 
of previous convictions are on his rap 
sheet, including drug possession, evad-
ing arrest, and violence toward law en-
forcement. The killer is now where he 
belongs: in the jailhouse. The bandit 
will face Texas justice. 

Texas Department of Public Safety 
Officer Allen was a devoted husband, a 
father of three, and a 15-year member 
of Texas law enforcement. He served 
with courage, placing the badge—the 
star—over his heart and reporting for 
duty every day. 

We pray for Trooper Allen and his 
family. Trooper Allen, like all peace of-
ficers, placed his life between us and 
the lawless. We should remember him 
and thank God that such men have 
lived. 

And that is just the way it is. 
f 

THE TAX REFORM BILL 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the opportunity to be here for 
a Special Order. The issues of the day 
in Washington, D.C., are many. To-
night I would like to choose to talk 
about what is happening with the tax 
reform bill that is coming before the 
United States Senate. We are hearing 
rumors that it will be here this week, 
maybe a possible vote on Friday. 

It is important for us, as we look at 
the first tax reform bill in 31 years, to 
understand that we do need changes to 
our Tax Code, that the Tax Code has 
become too complicated and too com-
plex. It needs to be simplified. The Tax 
Code has become burdensome to small 
and medium-sized businesses. It is not 
always the most cooperative Tax Code 
for entrepreneurship or innovation. It 
lacks incentives for helping us in cer-
tain sectors of the economy to help us 
grow. 

b 1645 
But the most staggering problem in 

the Tax Code today is that it has direct 
and substantial benefits for the 
wealthiest people in the country. 

I am of the mindset that we need to 
have a Tax Code, an economy, and pub-
lic policies that are going to allow the 
free enterprise system to work effi-
ciently, that will allow for growth, es-
pecially in communities that have been 
distressed for many decades and are 
looking for the private sector to come 
in and hire our workers. It is very im-
portant. 

Like most issues in the United 
States, like most issues that we face 
here in Congress, we have to look at 
these issues in the context of what is 
happening in the free market and what 
is happening in the rest of the econ-
omy. 

So it is important for us to know 
that over the last 30 years, since the 
last time we have done tax reform, we 
have had a lot of growth in the coun-
try. Globalization and automation has 
led to enormous amounts of wealth 
being created, and that wealth has got-
ten concentrated. It has gotten con-
centrated into a small group of people 
in the country and it has gotten con-
centrated in certain areas of the coun-
try. 
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Over the last 30 years, we have seen 

96 percent of income growth in the 
United States has gone to the top 10 
percent of the people in the country, 
the wealthiest 10 percent of the people. 
That is a fact. Ninety-six percent of in-
come growth has gone to the top 10 
percent. 

For the majority of Americans, we 
have seen wages that are stagnant. We 
have seen pensions that have collapsed. 
We have people who go from making 
$30 or $40 an hour down to $15, $10, or 
$12 an hour. 

So the great middle class of the 
United States has seen its wealth go up 
to the top 10 percent of the wealthiest 
families in the country. That is a fact. 
We have seen now that the top 1 per-
cent of the people in the country own 
90 percent of the wealth in the United 
States. The ultimate statistic shows 
where most Americans are. It is the 
one that tells us that 63 percent of 
Americans families could not with-
stand a $500 emergency. 

Now, think about that. Sixty-three 
percent of American families can’t 
withstand a $500 emergency. We have 
had this huge wealth creation over the 
last 30 years that has gone primarily to 
the top 10 percent. Now we come back 
to the idea that we are going to reform 
the Tax Code. 

We look at charts like this. This is 
corporate profits after tax, going back 
to 1950. We see that, as globalization 
took hold and we started moving in 
that direction in the seventies and into 
the eighties and up into the nineties 
and then into the 2000s, corporate prof-
its go up. 

In 2001 and 2003, we implemented a 
new round of supply-side economics, 
per George W. Bush. He cut taxes for 
the wealthy. They will take that 
money and reinvest it back into the 
United States, drive up wages, hire 
people, and we will get growth. That 
was the philosophy. 

Well, what we saw happen is a huge 
increase in corporate profits from that 
moment on until the collapse of the 
economy in 2009–2010. So the philos-
ophy was: We are going to cut taxes for 
the wealthy and milk the corporations, 
and the wealthiest families will put 
that money back into the economy, 
wages will go up, and we will get 
growth. 

We saw huge increases in corporate 
profits and the slowest decade of 
growth in our country since the Great 
Depression. 

You don’t have to be a Philadelphia 
lawyer to figure out that what our 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
were telling us back then about what 
the big tax cut to the wealthy was 
going to do didn’t work. 

This is what happened. Funny. If you 
cut taxes for the wealthiest and you 
help corporations, their profits go up 
significantly. But growth for average 
families has been stagnant to the point 
where, today, 63 percent of families 
can’t afford a $500 emergency. 

That is what the Republican Party is 
now talking about doing again. It was 

already proven not to work, but let’s 
not let that stop us. Let’s keep going. 

So we are now going to see a tax cut 
that will make permanent a lower cor-
porate tax rate. Any benefit at all that 
may go to the lower classes of people 
will not be permanent. That will go 
away. 

Not only that, but here is the kicker: 
in order to do this big tax cut, the 
United States is going to have to bor-
row the money because we can’t afford 
it. We are going to give this huge tax 
cut to people who are primarily the 
wealthiest people in the country. We 
can’t afford it, so we are going to go to 
China and borrow the money from 
them and bring it back to the United 
States and give it to the wealthiest 
people in our country. 

Then we are going to pay China back, 
with interest, the money we borrowed 
to give to the wealthiest people in the 
United States, all under the premise 
that it is going to get the economy 
going and it is going to lift up wages, 
when we already tried that and we 
know it doesn’t work. 

So what are we doing? 
Not to mention the fact that the Chi-

nese are aggressively plotting slowly 
the erosion of the United States of 
America. They are going to take our 
money that we have already borrowed 
from them and we are going to borrow 
more and pay interest on it and they 
are going to take that money. 

They are building islands in the 
South China Sea. They are building is-
lands. Yes, islands, in the South China 
Sea. They are building airports and 
military bases on the island so they 
can continue to project out force in the 
South China Sea. We just borrowed a 
bunch of money and we are going to 
pay interest on it so they can go and 
build more islands. 

They are making huge investments 
in cyber. They are making huge invest-
ments in submarines, in their navy, 
and in their military apparatus, fi-
nanced primarily by money they lend 
out to us. 

So not only do we borrow money and 
have to pay it back, our bank, China, is 
going to use the interest that we are 
paying to fund their war machine. 
They already moved into Africa, where 
they are digging out a lot of the min-
erals and natural resources that they 
are using to feed their industrial ma-
chine, putting a base in Djibouti, pro-
jecting force into Africa. They are 
going to continue to do that, and the 
United States is going to go into an 
extra $2 trillion in debt and continue 
the concentration of wealth here. 

China is putting a ton of money into 
wind and solar. They just announced a 
few weeks ago that they are going to 
move to battery-powered cars, renew-
able energy. They are putting billions 
of dollars into things like additive 
manufacturing. 

This is our competitor. We are get-
ting everything wrong. Everything. 

At this point, this tax bill is not 
going to be good for the middle class. It 

is not going to grow the economy. It is 
going to put us $2.3 trillion in debt and 
it is going to feed the beast that is 
China, which is trying to come after 
the United States in every which way. 

Then we see on the news today that 
North Korea is firing another missile. 

Who do we have to get to talk to 
North Korea? 

We have got to get China to talk to 
North Korea. President Trump has said 
China has got to help us with this. 
China is not going to help us with any-
thing. We owe them. That is the prob-
lem. That is the problem you get into 
when you borrow so much money. 

When corporate profits are at the 
highest they have ever been, we can’t 
ask these folks to help us. 

Do you know how much one-fifth of 
the Fortune 500 corporations paid in 
corporate tax? 

One-fifth pay zero in corporate tax. 
The corporate tax is a mess, too. But 

this is where the wealth is con-
centrated: the owners of these busi-
nesses, the shareholders of these busi-
nesses. 

We have a situation where capital 
and capital gains has been given pref-
erence over labor. If you make money 
off of money, you are good, you pay a 
lower tax rate. Warren Buffett said it a 
million times that he pays a lower rate 
than his secretary pays. That doesn’t 
seem fair. 

We stack the burden on top of labor. 
This is a huge concentration of wealth, 
and then we have a huge concentration 
of opportunity, too, in the United 
States. A lot of it is through geog-
raphy, where Silicon Valley is doing 
really well and Wall Street is doing 
really well. We have little tech pockets 
here or there in Austin, Texas, and up 
in Massachusetts, to the point where 
venture capital, which is the money 
that makes that engine go for growth, 
is concentrated in three States. Eighty 
percent of venture capital goes to Cali-
fornia, New York, and Massachusetts; 
ninety percent of it goes to men; and 
only 1 percent goes to African-Amer-
ican people in this country. Oppor-
tunity is being concentrated. 

We need a new energy grid. We need 
broadband in the United States to 
reach to every corner of our country to 
plug these communities back in that 
have been unplugged from the global 
economy and globalization. They need 
plugged back in. They need invest-
ment. They need technology. They 
need business incubators. They need re-
search at their universities. Their kids 
need access to broadband at their 
schools and in rural communities 
across the United States, where kids 
literally have to go to McDonald’s to 
plug into the WiFi to download their 
homework and do it. 

Is that where we are in the United 
States? Is this what we are settling 
for? Are we okay with this? 

I am not. This stinks and we have got 
to do something about it. 

b 1700 
I want to make just one or two last 

points. You think about who is going 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:38 Nov 30, 2017 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00043 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K29NO7.075 H29NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

B
B

X
C

H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH9514 November 29, 2017 
to benefit from this tax cut, and one of 
the prime beneficiaries is going to be 
the President of the United States and 
his family members, one of the prime 
beneficiaries. 

One of the provisions is to get rid of 
the alternative minimum tax, which 
means that, if you have got enough 
lawyers and you have got enough ac-
countants and you can find every loop-
hole, at the very least, you’ll pay the 
alternative minimum tax. And if the 
bill were passed—we are talking about 
passing here—passes and was applied to 
the only tax returns we have for the 
President, he would save $30 million 
just on the alternative minimum tax 
repeal. 

The Donald Trumps of the world are 
going to get a huge tax break, and 
wages are stagnant for middle class 
families. And if you talk about the 
Donald Trumps of the world passing on 
their wealth, his family will save $1 bil-
lion—$1 billion under this provision 
will benefit the Trumps. 

Now, look, I am not mad at anybody 
for being rich. I don’t care. I am happy 
for you. God bless. But my goodness 
gracious, in a time of such great in-
come inequality, at a time of stagnant 
wages for 30 years, and 60 percent of 
families in the United States can’t af-
ford a $500 emergency, can’t blow a 
couple of tires on your car or have your 
car break down, and your world 
unravels. Somebody gets sick, your 
world unravels, and we are going to 
give the Donald Trump family a $1 bil-
lion tax cut? 

We have communities that are dying 
from the inside. There are dilapidated 
homes all over communities that need 
to come down, no broadband, no nice 
roads, no nice schools, no new schools, 
teachers who haven’t seen a pay raise 
for 10 years, erosion of the tax base. We 
need investment, public investment, to 
stimulate private investment into 
these communities. 

And we are going to borrow money 
from China not to rebuild our own 
country, not to say: We are going to 
borrow $2.3 billion from China; we are 
going to do roads, bridges, airports; put 
everybody back to work; drive up 
wages; broadband in every community; 
new energy grid; jobs that are in the 
ground that can’t be outsourced to 
China. That is not what we are bor-
rowing money for. We are going to bor-
row the money, and we are going to 
give it to families like this. 

I just don’t think this is the direc-
tion we need to be going in. The bene-
fits for the middle class sunset and the 
benefits for the major corporations are 
made permanent. There is even a provi-
sion, in the House bill for sure, that al-
lows companies to write off an expense 
shipping their jobs overseas. 

Now, can you imagine? Who is writ-
ing this stuff to where we are going to 
give the company and a big corporation 
the ability to expense moving equip-
ment and people and all kinds of other 
things from the United States to 
China, to Vietnam, to Mexico, to some-
where else? 

This is some dark stuff what is hap-
pening here. I will tell you that if 
somebody could prove to me that bor-
rowing $2.3 trillion from China was 
going to create jobs in Youngstown; in 
Akron, Ohio; Warren, Ohio; Niles, Ohio; 
Gary, Indiana; Buffalo, I would be the 
first one to say: We have got to do 
something. We have got to do some-
thing. Let’s talk about that. 

Maybe it is worth it for us to borrow 
that money and make an investment 
like you would borrow for your kid’s 
education or you would borrow for 
your house or you would borrow for 
your business to reinvest, maybe it 
would make some sense for us to do 
that, but there is no evidence that that 
is the case. 

So I say, let’s start over. Come talk 
to the Democrats. There is no reason 
why this has to be done by the end of 
the year. What is the rush? What is the 
hurry? We haven’t done this in 31 
years. Let’s do it right. Congressman 
RO KHANNA and I and several others 
have offered a trillion-dollar tax cut 
for working class families. People who 
make $75,000, $80,000 a year and have 
two or three kids would get thousands 
of dollars back. Let’s approach that. 

How do we expand the affordable 
housing credits? How do we expand the 
wind credits for the renewable industry 
and wind and solar industries that are 
growing at 20 or 25 percent a year and 
then target those investments to dis-
tressed areas? Let’s sit down and talk 
about that. 

Let’s sit down and talk about how we 
can get all these government jobs out 
of Washington, D.C., and spread them 
around the country. There is 300,000 
here. Let’s get a good chunk of them 
and move them out. Everyone doesn’t 
need to be in Washington, D.C. These 
jobs could be done: 1,000 jobs in 
Youngstown, 1,000 in Akron, 1,000 in Bi-
loxi, and 1,000 in Tallahassee. Stabilize 
these communities and then rebuild. 
Let’s sit down. There is a way out if we 
come together. 

This is going to get rammed through. 
No Democrats are even at the table. 
President Trump said he invited our 
leadership over, come down to talk. 
And he tweeted before that: I am not 
going to accept any of the Democratic 
provisions, but come on over. I am 
happy to talk. 

I don’t think the coffee is that good 
at the White House if we are not going 
to have a serious conversation. This is 
a wrong move for our country. You 
know, you start to think—not to be 
doom and gloom, but we are already 
trillions of dollars in debt. We already 
have the highest level of income in-
equality we have had since the Great 
Depression. 

We have Republican control of the 
House and Senate and the White House, 
and they are going to pass a tax bill 
that borrows another $2.3 trillion from 
China, feeds that beast, feeds the Chi-
nese beast all over the world in Africa, 
in the South China Sea, while here in 
the United States we have commu-
nities that are collapsing. 

How much longer can we go? Because 
I know in communities like mine, we 
have been dealing with this for 40 
years, and it is time both parties step 
up with a grand solution or series of 
strategies to fix it. And I will tell you 
one of those strategies is not to give a 
huge tax cut to Donald Trump and his 
family, to the wealthiest corporations 
who have the highest corporate profits 
in the history of our country. That is 
not the solution. 

We need to come together, sit down, 
make this right, start over. Both par-
ties need to be a part of this grand so-
lution, this grand strategy. 

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

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 9 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1714 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. GALLAGHER) at 5 o’clock 
and 14 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4182, ENSURING A QUALI-
FIED CIVIL SERVICE ACT OF 2017, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 1699, PRESERVING 
ACCESS TO MANUFACTURED 
HOUSING ACT OF 2017 

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–430) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 635) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 4182) to amend title 5, 
United States Code, to modify proba-
tionary periods with respect to posi-
tions within the competitive service 
and the Senior Executive Service, and 
for other purposes, and providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1699) to 
amend the Truth in Lending Act to 
modify the definitions of a mortgage 
originator and a high-cost mortgage, to 
amend the Secure and Fair Enforce-
ment for Mortgage Licensing Act of 
2008 to modify the definition of a loan 
originator, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, November 30, 2017, at 10 a.m. 
for morning-hour debate. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 

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

3221. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Softwood Lumber Research, Pro-
motion, Consumer Education and Industry 
Information Order; De Minimis Quantity Ex-
emption Threshold [Document Number: 
AMS-SC-16-0066] received November 27, 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 Agriculture. 

3222. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Services, 
Specialty Crops Program, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim rule — Oranges, Grapefruit, Tan-
gerines, and Pummelos Grown in Florida; 
Change in Size Requirements for Oranges 
[Doc. No.: AMS-SC-17-0064; SC17-905-2 IR] re-
ceived November 27, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

3223. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Services, 
Specialty Crops Program, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Minimum Quality and Handling 
Standards for Domestic and Imported Pea-
nuts Marketed in the United States; Change 
to the Quality and Handling Requirements 
[Doc. No.: AMS-SC-16-0102; SC16-996-3 FR] re-
ceived November 27, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

3224. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim rule — Pistachios Grown in California, 
Arizona, and New Mexico; Decreased Assess-
ment Rate [Docket No.: AMS-SC-17-0048; 
SC17-983-2 IR] received November 27, 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 Agriculture. 

3225. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Lieutenant General 
Thomas S. Vandal, United States Army, and 
his advancement to the grade of lieutenant 
general on the retired list, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 
(as amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 
502(b)); (110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

3226. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Finan-
cial Protection, transmitting the Bureau’s 
final rule — Truth in Lending (Regulation Z) 
Annual Threshold Adjustments (Credit 
Cards, HOEPA, and ATR/QM) received No-
vember 22, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3227. A letter from the Honors Attorney, 
Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Finan-
cial Protection, transmitting the Bureau’s 
final rules — Appraisals for Higher-Priced 
Mortgage Loans Exemption Threshold 
[Docket No.: CFPB-2017-0029] received No-
vember 22, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3228. A letter from the Honors Attorney, 
Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Finan-
cial Protection, transmitting the Bureau’s 

final rules — Consumer Leasing (Regulation 
M) [Docket No.: CFPB-2017-0026] received No-
vember 22, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

3229. A letter from the Acting Deputy 
Chief, Public Safety and Homeland Security 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Wireless Emergency Alerts [PS Dock-
et No.: 15-91]; Amendments to Part 11 of the 
Commission’s Rules Regarding the Emer-
gency Alert System [PS Docket No.: 15-94] 
received November 20, 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. 

3230. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting reports concerning 
international agreements other than treaties 
entered into by the United States to be 
transmitted to the Congress within the 
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b(a); Pub-
lic Law 92-403, Sec. 1(a) (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 108-458, Sec. 7121(b)); (118 Stat. 3807); 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3231. A letter from the Acting Director, 
U.S. Trade and Development Agency, trans-
mitting the Agency’s Performance and Ac-
countability Report, Fiscal Year 2017, pursu-
ant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, 
Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by Public Law 107- 
289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

3232. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Office of Inspector General Semi-
annual Report to Congress for the period 
ending September 30, 2017, pursuant to Sec. 5 
of the Inspector General Act; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

3233. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Fiscal Year 2017 Agency Financial 
Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Pub-
lic Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended by 
Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

3234. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the Of-
fice’s Semiannual Report of the Inspector 
General for the Period ending September 30, 
2017, pursuant to the Inspector General Act 
of 1978, as amended, Public Law 95-452; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3235. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s Semiannual Report to 
Congress prepared by the Office of Inspector 
General, for the 6-month period ending Sep-
tember 30, 2017, pursuant to the Inspector 
General Act of 1978, Public Law 95-452; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

3236. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Affairs, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s Agency Fi-
nancial Report of FY 2017, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, Sec. 
303(a)(1) (as amended by Public Law 107-289, 
Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 2049); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

3237. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Endowment for the Arts, transmitting the 
Endowment’s Fiscal Year 2017 Agency Finan-
cial Report, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); 
Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended 
by Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 
2049); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3238. A letter from the Treasurer, National 
Gallery of Art, transmitting the Gallery’s 
Annual Performance and Accountability Re-
port for FY 2017, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
3515(a)(1); Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) 
(as amended by Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); 
(116 Stat. 2049); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

3239. A letter from the Chairman, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s Agency Financial Report 
of FY 2017, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 3515(a)(1); 
Public Law 101-576, Sec. 303(a)(1) (as amended 
by Public Law 107-289, Sec. 2(a)); (116 Stat. 
2049); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

3240. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Sustainable Fisheries — Pacific Is-
lands Region, National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, transmitting the Ad-
ministration’s final specifications — Pacific 
Island Fisheries; 2017-18 Annual Catch Limit 
and Accountability Measures; Main Hawai-
ian Islands Deep 7 Bottomfish [Docket No.: 
170330338-7585-02] (RIN: 0648-XF335) received 
November 27, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

3241. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the Temporary Assistance for Needy Fami-
lies Program 12th Report to Congress, pursu-
ant to 42 U.S.C. 611(b); Aug. 14, 1935, ch. 531, 
title IV, Sec. 411 (as added by Public Law 104- 
193, Sec. 103 (a)(1)); (110 Stat. 2148); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

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. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 635. A resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4182) to 
amend title 5, United States Code, to modify 
probationary periods with respect to posi-
tions within the competitive service and the 
Senior Executive Service, and for other pur-
poses, and providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 1699) to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to modify the definitions of a mort-
gage originator and a high-cost mortgage, to 
amend the Secure and Fair Enforcement for 
Mortgage Licensing Act of 2008 to modify the 
definition of a loan originator, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 115–430). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

f 

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

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

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself and Mr. 
BLUM): 

H.R. 4476. A bill to modernize the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (for himself, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Ms. ESTY of Connecticut, 
Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. COSTELLO of Penn-
sylvania, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. RICHMOND, 
Mr. MCCAUL, Mrs. COMSTOCK, and Ms. 
TITUS): 

H.R. 4477. A bill to enforce current law re-
garding the National Instant Criminal Back-
ground Check System; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. NUNES: 

H.R. 4478. A bill to amend the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to im-
prove foreign intelligence collection and the 
safeguards, accountability, and oversight of 
acquisitions of foreign intelligence, to ex-
tend title VII of such Act, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committees on Intel-
ligence (Permanent Select), Oversight and 
Government Reform, and Homeland Secu-
rity, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana): 

H.R. 4479. A bill to establish a new higher 
education data system to allow for more ac-
curate, complete, and secure data on student 
retention, graduation, and earnings out-
comes, at all levels of postsecondary enroll-
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and 
in addition to the Committees on Armed 
Services, Veterans’ Affairs, and Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. MEE-
HAN, Mr. KILMER, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. HIMES, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. 
SOTO, and Mr. FERGUSON): 

H.R. 4480. A bill to provide for a study by 
the National Academies on workplace chal-
lenges; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. LANCE: 
H.R. 4481. A bill to amend the Congres-

sional Accountability Act of 1995 to prohibit 
the use of public funds to make payments of 
awards and settlements in connection with 
violations of such Act which are committed 
by employing offices of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Senate, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration. 

By Mr. MEADOWS (for himself and Mr. 
RENACCI): 

H.R. 4482. A bill to deter opioid abuse and 
addiction, to establish additional registra-
tion requirements for prescribers of opioids, 
to encourage the development of abuse-de-
terrent formulations, to require a study and 
report on policy changes that may have con-
tributed to the opioid epidemic, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia (for 
himself, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. DAVID-
SON): 

H.R. 4483. A bill to abolish the Federal In-
surance Office of the Department of the 
Treasury, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. STEWART (for himself and Ms. 
BONAMICI): 

H.R. 4484. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 to prohibit 
the imposition of a nondisclosure agreement 
as a condition of the payment of any award 
or settlement in connection with a violation 
of such Act; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Mrs. TORRES (for herself, Mr. 
COLE, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Ms. MOORE, Ms. JAYAPAL, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. KHANNA): 

H.R. 4485. A bill to direct the Attorney 
General to review, revise, and develop law 

enforcement and justice protocols appro-
priate to address missing and murdered Indi-
ans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 4486. A bill to amend section 1908 of 

title 41, United States Code, to exempt cer-
tain contracts from the periodic inflation ad-
justments to an acquisition-related dollar 
threshold; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida): 

H.R. 4487. A bill to authorize the collection 
of supplemental payments to increase con-
gressional investments in medical research, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. CHENEY: 
H. Res. 634. A resolution electing Members 

to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 
considered and agreed to. 

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. WALBERG: 
H.R. 4476. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 

Constitution, which gives Congress the 
power to ‘‘regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several states, and 
with the indian tribes.’’ 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 
H.R. 4477. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. NUNES: 

H.R. 4478. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States provides, in pertinent 
part, that ‘‘Congress shall have power . . . to 
. . . provide for the common Defense and 
general Welfare of the United States’’ and 
‘‘To make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers and all other Powers vest-
ed in this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof.’’ 

Article III of the United States Constitu-
tion, in that the legislation defines or affects 
powers of the Judiciary that are subject to 
legislation by Congress. 

By Mr. HUNTER: 
H.R. 4479. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. KIND 

H.R. 4480. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

By Mr. LANCE: 
H.R. 4481. 

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

Article I Section 5: ‘‘Each House may de-
termine the Rules of its Proceedings, punish 
its Members for disorderly behavior, and, 
with the concurrence of two thirds, expel a 
Member.’’ 

Article I Section 8: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, 
imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States.’’ 

Article I Section 9: ‘‘No money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury, but in consequence 
of appropriations made by law; and a regular 
statement and account of the receipts and 
expenditures of all public money shall be 
published from time to time.’’ 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H.R. 4482. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause I states ‘‘The 

Congress shall have Power To . . . provide 
for the . . . general Welfare of the United 
States . . .’’ And, Article I, Section 8, Clause 
3 states ‘‘The Congress shall have Power To 
. . . regulate Commerce . . . among the sev-
eral States . . . ’’ 

By Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia: 
H.R. 4483. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution. 
[Page H1185] 

By Mr. STEWART: 
H.R. 4484. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mrs. TORRES: 
H.R. 4485. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
According to Article 1: Section 8: Clause 

18: of the United States Constitution, seen 
below, this bill falls within the Constitu-
tional Authority of the United States Con-
gress. 

Article 1: Section 8: Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 4486. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power * * * To 

regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 4487. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-

gress shall have Power To . . . make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

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

H.R. 93: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
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H.R. 103: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mrs. NAPOLI-

TANO, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. HIMES, and Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 113: Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, and Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 365: Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.R. 465: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 477: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 564: Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H.R. 592: Mr. ESTES of Kansas, Mr. LYNCH, 

and Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 747: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 754: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 

ZELDIN, Mr. LAMALFA, and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 795: Mr. CASTRO of Texas. 
H.R. 828: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 878: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 930: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 959: Mr. DESAULNIER and Mr. 

MOULTON. 
H.R. 1057: Mr. SCHNEIDER and Mr. RUPPERS-

BERGER. 
H.R. 1143: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. 

MCNERNEY, and Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 1155: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. 

HANABUSA, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. PAS-
CRELL. 

H.R. 1158: Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 1167: Ms. ROSEN. 
H.R. 1200: Mr. PANETTA. 
H.R. 1205: Mr. MCEACHIN and Mr. SCHNEI-

DER. 
H.R. 1229: Mr. O’ROURKE. 
H.R. 1243: Miss RICE of New York and Mr. 

LYNCH. 
H.R. 1267: Ms. NORTON and Mr. SMUCKER. 
H.R. 1279: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1284: Ms. HANABUSA and Mr. POLIQUIN. 
H.R. 1318: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania and Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico. 

H.R. 1374: Ms. ROSEN. 
H.R. 1384: Mr. SCHRADER. 
H.R. 1406: Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. LARSON of Con-

necticut, Mr. FOSTER, and Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 1421: Ms. ADAMS, Mr. SMITH of Wash-

ington, and Mr. RICHMOND. 
H.R. 1456: Mr. HIMES, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-

ginia, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 1554: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 1575: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 1606: Mr. DONOVAN and Mr. GRIFFITH. 
H.R. 1617: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 1649: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 1730: Mr. DENT, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE 

of Pennsylvania, and Mr. SARBANES. 
H.R. 1739: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 1759: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1819: Mr. RASKIN. 
H.R. 1876: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 1896: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 1897: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 1957: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
H.R. 1972: Mr. MACARTHUR. 
H.R. 2147: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 2225: Mr. VARGAS, Ms. MCSALLY, Mrs. 

NAPOLITANO, Mr. HUIZENGA, Ms. MOORE, and 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 2234: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 2267: Ms. MOORE, Mr. SESSIONS, and 

Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 2310: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 
H.R. 2345: Mr. BACON, Mr. COOPER, Mr. 

BRAT, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. GRAVES of Lou-
isiana, Mr. FLORES, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
LAHOOD, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. THOMAS J. ROO-
NEY of Florida, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. ROUZER, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. HULTGREN, 
Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. COLE, and Mr. 
PITTENGER. 

H.R. 2416: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 2514: Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 

LOWENTHAL, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. COHEN, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. MEEKS, and Mrs. LAW-
RENCE. 

H.R. 2556: Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 2584: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 2591: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia and 

Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 2625: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. 

ADAMS, and Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 2633: Ms. HANABUSA. 
H.R. 2648: Ms. NORTON, Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. 

JONES, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, and Mrs. 
BEATTY. 

H.R. 2712: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 2723: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 2740: Mr. COSTA, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. 

SWALWELL of California, and Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 2790: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 2851: Mrs. BLACK. 
H.R. 2899: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2902: Mr. SCHNEIDER and Mr. THOMP-

SON of California. 
H.R. 2953: Mr. HUDSON. 
H.R. 2957: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 3117: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 3175: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 3227: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 3263: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 3282: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia and 

Mr. CURTIS. 
H.R. 3286: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 3314: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 3325: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. NORMAN, and 

Mr. BUCK. 
H.R. 3349: Mr. CROWLEY and Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 3378: Ms. ROSEN. 
H.R. 3409: Mr. MEEKS. 
H.R. 3495: Mr. TONKO, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. 

RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. RUIZ. 
H.R. 3513: Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. FRANKS of 

Arizona. 
H.R. 3528: Mr. BUDD and Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 3596: Mr. BYRNE, Mr. BOST, Ms. JEN-

KINS of Kansas, and Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 3605: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 3635: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania and Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 3637: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 3671: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 3730: Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 3768: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 3770: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 
H.R. 3798: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 3814: Mr. ROYCE of California. 
H.R. 3881: Mr. HIMES, Mr. THOMPSON of 

Pennsylvania, and Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 3956: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. PALAZZO. 
H.R. 3969: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 3979: Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 3988: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. 
H.R. 4006: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 

AGUILAR, Mr. KATKO, and Mrs. DINGELL. 
H.R. 4007: Mr. GIBBS. 
H.R. 4013: Mr. CICILLINE and Mr. PERL-

MUTTER. 
H.R. 4058: Ms. CHENEY, Mr. BARR, Ms. JEN-

KINS of Kansas, and Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 4068: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 4079: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 4082: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 4084: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut and Mr. 

DOGGETT. 
H.R. 4135: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 4138: Mr. RASKIN. 
H.R. 4143: Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. 

NUNES, Mr. KATKO, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. MARCH-
ANT, and Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

H.R. 4170: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 4202: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4207: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 4209: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4229: Mrs. LOVE, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. 

RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. BYRNE, and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 4234: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 4240: Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr. 

PAYNE. 
H.R. 4251: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 4253: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 4255: Mr. CROWLEY, Mrs. WATSON 

COLEMAN, and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 4261: Mr. GARRETT and Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 4300: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. RUP-

PERSBERGER, Mr. SHUSTER, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. SOTO, Ms. SEWELL of Ala-
bama, Mr. COSTA, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Ms. CHENEY, and Mr. SABLAN. 

H.R. 4306: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 4324: Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Flor-

ida, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
ARRINGTON, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 4340: Mr. NORMAN. 
H.R. 4347: Mr. TIPTON. 
H.R. 4360: Mr. CROWLEY and Ms. ROYBAL- 

ALLARD. 
H.R. 4384: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 4396: Mr. BURGESS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 

BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, 
and Mr. SABLAN. 

H.R. 4413: Mr. STEWART. 
H.R. 4414: Mr. GAETZ. 
H.R. 4417: Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 4431: Mr. COOK and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4437: Mr. NORMAN, Mr. BOST, and Mr. 

PALAZZO. 
H.R. 4458: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4465: Ms. CHENEY. 
H.R. 4471: Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 4472: Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H. Con. Res. 59: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 
H. Con. Res. 89: Mr. CHABOT and Mr. BEYER. 
H. Res. 15: Mr. GIBBS. 
H. Res. 58: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CICILLINE, 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H. Res. 244: Mr. CRIST. 
H. Res. 276: Mr. MEEKS. 
H. Res. 282: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H. Res. 307: Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. SAM 

JOHNSON of Texas. 
H. Res. 318: Mr. PANETTA. 
H. Res. 570: Mr. GARRETT. 
H. Res. 587: Ms. NORTON, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 

ESPAILLAT, Mr. O’HALLERAN, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, and Ms. 
HANABUSA. 

H. Res. 593: Mrs. COMSTOCK. 
H. Res. 614: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H. Res. 630: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. JUDY CHU 

of California, Mr. REED, Mr. LOUDERMILK, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. 
ZELDIN, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. DONO-
VAN, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. EMMER, Mr. TED LIEU 
of California, Mr. CLAY, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California, Mr. CON-
AWAY, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. GARRETT, Ms. 
TENNEY, Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. PERRY, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. HECK, 
Ms. DELBENE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. NOLAN, 
Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. KIND, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-
ida, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms. CLARKE 
of New York, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New 
Mexico, Mr. COOPER, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
ELLISON, and Ms. TITUS. 

H. Res. 632: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
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