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House of Representatives 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker. 
f 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 

J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 
Eternal God, we give you thanks for 

giving us another day. 
Once again, we come to You to ask 

wisdom, patience, and peace for the 
Members of the people’s House. As they 
encounter their constituents over this 
weekend, endow them with grace and 
understanding, especially of those 
issues which are most pressing. 

Please keep all who work for the peo-
ple’s House in good health, that they 
might faithfully fulfill the great re-
sponsibility given them in their service 
to the work of the Capitol. 

Bless us this day and every day. May 
all that is done here this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

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

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 
clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 
rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GOMEZ) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. GOMEZ led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

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

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to five requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF BRADEN 
VARNEY 

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

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to honor a hero of the Sierra and 
mourn his tragic loss. 

Braden Varney, age 36, gave his life 
Saturday night fighting the Ferguson 
Fire, which continues to ravage the 
forests near Yosemite Valley and 
threaten the communities of Mariposa 
County. 

A second-generation bulldozer oper-
ator with CAL FIRE, he was all alone 
that night, cutting firebreaks to stop 
this monster fire, when his dozer over-
turned in treacherous terrain. He was 
well-known to the people of Mariposa, 
being involved in many civic activities. 
Braden leaves behind a grieving widow, 
Jessica, and two small children, 
Malhea, age five, and Nolan, just 3 
years old. 

Our firefighters face mortal peril 
when they leave the safety and comfort 
of their homes and families to put 
themselves in harm’s way. They lit-
erally place their lives between our 
communities and the fires that can 

consume them. They know the danger 
better than anyone. Yet, they do what 
they do anyway. 

Mr. Speaker, to the Varney family, I 
can only express our profound respect, 
admiration, gratitude, and sympathy 
on behalf of all of those who Braden 
died to protect. 

f 

FREE WILLIAM NGUYEN 
(Mr. GOMEZ asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GOMEZ. Mr. Speaker, William 
Nguyen is a 32-year-old from my dis-
trict. His graduation from graduate 
school was last week, but he missed it 
because he was jailed while vaca-
tioning in Vietnam, imprisoned after 
taking part in a peaceful demonstra-
tion. 

I am here to stand up for my con-
stituent and ask that he be treated hu-
manely. This young man is a son, 
brother, and a friend to many. I see his 
passion for justice in the millennials I 
represent. Will is part of a generation 
that cares deeply about the world be-
yond our borders. They are advocates 
for the most vulnerable, voices for the 
voiceless, and now William needs our 
voices. He needs our collective resolve 
to help him through this difficult time. 

Will’s case has unified Democrats and 
Republicans to work together on his 
behalf. For weeks, we have done every-
thing to build diplomatic efforts need-
ed to bring him home. Today, I am ask-
ing all Americans, regardless of their 
politics, to join us in supporting the 
Nguyen family. Keep them in your 
thoughts, in your hearts, and in your 
prayers. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF PAUL 
STOUT 

(Mr. BOST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 
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Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, 100 years ago 

today, a young marine from 
Murphysboro, Illinois, gave his life on 
the front lines during World War I. 

Paul Stout graduated in 1916 from 
Murphysboro High School and then en-
listed in the Marine Corps in February 
of 1918. In June of 1918, he was deployed 
to the front lines. At age 20, he was 
killed in action in France in July of 
1918. For his heroic actions, he was 
awarded the Purple Heart and Bronze 
Star with a V device for valor. 

The Paul Stout American Legion 
Post 127 is my hometown American Le-
gion Post in Murphysboro. It is named 
after Private Stout. I had the oppor-
tunity this last year to visit the battle-
ground at Belleau Wood, where he 
fought just a month and a half before 
passing in a battle later on farther into 
France. I can tell you it was a truly 
moving experience. 

Although memories may fade over 
time, we must never forget those who 
served and gave their lives in defense of 
freedom and liberty in every war across 
this great globe. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF BRONSON 
KALILOA 

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

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of Hawaii Coun-
ty Police Officer Bronson Kaliloa, who 
died yesterday after being fatally shot 
Tuesday night during a traffic stop in 
Mountain View. 

Bronson was just 46 years old, a fa-
ther of three, a graduate of Waimea 
High School on Kauai, a 10-year vet-
eran of the police force and a public 
servant recognized by his community, 
fellow officers, and family and friends 
as one-of-a-kind because of his dedica-
tion to service, his kindness, and heart 
of aloha. 

He was part of the Puna Patrol Divi-
sion, who, over the last few months, 
have been working around the clock to 
support their community in crisis, due 
to the ongoing volcanic activity and 
lava flow, helping residents who have 
been displaced from their homes, busi-
nesses, and farms. 

We mourn with the community of 
Puna, the Hawaii Police Department, 
and Bron’s ohana he left behind: Casey, 
Samson, Grace, and Nathan. We can 
never forget the sacrifices our law en-
forcement officers and their families 
make every single day to serve and 
protect. 

f 

YOUTH EXCHANGE AND STUDY 
ABROAD PROGRAM 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
the Kennedy-Lugar Youth Exchange 
and Study Abroad program, otherwise 
known as the YES program. 

Sponsored by the Department of 
State and funded by Congress, the YES 
program is celebrating 15 years of con-
necting the world. 

Established after the September 11 
attacks, high school students from 
across the country spend an academic 
year in countries with a significant 
Muslim population. The students live 
with a host family, attend a local high 
school, and engage in activities to 
learn about their host country’s soci-
ety and values. In turn, the students 
share American culture and values 
with the people of their host country. 

I recently met with a YES program 
participant from Pennsylvania’s Fifth 
District, Jocelyn Krieger from Port 
Matilda. This past academic year, 
Jocelyn lived and learned in Bosnia. 
She and numerous other students were 
able to participate in this important 
cultural exchange that fosters under-
standing and collaboration between 
people of different backgrounds. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that this great 
program will continue to grow and con-
nect cultures to truly build a global 
community. 

f 

ENDING HARASSMENT IN THE 
WORKPLACE 

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

Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to support the bi-
partisan, bicameral EMPOWER Act. 

The goal of this consequential legis-
lation is simple: create safe workplaces 
and a society where everyone can 
thrive. 

We all have the right to work in a 
safe environment, but over the past 
months we have heard stories of indi-
viduals from all walks of life. We have 
seen how widespread harassment is, 
and the culture of silence. In fact, ac-
cording to the EEOC, it is estimated 
that 90 percent of harassment incidents 
never get reported. That is why we 
need this bill. 

The EMPOWER Act outlines what 
sexual harassment is, creates systems 
that foster accountability, and re-
moves the fear of retaliation that 
keeps so many victims from coming 
forward. By removing that fear of re-
porting, eradicating deceptive non-
disclosure agreements, and increasing 
transparency, we are taking meaning-
ful steps to make our workplaces har-
assment-free and creating a culture of 
respect throughout society. 

From Harvey Weinstein to factory 
floors to Time’s Up and the #MeToo 
movement, we are going from a mo-
ment to a movement to action. I ask 
that my colleagues join me in sup-
porting this bill. 

f 

SUPPORT FOR ICE 

(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 in overwhelming support for the 
officers who carry out the important 
mission of Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement, better known as ICE. 

These brave individuals are saddled 
with the responsibility of facing some 
of the world’s most dangerous and vio-
lent criminals, like MS–13 and many 
who traffic drugs and humans, and oth-
ers who wish to do us harm. 

Yesterday, 35 Members voted against 
supporting this important area of our 
law enforcement. Not supporting our 
law enforcement and ICE is just plain 
wrong and endangers American lives. 
ICE ensures the defense and security of 
the United States through the identi-
fication, investigation, apprehension, 
and deportation of foreign nationals 
that pose a threat of any kind to U.S. 
national security. 

We are a country of laws, and they 
must be enforced. I will vote time and 
again to support these brave officers, 
and I stand here today to thank them 
for their service and for the sacrifice 
that they and their families make each 
and every day as they keep our com-
munities as safe as possible. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

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

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong opposition to H. Con. Res. 119, 
which is a shameful denial of the clear 
evidence of climate change and its im-
pact on our planet. 

Let me be clear. There is no greater 
threat to the future of this planet than 
climate change. But instead of offering 
solutions, Republicans are burying 
their heads in the sand once again. 

Here are the facts. Climate change is 
real, it is manmade, and every day that 
Congress fails to act, we are making 
the problem worse. The cost of inaction 
is astronomical. If we do nothing it is 
our grandchildren who will be left with 
the price tag. 

The truth is, Mr. Speaker, that we 
can pass policies that dramatically re-
duce greenhouse gases and build our 
economy. California, my home State, 
is 4 years ahead of schedule on our 
greenhouse gas emission reduction 
goals and green jobs have grown expo-
nentially. We have over 300,000 people 
working in the green job industry, by 
far the most in the country. 

So, no, Mr. Speaker, this carbon tax 
fear-mongering won’t work because 
Americans understand that the true 
threat to our economy is from climate 
change, which is already wreaking 
havoc on our planet. 

I urge my colleagues to reject this 
resolution and, instead, get to the real 
work of addressing climate change. 
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EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS THAT A CARBON TAX 
WOULD BE DETRIMENTAL TO 
THE UNITED STATES ECONOMY 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 1001, I call 
up the concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 119) expressing the sense of Con-
gress that a carbon tax would be detri-
mental to the United States economy, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation in the House. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
VALADAO). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 1001, the concurrent resolution is 
considered as read. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 119 

Whereas a carbon tax is a Federal tax on 
carbon released from fossil fuels; 

Whereas a carbon tax will increase energy 
prices, including the price of gasoline, elec-
tricity, natural gas, and home heating oil; 

Whereas a carbon tax will mean that fami-
lies and consumers will pay more for essen-
tials like food, gasoline, and electricity; 

Whereas a carbon tax will fall hardest on 
the poor, the elderly, and those on fixed in-
comes; 

Whereas a carbon tax will lead to more 
jobs and businesses moving overseas; 

Whereas a carbon tax will lead to less eco-
nomic growth; 

Whereas American families will be harmed 
the most from a carbon tax; 

Whereas, according to the Energy Informa-
tion Administration, in 2016, fossil fuels 
share of energy consumption was 81 percent; 

Whereas a carbon tax will increase the cost 
of every good manufactured in the United 
States; 

Whereas a carbon tax will impose dis-
proportionate burdens on certain industries, 
jobs, States, and geographic regions and 
would further restrict the global competi-
tiveness of the United States; 

Whereas American ingenuity has led to in-
novations in energy exploration and develop-
ment and has increased production of domes-
tic energy resources on private and State- 
owned land which has created significant job 
growth and private capital investment; 

Whereas United States energy policy 
should encourage continued private sector 
innovation and development and not in-
crease the existing tax burden on manufac-
turers; 

Whereas the production of American en-
ergy resources increases the United States 
ability to maintain a competitive advantage 
in today’s global economy; 

Whereas a carbon tax would reduce Amer-
ica’s global competitiveness and would en-
courage development abroad in countries 
that do not impose this exorbitant tax bur-
den; and 

Whereas the Congress and the President 
should focus on pro-growth solutions that 
encourage increased development of domes-
tic resources: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of 
Congress that a carbon tax would be detri-
mental to American families and businesses, 
and is not in the best interest of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The con-
current resolution shall be debatable 
for 1 hour, equally divided and con-

trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
MARCHANT) and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Con. 
Res. 119, currently under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank leadership for 
bringing this resolution to the floor for 
consideration. I rise in support of H. 
Con. Res. 119, which would express the 
sense of Congress that a carbon tax 
would be detrimental to the U.S. econ-
omy. 

This resolution will send a clear sig-
nal to the American people that we op-
pose policies that would drive up en-
ergy prices for families and for busi-
nesses. A standalone carbon tax gen-
erally would have such detrimental ef-
fects on the economy and would be an 
unwarranted and transparent grab for 
revenue. 

The adverse economic effects of such 
a tax would be felt throughout the 
economy, falling hardest on the most 
vulnerable: the young, the poor, the el-
derly, and those living on fixed in-
comes. 

An Obama administration proposal in 
2016 for a $10 tax on every barrel of oil 
would have translated into an increase 
at the gas pump of approximately 25 
cents per gallon for every American 
consumer. Similarly, a standalone car-
bon tax would increase the price of gas-
oline, natural gas, home heating oil, 
and electricity. 

American families would feel the 
pain immediately when they buy gas or 
diesel to get them to their jobs every 
day. American families would also feel 
the pain when they turn on the lights 
or adjust the thermostat in their 
homes every day. 

The cost burden of a carbon tax also 
would, correspondingly, increase the 
price of everything consumers buy 
every day—in short, everything from a 
carton of milk to a pair of shoes, to a 
bicycle, to an automobile. 

The price increases on goods with 
fixed demand that would result from 
such a tax would directly harm mil-
lions of Americans whose incomes 
mean that they must budget carefully 
in advance to afford just the basic ne-
cessities of life. 

In addition, a carbon tax would hit at 
a time when the industries that it tar-
gets are just now recovering from a 
very damaging economic period of our 
lives. 

With a reformed Tax Code built for 
growth and rollback of burdensome 
regulations, American businesses and 
their workers are finally making a 
comeback, and we are seeing great op-
timism about our economic future. 
Now is not the time to debate placing 
additional burdens on industries that 
are trying to help us keep the lights 
on. 

This resolution makes clear that we 
oppose policies that would drive up en-
ergy prices, damage the U.S. economy, 
reduce the American GDP, and hurt 
American jobs. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am discouraged to 
come to the floor today as we squander 
the valuable time of this body arguing 
over a pointless resolution that will ac-
complish nothing for the people of 
America, whether it is accepted or re-
jected—nothing. 

Let’s be clear about what this resolu-
tion does and does not do. 

We are not arguing today over 
whether this body will or will not 
adopt a tax on carbon emissions. This 
resolution, and I am quoting, expresses 
the sense of Congress about a carbon 
tax. 

So what we are trying to achieve, ap-
parently, this morning is a discussion 
of the mood of Congress. Well, we 
should hold some hearings about the 
mood of Congress, because I would sub-
mit that it is not a very pleasant time 
to be working on Capitol Hill. Nothing 
in this exercise is going to have any-
thing to do with a carbon tax. This is 
better suited to a high school debate 
than it is to the United States House of 
Representatives. 

There are plenty of people across the 
country who need real help and real ac-
tion from this Congress. Every day, 
American families, people far from this 
building, far from this city, are strug-
gling with real problems and real chal-
lenges. 

They feel their standard of living has 
not improved. They want to feel some 
security, security that their jobs will 
stick around—how about holding some 
hearings on pensions?—security that 
they can count on health insurance, se-
curity that one day they will be able to 
retire with dignity, security that they 
will be able to launch their kids into a 
successful and happy life. 

So, on this Thursday morning, the 
Republican leadership has brought up a 
sense of the mood of Congress on car-
bon. We could choose to bring forward 
legislation that actually would help 
American families today. We could 
help them meet many of the challenges 
that they have. Instead, we are using 
our precious remaining legislative days 
to hold an amateur hour on a debate 
about something that is not going to 
happen. 

This is a vacuous gesture, empty in 
every form. It is a political stunt. It is 
not worthy of the time or the attention 
of this body. 
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When I go home and talk to my con-

stituents and my neighbors, they want 
to hear what I, along with the Members 
of this Chamber, intend to do to ensure 
that their hard work still translates 
into a decent life. 

Something around us is clearly out of 
step. There is a growing anxiety 
around the country that is bigger than 
our political differences and divide. It 
is a building sense that, at some point 
when we all perhaps were not looking, 
the system became stacked against or-
dinary people; the rules changed, and 
hard work isn’t enough any longer to 
guarantee that you can make it in 
America. 

The unemployment rate, for sure, is 
low, but 65 percent of Americans worry 
about having enough money to pay 
their bills. Yes, we can say this morn-
ing that downward pressure on wages, 
essentially, has kept those wages flat 
for the American people despite the 
fact that the unemployment rate is ad-
vertised at about 4 percent. One in five 
Americans has more credit card debt 
than emergency savings. Less than 40 
percent of the people in this country 
have enough savings to cover a $1,000 
emergency room visit or, for that mat-
ter, car repair. 

It is plain to see in my own district. 
We have seen the challenges that the 
people back in western Massachusetts 
face every single day. Despite the talk 
of growth in the stock market—which, 
by the way, has been going up since Oc-
tober of 2009—their salaries have barely 
moved. 

Home prices have gone up by 9 per-
cent in our market last year. A gallon 
of gas costs 28 percent more than last 
year. Electricity bills in Massachusetts 
are up 21 percent over last year. 
Childcare, saving for college, and, 
again, retirement and pensions, 
healthcare premiums—Mr. Speaker, 
people are having trouble keeping up. 
Teachers have to pick up jobs waiting 
on tables or driving for Uber. Families 
need to juggle multiple jobs just to get 
by. 

But today’s economy, apparently, 
isn’t hard on the top 1 percent in 
America. Last year, the average bonus 
on Wall Street—and listen to this num-
ber, average—$185,000. It rose 17 per-
cent after our Republican colleagues 
passed their tax bill last year. That is 
three times what most American fami-
lies bring home in an entire year. 

It seems like things used to be easier. 
Do you know why? Because they were 
easier. Americans born in the 1940s had 
a 92 percent chance of earning a higher 
income than their parents had at age 
30. Those born in the 1980s have a 50 
percent chance of doing so. The tax bill 
that Republicans passed last year, 
without a single hearing in all of 51 
days—and not, incidentally, with one 
Democratic vote—will make things 
substantially worse for these families. 

People don’t really need to hear 
these statistics. Intuitively, they know 
what has happened. Three out of four 
Americans are not confident that their 

children will grow up to be better off 
than they were, and they have every 
right to be worried. 

Healthcare used to be easier to af-
ford. The new Republican tax law 
raised premiums by 15 percent and 
weakened protections for millions of 
Americans with preexisting conditions. 

Then Republicans wanted to slash 
$500 billion out of the Medicare pro-
gram so that many of our family mem-
bers who depend on it will be even 
more challenged. 

What have families gotten from the 
Republicans on healthcare? Higher 
deductibles, higher costs, and plans 
that cover much less. 

The cost of a 4-year degree at a pub-
lic college has doubled since 1996. The 
basic ticket into the middle class is out 
of reach for too many of our young peo-
ple today. The ones who do manage to 
scrape by far too often accumulate 
debt that makes homeownership or 
starting a family a long way off. 

Other family budget essentials just 
keep climbing, too. As I noted, gas 
prices are up 27 percent from last year. 
Childcare costs rose for the fifth year 
in a row. This year, a week of infant 
childcare at a daycare center is $211. 

Mr. Speaker, there are concrete ac-
tions that we might take right here in 
this Chamber to support these families. 
We could spend today working on col-
lege affordability. How about some 
pension hearings to talk about what is 
happening in the central States as well 
as the challenges that retirement faces 
for the American family? And how do 
we help more people afford that first 
home or help their parents, once again, 
prepare for a secure retirement? 

We are nearly out of time to get 
things done in this Congress. We are 
down to less than 25 legislative days 
before the midterm elections. If we 
plan to do anything about the pressing 
issues facing Americans, this is the 
time to step it up. But, instead of try-
ing to broker solutions or offer ideas, 
the Republican leadership has opted to 
hold a shadow debate. 

It doesn’t matter how this vote turns 
out. Let me repeat that. It doesn’t 
matter how this vote turns out. The 
outcome is going to be identical. Noth-
ing on this issue will change because of 
what we are doing this morning. Noth-
ing will change. 

That contentment with the status 
quo may be fine for my Republican col-
leagues, but it is not going to help the 
families whom I represent. In fact, it 
pretty much reinforces their doubts 
about the very work of Congress. 

Listen, if you want to debate a car-
bon tax, let’s hold some hearings. Let’s 
hold some discussions about a carbon 
tax. Let’s find out what it would mean 
for the economy. We might use that 
moment to test what offshore drilling 
does for oil as part of the carbon tax 
discussion or for the families in west-
ern Massachusetts. Let’s find out what 
impact it would have on fossil fuel 
emissions and economic growth. Let’s 
think strategically about how it might 

affect our geopolitics. If you want to 
have this debate, then let’s have a real 
debate through hearings in the regular 
order. 

This resolution is really meaningless. 
The outcome will be nothing, no mat-
ter what the final vote turns out to be. 
It is a waste of all of our time this 
morning, and we ought to be devoting 
that time to meeting the challenges 
that the American people expect us to 
meet. 

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL). 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague for introducing 
this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support 
this resolution. This anti-carbon tax 
resolution expresses the sense of Con-
gress that a carbon tax will be detri-
mental to the United States economy 
and certainly is not a waste of any-
one’s time. 

As a physician, typically, what I like 
to do is examine the risk and benefit 
analysis of any treatment plan, and I 
apply that same standard to a situa-
tion like this. 

b 0930 
I want to know the risk and benefit 

of any new tax that might be consid-
ered. A carbon tax would raise costs on 
everything Americans buy, from elec-
tricity and gasoline to food and every-
day household products, with little or 
any benefit. 

Mr. Speaker, when we introduce a 
new tax or consider a new tax, I want 
to know who it would impact the most. 
Who I think this would impact the 
most is that single mom I delivered 
about 10 years ago. She has 2 children 
at home. She is working 60 hours a 
week. This is going to impact her more 
than anybody else, because she is just 
trying to get by with the income she is 
making. 

This is going to drive the cost up for 
her children’s school lunches. It is 
going to drive the cost up for her gaso-
line to get to and from work. That sin-
gle mom will be impacted by this car-
bon tax. 

This resolution will put Congress on 
record against a carbon tax, which 
would result in massive job losses, lead 
to higher prices for American families 
and small businesses, and jeopardize 
America’s energy security. 

Mr. Speaker, this President and this 
Congress have been fighting for Amer-
ican energy dominance, and a carbon 
tax would undermine that goal. I am so 
proud of what my producers back home 
have done in the oil and gas industry 
to have a cleaner product. What the re-
fineries are doing today compared to 
when I was growing up, a little boy in 
El Dorado, Kansas, living between two 
refineries, I am proud of how the elec-
trical generation has improved eco-
logically as well. 

This resolution will affirm the posi-
tion of Congress that a carbon tax 
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would counter the goals of American 
energy dominance, economic growth, 
and national security. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMPSON), a very impor-
tant member of the Ways and Means 
Committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the ranking member 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s be real clear. 
There is not a carbon tax bill before us 
today. This is a political stunt, and 
this stunt comes at the same time that 
the Republican majority is under-
mining access to affordable healthcare 
for all our constituents. 

They are working with this adminis-
tration to sabotage the healthcare 
marketplaces and drive up prices, leg-
islating away coverage and protections 
for our constituents. They have gutted 
resources that help people enroll in the 
plans that are best for them. They are 
expanding junk healthcare plans that 
don’t provide care if you are sick or in-
jured, that can charge more for pre-
existing conditions, that charge more 
for older people. 

Their scam of a tax bill eliminated 
the individual mandate, driving 
healthier folks away from coverage. 
That means risk can’t be spread and 
prices go up. Kids born with heart 
problems or young adults diagnosed 
with cancer will pay a penalty for the 
rest of their lives. 

On top of all of that, the administra-
tion has frozen the risk adjustment 
payments, which prevent insurance 
companies from cherry-picking only 
the healthiest people to cover. 

According to 
PricewaterhouseCoopers, Republican 
sabotage efforts will increase the cost 
of health insurance by as much as 24 
percent this year alone. 

These are some of the issues that are 
hurting the middle class now, and 
these are some of the issues that we 
should be focusing on. We should be 
holding hearings on these issues. 

If you have concerns with other 
issues, have hearings on them. But 
don’t bring some political malarkey on 
the floor and pretend that we are doing 
something for the American people. 

This is a failure by the majority 
party. We should be working for our 
constituents on real bills that are be-
fore us now. 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE), the majority 
whip. 

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Texas for yielding 
and for bringing this legislation to the 
floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
as the lead author of H. Con. Res. 119, 
along with my colleague from West 
Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY). 

Mr. Speaker, the question is real sim-
ple, and that is, do we support or op-
pose a carbon tax? I think the case is 
very clear by anybody who looks objec-

tively at what a carbon tax will do to 
the economy. It will be devastating to 
our manufacturing base. It will kill 
jobs. I think most devastating, Mr. 
Speaker, it would raise and increase 
costs for families all across this coun-
try. 

If you look at this chart right here, 
it talks about the estimate, what this 
would do to families. There would be 
an increase by an estimated $1,900 per 
family on the cost of things that they 
buy all across this country. 

The resolution is simple. It says: ‘‘Be 
it resolved by the House.’’ That is, it is 
the sense of Congress that a carbon tax 
would be detrimental to American fam-
ilies and businesses, and is not in the 
best interest of the United States. 

‘‘Yes’’ or ‘‘no,’’ it is a clear ‘‘yes’’ 
vote if you are concerned about fami-
lies. Why don’t we talk about some of 
the groups in support. The Council for 
Citizens Against Government Waste 
says that: ‘‘A carbon tax would harm 
the U.S. economy by raising the cost of 
all goods and services, imposing an un-
fair burden on the lower and middle 
class, and deterring new investment, 
thereby killing jobs.’’ 

Why don’t we listen to what the 
American Farm Bureau Federation 
said about a carbon tax: ‘‘Agriculture 
is an energy-intensive sector, and a 
carbon tax levied on farmers and 
ranchers would be devastating.’’ 

Then, Mr. Speaker, let’s listen to 
what Grover Norquist from Americans 
for Tax Reform said: ‘‘A carbon tax 
would kill American jobs by the mil-
lions.’’ 

Why would we want to allow the pos-
sibility? Believe me, there are some 
people in Washington who are talking 
about trying to bring a carbon tax. To 
act like, oh, there is no talk about it at 
all, clearly, there are people here in 
this Chamber that want to impose a 
carbon tax. Let’s be clear about how 
devastating that would be to the Amer-
ican economy. 

Everybody gets to take a position on 
this today, Mr. Speaker. You are either 
for a carbon tax or against it. I would 
urge strong support for H. Con. Res. 
119. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I wonder 
what the Farm Bureau says about the 
tariffs on agricultural products across 
the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. LAR-
SON), my neighbor and good friend, a 
well-informed member of the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, let me associate myself with 
the remarks of Mr. NEAL and talk 
about what a fraud this whole process 
has become. 

I have great respect for the gen-
tleman from Louisiana, but can you 
imagine never having a hearing on 
this. Let me tell you who would like to 
come to that hearing: Jim Baker, a de-
vout, you know, liberal. You have 
George Shultz, Martin Feldstein, Greg 
Mankiw, Hank Paulson, Art Laffer, 

Gary Cohn, Rex Tillerson, to name a 
few, who say that Congress ought to at 
least be open to looking at a carbon 
tax. 

According to the other side, it is a 
choice between a carbon tax or not a 
carbon tax. They don’t talk about pass-
ing on the benefits to the consumer. 
They don’t talk about the transition 
that is needed or strengthening the 
pension funds or even from the stand-
point of an infrastructure bill that 
they have never addressed in 8 years 
while China moves ahead of us every 
single day. Nothing gets done in the 
House of Representatives. 

Here we have a fake debate and fake 
legislation that is going nowhere in-
stead of actual, real hearings. We don’t 
have real hearings on Social Security 
and its outcome. We don’t have real 
hearings on gun violence. We don’t 
even have real hearings here on the 
state of what is going on with this ad-
ministration and the FBI and our intel-
ligence people. 

This is the sad state of affairs that 
we find ourselves in. So if you see frus-
tration on this side of the aisle, it is 
primarily because, in the most demon-
strative democracy in the world, not 
even a hearing, a suggestion about 
bringing experts to talk about what 
this could possibly do. What a sham. 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN). 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
came down to the floor today to ad-
dress the resolution we have talked 
about regarding the carbon tax, but 
since then, I think something else has 
come up. 

We just heard one of my colleagues, I 
think, kind of belittle Uber drivers and 
waiters and waitresses. I tell you, when 
I take an Uber, I don’t think it is some-
thing that you have to resort to, to 
take that job. I think it is a very hard 
job, going all about the city, being able 
to get along with sometimes difficult 
people, working nights. Waiters and 
waitresses, same thing. I have worked 
in kitchens. I don’t think one should 
say that one has to resort to these jobs. 

It is kind of a thing that some Con-
gressmen have around here that I don’t 
like. They become removed, and they 
sometimes think that they are more 
important than people doing other 
jobs. 

I think those are both fine jobs. I re-
spect the Uber drivers who drive me 
around this city. I used to work in a 
kitchen, and I respect the waiters and 
waitresses. I don’t believe one should 
describe working as an Uber driver or a 
waiter and a waitress as something 
people have to resort to. They are fine 
jobs. 

Now, I guess I came down here for 
the carbon tax. I will point out that I 
think the carbon tax, if implemented 
and people throw it out there, the car-
bon tax will fall on the average guy the 
most. It is something that falls on peo-
ple who drive a car, which will be a re-
gressive tax. It falls on people who heat 
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their homes, which will be a regressive 
tax. 

It bothers me, particularly when dis-
proportionately it comes from the 
party that purports to represent the 
average guy, that when they think of a 
new tax to apply out there, they are 
going to promote a tax that dispropor-
tionately affects the average guy, be-
cause everybody has a heat bill, almost 
everybody has a car. 

I think, among the other things that 
would cause a damper on the American 
economy, I don’t like taxes that dis-
proportionately hit the average guy. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
think anybody was demeaning the 
work that people do, on this side. I 
think we were talking about the chal-
lenging nature of our economy. I don’t 
think the gentleman would dispute the 
fact that the gig economy has created 
a downward pressure on wages. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS), the voice of Chicago and a well- 
known and well-regarded member of 
the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to express strong oppo-
sition to this resolution, which is noth-
ing more than political posturing. This 
nonbinding resolution does nothing to 
control increases in healthcare pre-
miums. 

Republican actions have wreaked 
havoc in the healthcare market, driv-
ing up healthcare costs for Americans, 
especially older Americans. This non-
binding resolution does nothing to 
limit skyrocketing drug prices after 
giving tens of billions of dollars in tax 
cuts to the drug industry. 

The Chicago Fire Department was in 
to see me this week, and they talked 
about the high cost of drugs. For exam-
ple, the cost of nitroglycerin tripled 
over 4 years from $37 to $120. The cost 
of naloxone more than doubled during 
this time period. If the Chicago Fire 
Department is having trouble paying 
for pharmaceuticals, then you can 
imagine what smaller entities would be 
experiencing. 

This resolution does nothing to in-
crease jobs, nothing to help parents af-
ford the high cost of childcare and col-
lege. It is indeed a do-nothing resolu-
tion. That is exactly what it does. I 
will vote against it. 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. MULLIN). 

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to speak in support of my col-
league’s resolution, H. Con. Res. 119, 
which expresses the sense of Congress 
that a carbon tax would be detrimental 
to the United States. 

A carbon tax is a tax on the Amer-
ican consumer and our economy. A car-
bon tax would significantly—I want to 
repeat that—significantly drive up the 
cost of the fuels that drive our way of 
life, and result in millions and millions 
of jobs lost. 

This burden would be unfairly shoul-
dered by the lower and middle class in-

comes. The nonpartisan—I want to say 
that—the nonpartisan Congressional 
Budget Office, CBO, in 2013 stated: ‘‘A 
carbon tax would increase the price of 
fossil fuels in direct proportion to their 
carbon content. Higher fuel prices, in 
turn, would raise production costs and 
ultimately drive up prices for goods 
and services throughout the economy.’’ 

A study from the National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers found that a car-
bon tax could drive up gasoline costs 
between $6 and $14 per gallon, and lead 
to as many as 21 million jobs lost, a 
continually shrinking economy, and 
lowering our Federal revenue, all with-
out doing anything to improve global 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

b 0945 

Just yesterday, the House passed my 
amendment to prohibit funds from im-
plementing the Obama administra-
tion’s social costs of carbon rule. 

The facts are clear. A carbon tax is 
not the way to protect our environ-
ment and economy. The social costs of 
a carbon tax far outweigh the potential 
benefits. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. JUDY CHU), a very knowl-
edgeable woman from the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong opposition to 
H. Con. Res. 119. This resolution is 
nothing more than an election year 
stunt by Republicans to distract from 
the growing list of issues they failed to 
address this Congress. 

Let me be clear: This vote is a sham. 
If Republicans truly wanted to debate 
the merits of a carbon tax, they would 
allow the Ways and Means Committee 
to hold hearings with expert testimony 
and robust discussion. In fact, multiple 
members of our committee have al-
ready introduced bills that tackle the 
ever-pressing issue of climate change, 
which is impacting the health and well- 
being of American families and future 
generations more and more each day. 

This is not just a Democratic concern 
either. There is even a Republican car-
bon tax bill expected to be introduced 
in the coming days. 

Instead, here we are, wasting what 
little time we have left this Congress, 
debating a pointless resolution while 
there are urgent problems waiting to 
be resolved. Congress should be passing 
legislation to address the double-digit 
increases in healthcare premiums 
caused by the repeal of the individual 
mandate by the GOP tax scam or re-
uniting immigrant children with their 
parents. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, this vote is 
a wasted opportunity and just another 
example of Republicans placing polit-
ical expedience over regular order. 

As a member of both the Sustainable 
Energy and Environment Coalition and 
the bipartisan Climate Solutions Cau-
cus, I would love to participate in a 
real debate about how we can address 
climate change. My constituents are 

clamoring for us to act. But if Repub-
licans are going to continue to ignore 
and deny the existence of this crisis, 
the least they can do here, in Congress, 
is to use this time to legislate, not 
electioneer. 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning in 
strong support of the resolution, and I 
thank my good friend and colleague 
from Louisiana, STEVE SCALISE, for 
bringing it to the floor. 

The carbon tax is one of those end-
lessly recycled bad ideas. A carbon tax 
would put a tax and increased costs on 
coal, oil, and gas carbon dioxide emis-
sions from power plants and other 
sources. 

In simpler terms, a carbon tax is a 
tax on productivity. As anyone with 
the slightest familiarity with econom-
ics will tell you, the more you tax 
something, the less you get of it. It is 
just common sense. 

Late last year, Congress was able to 
deliver historic tax reform. Just 7 
months after we passed the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act, nearly every economic 
indicator is showing record-breaking 
success. 

The free market has been unleashed 
again, and our economy is thriving as a 
result. We are on pace for a quarter of 
economic growth that we haven’t seen 
in more than a decade. 

Imposing a job-killing carbon tax 
minimizes the gains we have made and 
will stunt our economic growth. Of 
course, the carbon tax would run 
counter to the goals of American en-
ergy dominance and national security, 
another priority this administration 
and this Congress have been able to 
make great progress in. 

A carbon tax would have a negative 
effect on consumption, investment, and 
jobs; increase the cost of coal, natural 
gas, and petroleum products; and lead 
to lower real wage rates, lower labor 
productivity, and decreased worker in-
comes. 

Imposing a carbon tax on hard-
working Americans sets the Nation 
backward. After all the accomplish-
ments we have made in the last year 
and a half, that is something we simply 
should not tolerate. 

A carbon tax asks the entire Nation 
to make enormous sacrifices, and the 
only thing we get in return is falling 
behind our competitors in the global 
marketplace. 

We have a broad array of leaders 
across the spectrum in the economy 
who support and agree with these prin-
ciples. 

Harry Alford, president of the Na-
tional Black Chamber of Congress, 
said: ‘‘Our great Nation is at a cross-
roads. We can continue to reduce regu-
lations and watch our economy rise 
with the recent tax reform. Bringing 
unnecessary hurdles before us like a 
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carbon tax will preclude that growth 
and hurt our economy immensely.’’ 

I have pages and pages of these. 
Heather Higgins, CEO of the Inde-

pendent Women’s Voice, said: ‘‘A car-
bon tax would be devastating to mil-
lions of American women and their 
families, causing their electricity bills 
and transportation costs to skyrocket, 
as well as suppressing their wages.’’ 

Chet Thompson, president of the 
American Fuel & Petrochemical Manu-
facturers, said: ‘‘Energy is the engine 
of progress. Making it more expensive 
will hurt our economy and dispropor-
tionately impact middle- and low-in-
come families who can least afford it.’’ 

If we had time, Mr. Speaker, I could 
be here all day. I have pages and pages 
of these quotes in support of the prin-
ciple that we are advocating here this 
morning. 

Mr. Speaker, we have to support this 
resolution, and I urge my colleagues to 
do that. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DOGGETT), a well-regarded member 
of the Ways and Means Committee. We 
are certain he will add clarity to this 
debate. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, in this very troubling 
week, when these same Republican 
enablers here in Congress have endan-
gered our national security by failing 
to confront Donald Trump’s surrender 
to Vladimir Putin in Helsinki, today, 
we again witness their total indiffer-
ence to another very serious national 
security concern. Unfortunately, just 
as their refusal to stand up to Trump’s 
denial of this ongoing Russian aggres-
sion won’t make it go away as a grave 
threat to our democracy, neither will 
their ignoring the national security 
challenge of climate change eliminate 
reality. 

In recent years, the war, the chal-
lenge, that these Republicans have 
been most willing to fight is the war on 
reality. They particularly find trou-
bling any scientific fact that conflicts 
with their last campaign rally or their 
rigid ideology. 

This Administration actually prohib-
ited the Centers for Disease Control 
from including, in its budget docu-
ments to Congress, the terms ‘‘evi-
dence-based’’ or ‘‘science-based.’’ They 
don’t want to rely on science as fact. 
They have questioned and harassed sci-
entists across America so much that 
you have to begin to wonder whether 
they still believe in gravity. 

Across America, we are seeing, with 
our own eyes, what they refuse to ac-
knowledge: soaring temperatures, se-
vere and erratic records being set in 
our weather, massive 100-year floods 
that seem to recur every 100 months, 
deep freezes, and ravaging hurricanes 
that dumped 60 inches of rain in one 
short period of time on the City of 
Houston. 

Often at the same time that these 
disasters are occurring in other parts 

of America we see: record droughts, 
and wildfires destroying thousands of 
acres, livelihoods, and homes. All 
across the country, particularly in the 
southern States, seldom seen diseases, 
like West Nile virus and Lyme disease, 
are afflicting more and more of our 
neighbors. 

During the lifetime of my grand-
children, I know that my home State 
of Texas, America’s number one green-
house gas polluter, is on schedule to 
become a very different place, with 
more of the State looking like the 
Sonoran Desert. At the same time, our 
coastal areas, like those that stretch 
all the way to New England, will find 
themselves submerged and major met-
ropolitan areas subject to serious harm 
from storm surges. 

Meanwhile, we will see, not in the fu-
ture, but right now, thousands of pre-
mature deaths every year because of 
air pollutants that are associated with 
carbon emissions. 

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, around 
the world, the very severe impact of 
climate change has already been iden-
tified as a major contributing factor to 
the disaster in Syria, conflict in Africa, 
and what is becoming a growing num-
ber of climate refugees. Trump’s own 
Defense Secretary has acknowledged 
the need to address climate change and 
the impact on our military. 

The Scientific American has reported 
that climate change presents a signifi-
cant and direct risk to the U.S. mili-
tary, its readiness, operations, and 
strategy. 

We must treat this as a national se-
curity threat. When you have a secu-
rity threat, you don’t just rely on one 
weapon. A carbon tax that is revenue 
neutral, that does not take any new 
tax revenue than the tax it replaces, is 
one of the tools that should not be re-
jected without even having a hearing 
to evaluate it. 

The likelihood of a carbon tax in our 
future will not be changed by this silly 
resolution. But as Republicans con-
tinue to reject all ways, any ways, of 
addressing the climate change national 
security challenge, the future of our 
planet and our families remains endan-
gered every bit as much as they endan-
ger us by yielding to Vladimir Putin. 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. MCKINLEY), who 
was an original cosponsor of this reso-
lution. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I thank Majority Whip SCALISE for his 
work on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, as the lead cosponsor on 
this legislation, I, obviously, rise in 
strong support of H. Con. Res. 119. 

Throughout the years, despite what 
we are hearing from the other side, 
there have been numerous efforts pro-

moting a carbon tax. There have been 
bills debated in committees; hearings 
held; and, subsequently, time devoted 
on the House floor. None were passed. 
Carbon taxes, however, create uncer-
tainty in the marketplace. 

Such a tax might reduce the amount 
of energy produced from coal and nat-
ural gas. I understand that. But as you 
have heard, it will also raise the cost of 
everything else Americans consume: 
gasoline, diesel fuel, food, clothing, and 
supplies. All would become more ex-
pensive. 

We heard also that CBO and Stanford 
studies have warned that a carbon tax 
is the most regressive tax that could be 
implemented. And its impact on the 
poor and the middle class is at a rate of 
twice others. 

This is a simple resolution stating 
that a carbon tax would be detrimental 
to American families and businesses, 
and it is not in the best interest of this 
country. 

Now, just last Congress, this very 
same resolution passed 237–163, and it 
is our hope that this year’s effort will 
reflect the same bipartisan level of 
support. 

Thanks to tax cuts and regulatory 
reform, America’s economy is clearly 
on the rise. Implementing a carbon tax 
at this juncture could very well put the 
brakes on that progress. 

So instead of reverting to put an 
ideologically driven tax on everything, 
there are better ways to address envi-
ronmental concerns. We could invest 
strategically in research and innova-
tion to deliver clean energy tech-
nologies, like has been done at NET 
Power, Petra Nova, or Longview. We 
could provide incentives, like 45Q, to 
capture and utilize carbon emissions. 
Or, lastly, we could advance energy ef-
ficiency. 

Mr. Speaker, America doesn’t need 
more taxes. I urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution. 

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS). 

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, to my 
friend RICHARD NEAL, I understand the 
frustrations of this debate and some of 
the processes, but this gives us a 
chance to come down to the floor and 
just talk about the basic policy of: Is a 
carbon tax good, or is it not good? 

I can’t speak to the process. All I can 
talk about is the policy. 

Congressman DOGGETT was down here 
talking about national security issues. 
I deal with this quite a bit in my role 
as the chair of the Baltic Caucus and 
doing some NATO Parliamentary As-
sembly things. 

Let me just speak briefly about a 
concern of what a carbon tax does in 
international energy fights and dis-
bursements. 

Here I hold a picture—and I wanted 
to get it on the chart, but I wasn’t able 
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to—of an LNG terminal called Inde-
pendence. Now, this terminal is in 
Lithuania, and they are able to de-
crease their reliance on Russian nat-
ural gas because they have built this 
import terminal. 

b 1000 

They are able to now have two folks 
in which to import natural gas, thus 
relieving themselves of being extorted 
by the Russian Federation. A carbon 
tax would increase the cost of our ex-
ported goods to countries like Lith-
uania, making them more susceptible 
to energy extortion by the Russian 
Federation. 

So in an international debate of an 
energy policy which the Russian Fed-
eration does extort—how do I know 
this? I know this because, in the early 
days of the reestablishment of freedom, 
a U.S. company bought a refinery in 
Lithuania. 

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

Mr. MARCHANT. I yield the gen-
tleman from Illinois an additional 1 
minute. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. So the Russians 
didn’t like a U.S. company buying an 
old refinery, so what did the Russians 
do? They turned off the flow of oil. 

So just in the international world, if 
we want to help our allies decrease 
their reliance on imported crude oil 
from the Russian Federation or, in this 
case, liquefied natural gas, a carbon 
tax will make that more difficult. So 
that is why I think it is important that 
we have this debate on the inter-
national perspective. 

I also know that a lot of the organi-
zations that are important to me—the 
American Energy Alliance, Americans 
for Tax Reform, the Farm Bureau, 
Western Energy Alliance, American 
Fuel & Petrochemical Manufacturers, 
National Black Chamber of Commerce, 
Competitive Enterprise Institute, and 
FreedomWorks—all support the resolu-
tion that says a carbon tax is kind of 
the wrong way to go because it in-
creases costs on everybody, from the 
goods that we sell till we transport 
them to the market, across the board. 

So I appreciate the time. And again, 
we want to be the world leader in oil 
and gas exports, and a carbon tax will 
prohibit us from being able to do that. 

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

I want to compliment the previous 
speaker, my friend, Mr. SHIMKUS, on 
the notion of process, calling up the 
notion of process. 

So here we have had a debate where 
we have sparred for the better part of 
an hour, and we are debating a topic on 
which there have been no hearings. 

Now, let me guess. This is consistent 
with how the tax bill was done in, inci-
dentally, 51 days, without a hearing or 
without a witness. 

So we are being asked to vote on 
something today, here, on which there 
has been no opportunity to place the 
magnifying glass of critical scrutiny on 

the proposal that is in front of us be-
cause, the truth is, what is in front of 
us is a question about the mood of Con-
gress. 

I think all 435 of us could testify to 
what the mood of Congress is right 
now, so I don’t think it would be one of 
the more challenging events that we 
would confront. 

But the idea that this is brought in 
front of the Congress without any op-
portunity for anybody to examine the 
underlying legislation and the thrust 
of what the regular order might impel 
contributes to the frustration that the 
American people feel about the institu-
tion and its priorities. 

So as we have wrapped up this debate 
over a piece of legislation that will ac-
complish zip, zero, nothing, it literally 
does not matter how the vote turns out 
because the sole purpose of this resolu-
tion is to express, once again, the mood 
of Congress. 

I am happy to express the mood of 
Congress any time that they want, 
happy to have a hearing on the mood of 
Congress if that is what they think 
might get us to a more sound proposal 
of energy independence, the use of re-
newables. But no, instead they bring up 
a piece of legislation here that is going 
to test how we feel about things this 
morning. 

I think that the mood we should 
focus on is the mood of the American 
people. The people I talk to are under 
stress. They are tired. They are ex-
hausted from working one, two jobs. 
Labor participation rates at 62.9 per-
cent, 2 million people with opioid ad-
dictions, I wonder what their mood is 
as they listen to the discussion that we 
have had here on this floor. 

They are anxious about their future. 
They are feeling squeezed because, for 
years now, the economy has been leav-
ing them a little bit further behind. 
And I say that about wage growth. 

Wages have flatlined for the better 
part of almost 13 years in America. 
And now, even as we see some glimmer 
of hope, the truth is the cost of gaso-
line and the cost of inflation is going 
to stagnate their wages again. 

So paychecks have been stuck at the 
same level, and all the things that fam-
ilies need to get by have been getting 
more and more expensive. Housing, 
healthcare, college, childcare, utilities, 
those bills keep growing, but the sala-
ries somehow don’t keep up. 

Why don’t we have a hearing about 
the mood of people who have not seen 
any real wage increases—then we 
would get a better flavor for the debate 
that we are having today—rather than 
the mood of Congress on a piece of leg-
islation that has had no hearings and 
no vetting? 

So what about a hearing on the mood 
of our retirement system? 

What about a hearing on the mood of 
a child’s education? 

Why don’t we begin to talk about 
some of those issues? Why don’t we 
just have some hearings on some of 
these issues? 

Young people are going tens of thou-
sands of dollars into student loan debt 
just to try to get a decent start in life. 
What about their mood? 

Seniors are seeing their fixed in-
comes stretched until they break, forc-
ing far too many to choose between 
paying for their prescription drugs and 
their groceries. Let’s have a hearing on 
their mood. 

Parents cope with high childcare 
costs that can eat up most of their pay-
check, but the small margin that is left 
over is important to keep that family 
going. Let’s have a hearing about their 
mood. 

The people I talk to, they are not 
asking for too much. Their expecta-
tions for their families aren’t out of 
line. Nobody is asking for a handout. 
They are asking for a hand up for op-
portunity. 

Everybody is working hard, but peo-
ple feel like they are running as fast as 
they can up the down escalator. Let’s 
have a hearing on how they feel about 
those costs. 

It takes us an unreasonable amount 
of effort to stay in exactly the same 
place. Getting ahead feels more chal-
lenging and more difficult all the time. 

Last December, Republicans passed a 
catastrophic tax bill that gave away 
$2.3 trillion over 10 years—without a 
hearing, without a witness—in 51 days. 
What about the mood of the American 
people as they examine it? And we have 
seen the mood in public polling. 

The legislation we have today could 
have offered some relief to low- and 
middle-income families, but Repub-
licans chose to leave them out in the 
cold. In fact, it did so little for the av-
erage family that their cuts won’t 
begin to keep up with the rise in 
healthcare premiums or, for that mat-
ter, gasoline prices at the pump. 

Instead, the tax bill heaped give-
aways on people who are already com-
pletely comfortable and thriving— 
more concentrated wealth. 

The people who elected us sent us 
here to do a job on their behalf, and we 
ought to take into consideration their 
mood. They have hired us to get things 
done for them, and we all take, I hope, 
that responsibility seriously. 

Our activity today has been unwor-
thy of the trust they have placed in us. 
It has really been a hoax. They have 
just wasted all this time arguing over a 
sense of Congress about a carbon tax 
and the mood of Congress. I could have 
told them what the mood was here; 
they just have to ask me. 

This is going to be a pointless vote, 
meaningless in stature, and there will 
be no outcome whatsoever. This is po-
litical theater. It is not governing like 
responsible Representatives. 

I urge my colleagues in the majority 
to focus this body on accomplishing 
things in the future that really might 
help people who sent us here to do pre-
cisely that. 

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 
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For many years now, Republicans in 

Congress have been clear: A new stand- 
alone carbon tax will raise consumer 
costs and hurt the economy. It is not a 
solution to any challenge but, rather, 
it would create additional challenges. 

If American businesses and workers 
in industries are targeted by a carbon 
tax, they will suffer economically 
under such a policy. They are just now 
recovering from the recession that we 
went into, and they are just now, be-
cause of the tax bill that was passed 
this past year, just now beginning to 
see a brighter economic future. We 
should not debate putting new obsta-
cles in front of them at this time. 

Together, we should be focused on 
working to advance policies that hold 
down energy costs, improve the U.S. 
economy, its GDP, and create jobs. 
That is what we did last year, and that 
is what we are doing today. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 1001, 
the previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the concurrent 
resolution. 

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays 
180, answered ‘‘present’’ 2, not voting 
17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 363] 

YEAS—229 

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

Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
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 
Lamb 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lesko 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 

MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norman 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 

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

J. 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 

Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
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—180 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

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

F. 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Gabbard 
Gallego 

Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 

Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Rooney, Francis 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

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

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—2 

Costello (PA) Lujan Grisham, 
M. 

NOT VOTING—17 

Bergman 
Black 
Brady (PA) 
Cárdenas 
Crowley 
Ellison 

Fudge 
Garrett 
Granger 
Hanabusa 
Jones 
Lawson (FL) 

Peterson 
Richmond 
Royce (CA) 
Speier 
Walz 

b 1037 

Messrs. CARBAJAL and 
GOTTHEIMER changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. LONG changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I apologize 

for missing this vote. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 363. 

Stated against: 
Mr. LAWSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I was 

unavoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall No. 363. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2019 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BYRNE). Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule 
XIX, further consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 6147) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior, envi-
ronment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes, will now re-
sume. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman from Illinois opposed to the 
bill? 

Mr. QUIGLEY. I am opposed. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, 

I reserve a point of order on the motion 
to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The Clerk will report the motion to 
recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Quigley moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 6147 to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 151, line 10, after the dollar amount 
pertaining to the ‘‘Fund for America’s Kids 
and Grandkids’’, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$380,000,000)’’. 

Page 215, line 15, after the dollar amount 
pertaining to the ‘‘Election Assistance Com-
mission’’, insert ‘‘(increased by $380,000,000)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the final amendment to the bill which 
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will not kill the bill or send it back to 
committee. If adopted, the bill will im-
mediately proceed to final passage, as 
amended. 

The Russians attacked our democ-
racy. They will be back and we are not 
ready. The President is unwilling to 
meet this challenge, but we must be 
willing to meet this challenge. 

The last time our electoral process 
was called into question post-Bush- 
Gore, this government spent $3.5 bil-
lion to upgrade our election systems 
because we treasured the integrity of 
our democracy. I hope we still do. 

Earlier this year, we appropriated 
$380 million to the Election Assistance 
Commission to provide grants for 
training, equipment, and software 
which will help States fortify and pro-
tect our election systems. This amend-
ment appropriates an additional $380 
million to grants that continue to im-
prove those defenses because our elec-
tion infrastructure remains outdated, 
low tech, and nowhere where it needs 
to be to prevent future intrusions. 

In the lead-up to the 2016 elections, 
the Russians targeted the election sys-
tems of at least 21 States and as many 
as 39. Through the special counsel’s in-
vestigation, we now have the names of 
12 Russian intelligence officers that 
carried it out. 

When President Trump was given the 
opportunity to challenge President 
Putin in Helsinki this week, he, in-
stead, condemned his own intelligence 
agencies while praising the Russian 
President. 

Mr. Speaker, it was embarrassing, it 
was un-American, and it was a clear 
sign from the President that he will 
continue to stand by as President 
Putin orchestrates additional attacks 
on our democracy. 

This latest episode of capitulation to 
the Russians was a step too far for 
many of you. But tweets will not stop 
the Russians. This moment demands 
action. 

The Director of National Intel-
ligence, Dan Coats, recently confirmed 
that the Russians continue to target 
our elections. Forty-two States con-
tinue to use outdated voting machines 
susceptible to cyber intrusions. Thir-
teen States continue to use voting ma-
chines that fail to produce a paper bal-
lot or record. 

The overwhelming demand for assist-
ance is there. The EAC issued a public 
announcement just 3 days ago that 
every single State and eligible terri-
tory has requested grant funding with 
almost 90 percent of the existing funds 
already transferred out. But the 
amount distributed is only a fraction 
of what the States need. Election ex-
perts believe that the bare minimum 
required is $1.25 billion while this bill 
zeros out those grants. 

We now have the chance to do the 
right thing. Equipped with the new rev-
elations from the Mueller investigation 
and the realization that President 
Trump will do absolutely nothing to 
defend our elections systems from for-

eign interference; and with Russia at-
tempting to cast doubt, uncertainty, 
and suspicion over the integrity of our 
election process, now is the time to 
double down on our efforts to prevent 
election hacking. 

The American people are watching, 
and we must ensure that we, unlike our 
President, are on the right side of his-
tory during this pivotal moment in our 
democracy. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of 
my time to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, it would be 
inaccurate to say that this is a vote 
about process. It is a vote about sub-
stance. 

In fact, Mr. QUIGLEY’s amendment is 
about one of the most pressing issues 
of our time. The Director of National 
Intelligence has said that there is a 
flashing red danger signal similar to 
the one that happened before 9/11. 

This amendment responds by pro-
viding for us to partner with our States 
to slam the door in the face of the Rus-
sian bear or any other adversary who 
seeks to steal the integrity of our elec-
tions. 

The flashing red light calls us to ac-
tion. Surely we can rise above pan-
dering to party and Putin to act on be-
half of our freedom and our security. 

We have sworn an oath to defend our 
Constitution and our liberty against 
all enemies foreign and domestic. 

Mr. Speaker, you have the oppor-
tunity to do that today. Do so. Vote 
‘‘yes’’ on this amendment for your 
country. 

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

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, 
I withdraw my reservation of my point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation of a point of order is with-
drawn. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in opposition to the motion to re-
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, 
this legislation before us contains two 
important Appropriations bills: the In-
terior and Environmental bill and the 
Financial Services bill. 

The first of these two bills, the Inte-
rior bill, funds important programs 
that protect and promote our Nation’s 
resources. This includes vital funding 
to fight wildfires that threaten our 
communities across the Nation. The 
bill also invests in critical infrastruc-
ture that ensures American families 
have access to clean and safe drinking 
water; and, yes, this bill streamlines 
our Federal Government, returning the 
EPA to its core mission and cutting 
back regulatory red tape. 

The second bill, the Financial Serv-
ices bill, helps make our Nation a safer 
place to live and helps our economy 
grow. The bill also targets resources to 
programs that will boost economic 

growth and opportunity, particularly 
for America’s small business people, as 
well as protects consumers and inves-
tors. 

In addition, the Financial Services 
bill helps enforce our laws providing 
necessary funding to support the Fed-
eral Court system, stopping financial 
and cybercrime, and fighting the opioid 
epidemic. 

Funding these Federal programs is a 
responsibility given to Congress by our 
Founding Fathers as part of the Con-
stitution. 

Mr. Speaker, our committee has ex-
ercised the power of the purse through 
robust debate over the past 2 days, and 
now it is time to move forward with 
this legislation. 

Passage of this legislation will put us 
one step closer to completing all of our 
Appropriations bills as we promised in 
a timely fashion. 

Mr. Speaker, these are solid bills. 
They are worthy of your support. I 
urge my colleagues to reject the mo-
tion, and vote ‘‘yes’’ on the underlying 
bill. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

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

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 5-minute vote on the motion to re-
commit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on: 

Passage of the bill; and 
Agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 

the Journal, if ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 182, noes 232, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 364] 

AYES—182 

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

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

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

Doyle, Michael 
F. 

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

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 

McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
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 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

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

NOES—232 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Cloud 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 

Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 

LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lesko 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

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

J. 

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

Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
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 

NOT VOTING—14 

Bergman 
Black 
Brady (PA) 
Cárdenas 
Crowley 

Ellison 
Fudge 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Jones 

Peterson 
Richmond 
Speier 
Walz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1055 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, on July 19, 
2018, I was absent for recorded votes No. 363 
and No. 364. I would have voted as follows if 
I had been present: On rollcall No. 363, I 
would have voted ‘‘no’’; on rollcall No. 364, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

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

vice, and there were—yeas 217, nays 
199, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 365] 

YEAS—217 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (IN) 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Cloud 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 

Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 

Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lesko 
Lewis (MN) 

Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

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

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

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

Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
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—199 

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

F. 
Brooks (AL) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
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. 
Duncan (TN) 
Engel 

Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Labrador 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 

Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
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 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
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Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 

Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—12 

Bergman 
Black 
Brady (PA) 
Cárdenas 

Ellison 
Fudge 
Hanabusa 
Jones 

Peterson 
Richmond 
Speier 
Walz 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1103 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 
the purpose of inquiring of the major-
ity leader the schedule for the week to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. MCCARTHY), my 
friend, the majority leader. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. I am 
thankful that he is back with us, but at 
times I wish he weren’t as healthy as 
he is. I am just joking. 

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

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, on 
Monday, the House will meet at noon 
for morning hour and 2 p.m. for legisla-
tive business. Votes will be postponed 
until 6:30 p.m. 

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning 
hour and noon for legislative business. 

On Thursday, the House will meet at 
9 a.m. for legislative business. Last 
votes are expected no later than 3 p.m. 

On Friday, no votes are expected in 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of suspensions next week, a 
complete list of which will be an-
nounced by close of business tomorrow. 

In addition, the House will consider 
several bills aimed at giving Americans 
more affordable healthcare choices: 

First, the Protect Medical Innova-
tion Act, sponsored by Representative 
ERIK PAULSEN. This bill would perma-

nently repeal ObamaCare’s burdensome 
medical device tax. Doing so will cre-
ate jobs, promote research, and allow 
for innovation that could lead to the 
next generation of lifesaving medical 
technologies; 

Next, the Increasing Access to Lower 
Premium Plans and Expanding Health 
Savings Accounts Act, sponsored by 
Representative PETER ROSKAM. This 
package would expand access to lower 
cost healthcare options, encourage 
healthcare savings, and put a 2-year 
delay on ObamaCare’s health insurance 
tax, which drives up costs of insurance 
for almost every American; 

Finally, the Restoring Access to 
Medication and Modernizing Health 
Savings Accounts Act, sponsored by 
Representative LYNN JENKINS. This bill 
would transform and modernize health 
savings accounts and allow for more in-
novation in healthcare delivery. 

I look forward to the House passing 
all three of these critical bills without 
delay. 

Mr. Speaker, we also hope to vote on 
the conference report to accompany 
H.R. 5515, the National Defense Author-
ization Act. This House is committed 
to rebuilding our military and ensuring 
our brave men and women in uniform 
have the equipment and training they 
need to successfully carry out their 
mission. 

I want to thank the Armed Services 
Committee for their hard work on this 
bill, especially their chairman, MAC 
THORNBERRY, and I look forward to an-
other big bipartisan vote. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, additional leg-
islative items are possible in the 
House. As soon as our schedule is final-
ized, I will be sure to inform all Mem-
bers. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his exposition of the 
schedule. 

I want to speak briefly to the appro-
priations process. 

I think the Appropriations Com-
mittee is fairly close to the completion 
of its bills. Can the gentleman tell us 
when the balance of the appropriations 
bills might be coming to the floor and 
when we can perhaps expect the next 
appropriations bill on the floor? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the 

Appropriations Committee has now 
passed all 12 bills out of subcommittee. 
By next week, all 12 bills will have also 
cleared the full committee. By passing 
the Interior and Financial Services 
bills today, the gentleman knows the 
full House has adopted for the full-year 
appropriations half of those, six bills, 
making up over two-thirds of the dis-
cretionary budget authority. 

House and Senate conferees on the 
first package are working to produce a 
conference report, and I look forward 
to continuing work on FY19 appropria-
tions in the weeks to come. As soon as 
the items are scheduled for the floor, I 
will be sure to inform all Members. 

As the gentleman knows, this is a 
different year, as just last year we were 

able to pass all 12. But what is different 
about this year is, over in the Senate, 
there is action being taken, which is 
positive for us. That is why we are al-
ready into conference. 

I look forward to having those con-
ference reports coming back and mov-
ing those bills to the President’s desk 
to be signed. I am proud of the fact 
that two-thirds of all the discretionary 
spending will have already passed this 
floor as of this day. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his observation. I 
share his delight that the Senate is 
moving bills. I would observe that they 
appear to be moving them in a bipar-
tisan fashion, which I think is positive 
for an outcome on the appropriations 
process. 

In that vein, I know we are in con-
ference on the MILCON and Legislative 
Branch minibus. Does the gentleman 
have any idea when that might con-
clude and we might be considering that 
conference? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding. 
I do not know at this time. I know 

they are continuing to work. As soon 
as they get their work done, I will ad-
vise the Members. I will bring it to the 
floor then. 

b 1115 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, let me just 

mention, we just had a vote, and, obvi-
ously, I was disappointed in the out-
come. I was the sponsor, probably as 
the gentleman knows, of the Help 
America Vote Act, which created the 
Election Assistance Commission. The 
Election Assistance Commission bill, 
the HAVA bill, passed with a big bipar-
tisan vote and was signed, as the gen-
tleman knows, by President George W. 
Bush in a very bipartisan effort. 

The premise was that, for 200 years, 
the Federal Government had not par-
ticipated in assisting the States in run-
ning Federal elections. I will repeat 
that. The vote for President, the vote 
for Senate, and the vote for the House 
were all done through State adminis-
trations with no participation by the 
Federal Government. 

In 2002, the Congress and the Presi-
dent made a determination that we 
would contribute to making sure that 
our elections ran correctly. The gen-
tleman will remember the issue of 
hanging chads and the question of 
whether or not votes were properly 
counted. It was of great concern across 
the aisle. So we passed the legislation. 

Unfortunately, however, we have not 
continued to pursue that. And today’s 
vote, we have a greater challenge 
today. The challenge in the 2000 elec-
tion was inappropriate administration, 
domestically, of our election. The prob-
lem in 2016, as Speaker RYAN pointed 
out and the Intelligence Committee 
found and the intelligence community 
has found, was that there was clearly 
an outside attack on America by Rus-
sia, and perhaps others, to undermine 
the integrity of our elections. 
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The vote that we held just a few min-

utes ago was about the Federal Govern-
ment continuing to partner with the 
States to ensure the integrity of our 
election system and its safety from 
outside attack, interference, and un-
dermining. 

I hope, Mr. Leader, that we could 
visit that issue. I hope the Senate vis-
its that issue. Perhaps we can visit it 
in conference, and, together, Repub-
licans and Democrats could join to-
gether in an effort to work with our 
partners in the States to ensure the in-
tegrity of the administration of our 
election and to ensure that votes are 
cast correctly, counted correctly, and 
reported correctly. 

As the sponsor of that bill that was 
cosponsored, as the gentleman may re-
member—no, you weren’t here in ’02— 
by Bob Ney of Ohio, but overwhelm-
ingly supported on both sides of the 
aisle, I hope that we could move ahead, 
in the weeks ahead, as we move toward 
the November 6 election, to make sure 
that Americans—Democrats, Repub-
licans, independents, all others, and 
not only in this country but around the 
world—have confidence in the results 
of our election. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know whether 
the gentleman wants to respond to 
that. I yield to my friend. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, there 
is one part of what the gentleman said 
with which I disagree. The vote we just 
had was a motion to recommit. We all 
know what motions to recommit are. 

The good news about this is, last year 
in the omni, we fully funded the Help 
America Vote Act. That vote was a dif-
ferent vote. That was a vote that 
moved on to the President and was 
signed into law. 

Now, of that funding that we fully 
funded—because we believe, just as the 
gentleman does, that we want to make 
sure our elections are fair, honest, and 
that people do not try to manipulate 
them—40 percent of that money that 
we fully funded is still available. The 
challenge here is that we have 19 
States that have yet to apply. 

So we should work together to make 
sure those States are applying, because 
the money is sitting there, and the 
money has been fully funded. We want 
to make sure, in the Help America 
Vote Act, that it continues, that 
States apply for that money, and that 
the elections are safe and sound and 
honest. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his observation. 

I would simply be constrained to say, 
I listened to Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I lis-
tened to his opposition to the MTR. 
The pretense that the amendment that 
was offered is somehow a procedural or 
nonconsequential amendment is incor-
rect. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN didn’t even 
try to make the argument. He said it 
was a good bill; we ought to pass it. 
Fine. The amendment would have not 
undermined the bill in any way. 

Now, there is a provision in that bill, 
as the gentleman knows, to, in effect, 

undermine the agreement that was 
made last year, with respect to the 
funding levels, by putting $500 million 
into a grandchild’s or a children’s fund 
by the chairman of the subcommittee. 
It is a little bit like your rescissions. 

The gentleman who put that in voted 
for a $2 trillion deficit-creating docu-
ment and put $500 million in a trust 
fund to bring down that deficit. I know 
my friend is happy that that will, at 
that rate, take 4,000 years to fill that $2 
trillion hole. 

So I disagree with my friend that the 
amendment would have had any ad-
verse effect on the bill that was passed. 

Now, I voted against the bill, but the 
bill passed the House of Representa-
tives. Nothing would have adversely af-
fected that bill. I appreciate what the 
gentleman said about last year’s ac-
tion, which I supported, which I 
thought was correct, and which I ap-
preciated the Congress taking. 

Next, Mr. Speaker, we had a vote on 
ICE. The gentleman can argue it one 
way or the other. I know you criticized 
us; we criticized you. The fact of the 
matter is, what it did not deal with— 
and you will indicate that there was a 
bill that dealt with this in a fashion. 
But, again, I would remind you that 
your pledge, through your Speaker, 
was to take issues head-on, one at a 
time, discretely, not confuse them. 

I would urge the leader, the Speaker, 
and the majority party to bring a bill 
to the floor that deals simply with an 
issue with which we believe the over-
whelming majority of Americans 
agree: Do not rip children from the 
arms of their parents. Do not estrange 
children from their parents for weeks 
and months. Do not traumatize chil-
dren, perhaps permanently, by this pol-
icy of separating children. 

I would hope and urge the majority 
leader to bring a bill to the floor that 
would deal with that discrete issue. 

Mr. NADLER has a bill, H.R. 6135, to 
prohibit the Department of Homeland 
Security from pursuing this policy of 
separating families. JOHN MCCAIN has 
said that that policy of separation of-
fends the dignity and decency of the 
American people. That is JOHN MCCAIN, 
former candidate for President in your 
party, Mr. Leader, and I would agree 
with him on that issue. 

I would urge the leader to bring a bill 
to the floor to deal with this issue di-
rectly, and I believe—perhaps I am 
wrong—that it would receive a very 
significant majority of support in this 
House. 

I would ask the gentleman, is there 
any plan to bring such a bill to the 
floor in the near future? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Correct me if I’m 

wrong, but you voted against the omni, 
correct? 

Mr. HOYER. The omni last year? Yes. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. So you voted 

against the funding—— 
Mr. HOYER. I am going to reclaim 

my time, Mr. Leader, for this. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. If I can finish, you 

had stated at the end of your last 

statement that you voted for that 
funding. I was just correcting. By vot-
ing against the omni, you voted 
against the funding for that. 

Mr. HOYER. Of course, I supported 
that policy. Now, the reason I was 
going to reclaim my time, very frank-
ly, Mr. Leader, I have done some re-
search on bills you voted against. I 
could go through them and pick out 
this, that, and the other that every-
body in the world was for, and I could 
say you voted against it. I have not 
done that. 

The reason I have not done it is be-
cause I don’t think that would be intel-
lectually honest on my part, because I 
know that there are things I would 
pick out that you clearly supported but 
you didn’t support some parts of the 
bill and, therefore, indicated your ob-
jection by voting against them, which 
is exactly what I did in the omni. The 
gentleman, my friend, knows that to be 
the case. 

My friend brings up CHIP all the 
time. My friend knows that I have sup-
ported CHIP at its very inception and 
in every step of the way of its develop-
ment and reauthorization. My friend 
knows that, but he continues to pre-
tend, because I voted against the omni, 
that I voted against CHIP. I didn’t like 
the omni. I thought the omni was 
wrong. Very frankly, I think I was cor-
rect in that vote. 

Now, the omni passed, and it passed 
with a very substantial number of 
Democratic votes. I didn’t lobby 
against the omni with my Members. I 
did indicate that I did not agree with 
things you had left out and did not put 
in the omni, and I, frankly, did not 
agree with some things that were in 
the omni. 

Having said that, let’s not go back 
and forth. I can get a lot of bills the 
same way and show that you voted 
against motherhood and apple pie in 
this bill, that bill, and the other bill. 
You know that to be the case. I would 
hope we can stop doing that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. The only reason I 

brought it up is your statement at the 
end was that you voted for it. 

Mr. HOYER. You are correct. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. At any time, if I 

may finish, if I state that I voted for 
something that is incorrect, please 
bring it up. 

Mr. HOYER. I will do that. I will tell 
you, you are correct in saying that I 
did not support the omni, but I did sup-
port the proposition. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. In saying that, you 
just recently said you supported CHIP, 
but you voted against it because you 
voted against the omni. Also, is it not 
true, when CHIP was by itself on the 
floor, you voted against CHIP there? 
Because we brought CHIP to the floor 
three times. 

But if I could move on, that was the 
case. So you voted against CHIP even 
when it wasn’t in the omni, so there 
are other reasons to vote against CHIP. 

You had a question about a bill. 
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Mr. HOYER. Separating children 

from their parents. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. As we all know, 

America is a Nation of immigrants. Al-
most all of our ancestors came from 
somewhere else in search of a better 
life in this land of freedom and oppor-
tunity, and we want to maintain that. 

Mr. Speaker, America is also a Na-
tion of laws. We support immigration, 
but it also must be legal immigration. 
We must have the security, especially, 
along our southern border. As we 
speak, our men and women at the bor-
der are doing their absolute best to 
maintain both order and decency. 

Since 2014, Border Patrol has com-
pleted more than 13,000—let me say 
that again, 13,000—life-saving rescues 
along the border, including many chil-
dren. We would be naive to think that 
there are not certain individuals hop-
ing to enter this country illegally and 
to do us harm. 

Yesterday, when we talked about 
ICE, one of the elements that came up 
was the thousands of gang members 
that they stop. We all know the most 
vicious gang out there is MS–13. We 
know it because we know it in our 
communities. We see the murders. We 
see the drugs. We know the hundreds of 
MS–13 members that they have stopped 
from being a part of our communities. 
That is why we had that vote. 

Simply put, the entire immigration 
enforcement community deserves our 
support because they work under very 
difficult circumstances. I think every-
body would agree with that, which is 
why, if I can be very honest with my 
friend, I was upset to see many Demo-
crats refuse to stand with the men and 
women of ICE yesterday. 

Why? Six individuals who work for 
ICE gave the ultimate sacrifice of their 
life. One was murdered by the Los 
Zetas cartel. 

The gentleman asked if I would bring 
up a bill. I offered to bring up a Demo-
crat bill, but the author of the bill who 
put it across the desk and asked people 
to cosponsor said he would vote against 
it. 

What was most shocking to me is the 
number of people who voted ‘‘present.’’ 
The gentleman can argue with me all 
day on things I vote ‘‘yes’’ and things 
I vote ‘‘no’’ on. The only time he will 
ever see my vote up there for ‘‘present’’ 
is a quorum call, because I believe the 
American public and my constituents 
expect me to make a decision when I 
come. 

I think it was very clear yesterday. 
You can make a decision. I know my 
friend and his beliefs, but I also know 
his party has a new movement. It is a 
socialist party, and they are gaining 
steam. But that new party and that 
new movement in there, I still believe, 
would want you to make a decision one 
place or the other. 

Just last year alone, ICE made al-
most 5,000 gang-related arrests. They 
seized nearly 1 million pounds of nar-
cotics and opioids. 

The gentleman knows, those 2 weeks 
we spent on this floor dealing with the 

opioid epidemic, there will be more 
than 100 Americans who will die today 
because of opioids, and tomorrow will 
be the same. That is why we did CARA 
in the last Congress. That is why we 
came back with billions of dollars of 
funding to combat the epidemic. That 
is why we came back and spent 2 weeks 
on this floor passing more than 50 bills. 
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But think for one moment. If my 
friend on the other side, his colleague, 
was able to abolish ICE, that would be 
1 million more pounds of narcotics. 
And it is more than just opioids. It is 
fentanyl. A small dose will kill you. 

They rescued more than 900 sexually 
exploited children. They stopped thou-
sands of predators. My friend knows 
that, too, when we were able to finally 
stop human trafficking on the internet. 

Backpage.com is no longer there be-
cause this Congress acted, and they are 
being prosecuted. Seventy percent of 
all human trafficking happens online. 
But do you know what? We can cele-
brate that that has changed because of 
this Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we want America 
to remain a land of opportunity, but 
demeaning the individuals who keep 
this country safe and calling to abolish 
ICE is certainly not the way to do it. 

I thank my friend, and I think we 
have a difference of opinion, and I 
think a strong difference of opinion, 
and that is healthy. But sometimes 
when you have a difference of opinion, 
it is a ‘‘no’’ and a ‘‘yes,’’ not just a 
‘‘present.’’ You might come to the de-
bate, but you ought to participate and 
you ought to take a stance. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman talks a lot about law enforce-
ment, correctly so. We ought to honor 
those who protect us and who put their 
life and limb at risk daily to do so. We 
ought to honor them whether they are 
ICE agents, whether they are Border 
Patrol agents, whether they are DIA 
agents, whether they are members of 
the Armed Forces, whether they are 
members of the sheriff’s departments 
or police departments in our various 
communities around the country. We 
ought to have compassion for those 
who are victims whom they are pro-
tecting and compassion for those whom 
we lose in the performance of their law 
enforcement duties. 

There is not a Member of Congress 
who has been at more memorial serv-
ices for law enforcement officers that 
we have lost through the centuries 
than I have, period. 

Yesterday’s vote was because of the 
patently political nature of the resolu-
tion that was offered. The majority 
leader says he wanted to offer a bill of 
one of our Members who suggested the 
elimination of ICE—small number. And 
that Member, apparently, according to 
the majority leader, told him: Look, I 
am going to vote ‘‘no’’ on that if you 
bring it to the floor, obviously trying 
to raise a point about wanting to stop 
the policies and practices—not the ICE 

agency, but the policies and practices 
of ripping, literally ripping children 
from the arms of their fathers and 
mothers and estranging them at places 
that neither knew where the other was. 

The gentleman talks about the opioid 
epidemic being on the front page. It is 
there, and properly so, because it is a 
crisis, and we have dealt with it in a bi-
partisan way, which was correct to do 
so. We believed it was underfunded for 
some period of time. We have come up 
with some more funds. We are glad 
about that. 

But he did not answer my question, 
and he distracted us from the focus. 
There was a bill, which we didn’t like, 
because the bill had a lot of other stuff 
in it, which is why the Speaker said we 
ought to consider things discreetly, in-
dividually, one at a time. Don’t confuse 
and obfuscate the issue. 

So bring a bill to the floor that says 
that the policy that the President was 
pursuing, that he then changed—and 
the courts have now interjected them-
selves; we don’t know for how long—to 
say that we ought not, that is not who 
we are as Americans, Mr. Speaker. 

These 2- and 3- and 4-year-old chil-
dren whom we see on the front pages of 
our paper, they are not MS–13. There is 
not a Member on this floor who will de-
fend MS–13. There is not a Member on 
this floor who does not want to see the 
folks who gain some status by being an 
MS–13 caught, stopped, and taken out 
of our country if they are not citizens 
of this country, not a one of us. So that 
is a red herring dragged across this 
floor back and forth yesterday and 
today. 

Mr. Speaker, you would think that 
we could say that America’s values do 
not support taking children, small chil-
dren, infant children. An instance was 
cited on the floor yesterday where a 
mother was nursing her child and that 
child was taken from her and the 
mother was put in handcuffs. 

Is that America? Is that the compas-
sionate country of which George Bush 
talked? Is it that bright and shining 
city on the hill of which Ronald 
Reagan spoke? I think not, Mr. Speak-
er. 

Lastly, I know that flood insurance 
is going to expire July 31. I see the 
ranking member, Ms. MAXINE WATERS, 
on the floor. I know she has been work-
ing on this with Mr. HENSARLING. Does 
the leader know whether or not that 
bill might be coming to the floor or 
some extension coming to the floor 
next week? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding. 
To answer his last question first, yes, 

we will extend flood insurance through 
November 30 as we continue to work 
through the other differences we have. 
We do not want flood insurance to 
lapse, and we will have that on the 
floor. 

But the gentleman brought up a cou-
ple of other points. If I may, I come 
from a family of immigrants. I come 
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from a family in which nobody was a 
Republican. I chose to be in this party 
based upon its philosophy. 

If you come to my office, I have two 
Presidents’ hanging portraits: Abra-
ham Lincoln. The greatest challenge 
ever to this Nation was the Civil War. 
Abraham Lincoln was the first Repub-
lican President. And the other one is, 
the other reason why—both of those 
men—I chose to, and that was Ronald 
Reagan. Ronald Reagan did talk about 
that shining city on the hill. There was 
another President at the time, and I 
saw the difference, and I made my se-
lection. 

But the gentleman talks about the 
challenges with the rule of law, the 
challenges at the border. Nobody on 
this side wants children to be mis-
treated. That is why we dealt with the 
issue, and we brought it to the floor. 
There was an executive order that 
dealt with it. 

But we moved two pieces of legisla-
tion dealing with immigration. Not one 
Democrat on the other side worked 
with us. Maybe there were problems. 
Maybe they disagreed with having 
greater security on the border, having 
a wall. I understand that, but maybe 
that is the difference. 

But the question you brought for-
ward was the bill on the floor yester-
day. It had nothing negative in it. It 
had nothing about children. It talked 
about: 

Do you support ICE? 
Do you support the families of those 

six individuals who were murdered in 
the line of duty? 

Do you support the stopping of drugs 
coming across the border? 

Do you stand with those children who 
get exploited? Those ICE agents actu-
ally find them. 

Do you stand with ICE when they 
stop those human traffickers, the mod-
ern-day slavery of today, and stop 
those people? 

Well, we had an opportunity for that. 
I know this other side of the aisle and 
I know the new Democratic Socialist 
Party feels differently, probably feels 
differently than my friend. They want 
to abolish it. They never put a bill in 
to reform it. They said, ‘‘Abolish it.’’ 

If we were proposing a bill that said 
‘‘support it,’’ I would allow your bill to 
come up as well so we could have a 
clear choice. But when you were given 
that offer, the author of the bill said, 
‘‘I would vote ‘no.’ ’’ The people you 
asked to cosponsor, ‘‘We vote ‘no,’ ’’ 
makes me wonder. 

But the most shocking part to me—I 
know we take tough votes on this 
floor. I know there are tough decisions 
to be made. But at the end of the day, 
you have to make a decision because 
that is why the American people sent 
you here. 

I have never been in a debate, in a 
primary or a general, where they ask 
me: If a bill came to the floor, will I 
vote ‘‘present’’? I have never been 
asked that by my district. Republican 
or Democrat or Independent or Green 

Party: ‘‘I want you to go to Wash-
ington. I want you to be on that floor. 
I want you to make a strong debate 
down in the well. And when you get the 
opportunity, you press that ‘present’ 
button,’’ never, never have I heard that 
and never would I have thought I would 
see that. I have never seen so much 
color on that board as I saw yesterday. 

And if you truly felt your convictions 
of what you said, your own ‘‘present’’ 
vote made it pass, then go back to the 
individuals you talk to, go back to that 
new Socialist Party and tell them what 
you did, because I didn’t see convic-
tions yesterday. I saw you play poli-
tics. 

Our issues are too important. People 
have lost their lives, and you vote 
‘‘present.’’ Now, we have more work to 
be done. We take this job seriously. 

Ronald Reagan talked about that 
shining city on the hill, about every-
body rising up. This is the exact same 
debate we had when we wanted to pass 
tax reform. Not one person on the 
other side of the aisle could vote with 
it, but there are 1 million more Ameri-
cans working today. 

When I look at the last 49 years of 
America—because there are a lot of 
people in this Chamber who are young-
er than that—there has only been 7 
months where unemployment has been 
below 4 percent. And do you realize 
that 2 of those months, you just lived 
through it in April and May? You have 
never seen the opportunity that you 
grasp for today. 

And do you know what happens with 
that opportunity? More people want to 
come, and that is good for America. 
But we should come legally. 

We know our system is broken, and I 
know my friend knows it, too, because 
we spent hours talking and trying to 
work something out. So, yes, we 
brought a bill to the floor, and we had 
a pretty good idea that probably it 
wouldn’t pass. Why? Because nobody 
on the other side of the aisle wanted to 
step forward. 

You know the process; it would go to 
the Senate. Maybe it is not just per-
fect, but I think this country is too im-
portant to vote ‘‘present,’’ and I am 
going to take risks and I am going to 
bring bills to the floor that take risks. 

So I thank the gentleman for the 
question. But what I really ask—the 
election is still a ways away. Stop 
playing politics. Be a part. That voting 
card, I don’t even know why we have a 
‘‘present’’ button here. 

We want quorum, let’s just all say it. 
But the idea of something so important 
that people have lost their lives over, 
what do you think those families felt 
like today? What do you think those 
families felt like? 

Or what do you think about that 
young child who got saved from being 
exploited or got put back to the family 
and saved? 

What do you think about the drugs 
that didn’t come through, the number 
of lives that continue to live today be-
cause of that? 

Or what do you think about those 
men and women, a part of ICE, who 
question does this government even 
support them. And every day they risk 
their lives for that. 

It is not a day to vote ‘‘present.’’ If 
you disagree, if you are part of the So-
cialist Party, stand up and take a 
stance. Let the American public know 
where you stand. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, the gentleman knows damn 
well that is not the case, and I am tired 
of hearing him demagogue about that. 
I expect him to do it between now and 
the election, but the gentleman is not 
honest when he does it, and he knows 
that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. May I ask the gen-
tleman what am I not saying cor-
rectly? Were there ‘‘present’’ votes in 
that Chamber? 

Mr. HOYER. He says something 
about the Democratic Socialist Party— 
it is my time. It is my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DUNN). Members are reminded to direct 
their remarks to the Chair. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. May I ask the gen-
tleman—the 133 ‘‘present’’ votes, did 
they not take place yesterday? 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, it is my 
time. 

This is the most autocratic Congress 
in which I have served. It has had the 
most closed rules. And the majority 
leader brings to the floor his version of 
what he wants to say and how he wants 
to characterize it. No consultation 
with us, no amendments allowed, and 
then we say we are not going to vote 
against ICE agents. We honor the work 
that they do. We honor the sacrifices 
they make. We honor the critical role 
they play in defending our country and 
enforcing our laws. 

b 1145 
But, Mr. Leader, we are not going to 

take it or leave it. We are not going to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on a resolution that purports 
simply to honor our ICE agents. If it 
were simply that, it may have been a 
different matter. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I would hope that 
the majority leader would stop talking 
about—there are some people in his 
party who say absolutely absurd things 
at the very highest level of his party, 
and I haven’t brought them up. 

Mr. Speaker, I asked a simple ques-
tion. The Speaker of this House said he 
was going to bring issues to this floor 
individually, vote them up or down. I 
asked the leader: Will you bring a bill 
to the floor which will stop the separa-
tion of children from their parents? He 
says he did. 113 of his colleagues on his 
side of the aisle thought it was a bad 
bill and voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, they 
didn’t vote ‘‘present.’’ 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, they didn’t 
vote ‘‘present.’’ I voted ‘‘present’’ be-
cause I wanted to say to the leader, Mr. 
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Speaker, I am not going to take it or 
leave it. 

He wants to make me look like I am 
not for law enforcement when I have 
been for law enforcement in the 50 
years I have been in public office, with-
out fail—without fail. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, then 
why did he vote ‘‘present’’? 

Mr. HOYER. I voted ‘‘present,’’ Mr. 
Speaker, because I was not going to 
take it or leave it. I was not going to 
just take what the majority leader 
wanted to shove down my throat and 
the throat of others. Because, Mr. 
Speaker, the rhetoric in that bill—and 
let me say to the leader, Mr. Speaker, 
he and I worked on a lot of resolutions 
regarding Israel, and we want to keep 
the Congress united on Israel, and we 
keep the Congress united on Israel. 

How do we do it, Mr. Speaker? We 
work on the language. We work on the 
language of the whereas clauses and 
the resolved clauses so that we can cre-
ate a broad majority. We could have 
done that with the ICE bill, easily— 
easily—an overwhelming support for 
their role and for their courage and for 
their character. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I asked about the 
bill that deals with flood insurance. I 
think the gentleman has told me that 
that is going to come to the floor, and 
I am prepared to yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I know he misspoke ear-
lier on a couple of things, and I think 
he may have misspoken again. He made 
a comment. He said we are autocratic. 
He said we are the most closed. So I 
just want to go to facts. 

This Congress has a 20-year high for 
bills enacted with bipartisan cospon-
sors, a 20-year high. Those are not my 
words. That is from Quorum, a com-
pany that only deals with data and 
measures all. So that means we are the 
most bipartisan Congress in more than 
20 years. 

Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman 
want to know something else, just on 
facts? He said we close everything. 
There have been over 1,650 amend-
ments. 745 of those were Democratic 
amendments. So I looked back to 
Speaker PELOSI. She allowed less than 
1,000 amendments in the entire 111th 
Congress. 

So, I am sorry, those statements 
were not correct. 

Now, we can have differences of opin-
ion. He has a right to vote ‘‘present.’’ If 
he gets mad about it, he can get mad 
about it, but that is what the RECORD 
shows. 

And he said because what were the 
resolved clauses. Mr. Speaker, the gen-

tleman knows that bill was on suspen-
sion. The rules of suspension have a 
higher threshold to pass, but it also 
means there are no amendments. 

If you want to be fair, instead of just 
the bill that was coming forward, I of-
fered to bring a Democratic bill up that 
would abolish ICE. 

So, for the American people to know, 
let’s see what the resolved clauses say, 
because this made so many Democrats 
vote ‘‘no’’ or ‘‘present.’’ 

Resolved. That the House of Representa-
tives expresses its continued support for all 
United States Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, ICE, officers and personnel, who 
carry out the important mission of ICE; 

Denounces calls for the complete abolish-
ment of ICE; and 

Supports the efforts of all Federal agen-
cies, State law enforcement, and military 
personnel who bring law and order to our Na-
tion’s borders. 

That is what the resolved said. That 
is what moved the other side to vote 
‘‘present.’’ That is what we voted on. 

He may be upset. I am upset he voted 
‘‘present,’’ too. But I don’t know what 
in this clause drove all the Democrats 
here, because you know on suspension 
he helped it pass. 

But is it because that announcement 
denounces calls for the complete abol-
ishment of ICE, because that is the bill 
he put across the desk? If that is what 
he is asking for, he can stand with his 
convictions. Don’t put a bill across the 
desk, cosponsor it, and then when he 
has something on the floor that is only 
positive, that is only standing with the 
people of ICE, say he has to vote 
‘‘present.’’ I don’t know where the 
courage is there. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
know who ‘‘we’’ is. Somebody who in-
troduces a bill on either side of the 
aisle doesn’t make it a ‘‘we’’ bill. 

And the reason they brought the non-
binding resolution to the floor, when 
they really wanted to bring the bill to 
the floor, is because it wouldn’t have 
served their political purposes because 
everybody on our side of the aisle 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ He knows it. 
That is why he didn’t bring it to the 
floor, for politics; not for principle, for 
politics. 

And to his credit, I understand the 
Speaker didn’t want to bring it to the 
floor either. At least that is what is re-
ported in the papers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my question has 
still not been answered. 

There have been more closed rules in 
this Congress than any Congress in re-
cent memory, during the time I have 
served. Now, there have been a lot of 
bills passed, and we passed them on 
bipartisanly. We had about six, seven, 
eight, or nine naming a post office the 
other day. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, that is 
a lot less than under his leadership. 

Mr. HOYER. Isn’t that wonderful. 
I voted for all of them, either by 

voice vote or by card. They were bills 
that we all agreed with. 

But more closed rules on this floor, 
including today’s bill that we passed, 
than any Congress in recent memory. 

My question to the majority leader 
was: Will he bring to the floor a free- 
standing bill which provides that chil-
dren will not be separated from their 
parents—which JOHN MCCAIN says is in-
consistent with the decency of the 
American people—so that we can vote 
on that proposition and that propo-
sition only. The majority leader has 
not answered that question. 

He talks about voting ‘‘present,’’ 
which he didn’t like. I am sorry he 
didn’t like it, but I would vote 
‘‘present’’ again to express my opposi-
tion, the only way it was possible to 
do, because, unlike his characteriza-
tion, I did not want to say to ICE 
agents, ‘‘I do not respect you.’’ There-
fore, I did not want to vote against a 
resolution, the resolved clause of which 
I agreed with. 

But it didn’t deal with the most crit-
ical issue. It could have—it didn’t—and 
it is nonbinding. To argue about that is 
to dissemble about the question that I 
asked. 

I am prepared to end this because I 
don’t think we are going anywhere. I 
don’t think I am going to get an an-
swer from the majority leader, and I 
don’t think he will bring it to the floor, 
free-standing, any more than he will 
bring a comprehensive immigration re-
form bill, which is so necessary to this 
country, to the floor, no more than he 
will bring a Dreamers protection act to 
this floor. 

He is gesticulating, Mr. Speaker, as 
if: What do you mean by that? 

He brought a bill to the floor that he 
said solved the problem that 113 of his 
Members voted against. It got over 300 
votes against. That is not a viable op-
tion to bring to the floor. He knew it 
was going to fail. He knew it was an-
other message bill. 

So I asked him: Will he bring that 
bill to the floor individually, dis-
cretely, to protect these children, or 
not? I haven’t gotten an answer to 
that. 

The second thing I asked him, which 
he did answer, is that we are going to 
bring a bill to the floor, apparently, 
hopefully, to protect those who live in 
flood zones and who are going to have 
trouble getting flood insurance on Au-
gust 1. He says he will bring that to the 
floor. 

Now, I am prepared to close and to 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
asked the gentleman to yield because I 
just think the RECORD needs to be cor-
rected. 

The gentleman knows, Mr. Speaker, 
that we brought two immigration bills 
to this floor that would solve the prob-
lem. The gentleman also knows there 
was an executive order signed that 
stopped this action being taken before 
this even went forward. 
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But I also heard the gentleman say 

that he voted ‘‘present’’ because he 
didn’t want the ICE agents to think he 
didn’t support them, and that he sup-
ported those things in the resolved. 
Prior, he said that is why he voted 
against it. 

I read what was in the resolved. I 
don’t understand how anybody in 
America looks at voting ‘‘present’’ 
with an idea you support it. That is the 
only thing that I question. 

Now, the gentleman also knows that 
this is the most productive Congress in 
modern history. It has passed more 
bills out of committee than any Con-
gress in the last 25 years. It has passed 
more bills in this Chamber than any 
one in the last 25 years. He sees the 
openness to the number of amend-
ments; and it is not just the number of 
amendments to Republicans because 
there are hundreds upon hundreds for 
Democrats. 

The gentleman also knows that the 
immigration bills that came to this 
floor had an opportunity. But what is 
interesting to me is that people want 
just one that they can support. 

Earlier, I heard he voted against 
CHIP because it was in the omni, but 
CHIP was on the floor by itself and he 
voted against it then. 

He can vote for the post office bills 
and that didn’t deal with the immigra-
tion either, but he can vote for that. 
But then when it came to supporting 
ICE, the majority of Democrats voted 
‘‘present.’’ That is not a profile in 
courage. That is walking away from a 
situation. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, this has 
gone on longer than it should have. But 
it has given us time to look at a 
MILCON-VA vote on May 15, 2008, in 
which the majority leader, on a sub-
stantive vote, not a resolution that was 
nonbinding, but a substantive appro-
priations bill, voted ‘‘present.’’ 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I can’t 
believe that to be true. 

Mr. HOYER. Voted ‘‘present,’’ Mr. 
Speaker, voted ‘‘present.’’ 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY, 
JULY 19, 2018, TO MONDAY, JULY 
23, 2018 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday, July 23, 2018, when it 
shall convene at noon for morning-hour 
debate and 2 p.m. for legislative busi-
ness. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Ms. 

Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that 

the Senate has passed bills of the fol-
lowing titles in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S. 526. An act to amend the Small Business 
Act to provide for expanded participation in 
the microloan program, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 791. An act to amend the Small Business 
Act to expand intellectual property edu-
cation and training for small businesses, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2850. An act to amend the White Moun-
tain Apache Tribe Water Rights Quantifica-
tion Act of 2010 to clarify the use of amounts 
in the WMAT Settlement Fund. 

f 

DOCKUM DRUGSTORE SIT-IN 
ANNIVERSARY 

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

Mr. ESTES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the 60th anni-
versary of the beginning of the 
Dockum Drugstore sit-in. 

In 1958, 20-year-old Ron Walters and 
his cousin, Carol Parks-Hahn, were in-
spired by a California campus res-
taurant sit-in, the Little Rock Nine, 
and the Montgomery bus boycott. 
Bravely seeking to challenge the status 
quo of segregation in Wichita, they 
planned a sit-in at a downtown drug-
store with a lunch counter for White 
customers only. 

On July 19, 10 students walked into 
the Dockum Drugstore and sat down. 
They were described as well dressed 
and polite, and sought only to be 
served a soft drink at the counter. 

For 3 weeks, the students entered the 
drugstore every day, boldly sitting 
through cursing, questioning, and even 
threats. Finally, on August 11, the 
store manager declared: ‘‘Serve them. 
I’m losing too much money.’’ 

Following their success, similar ef-
forts became a hallmark of the civil 
rights movement. And today, on this 
60th anniversary, their actions con-
tinue to inspire. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful these 
young men and women took action to 
end segregation in their community. 

f 

b 1200 

SOVEREIGNTY OF TRIBES IN OUR 
NATION 

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

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, the United 
States Constitution defines Tribes in 
our Nation as sovereign governments 
with a unique relationship with the 
United States Federal Government. 
Many treaties and Supreme Court 
cases show legal precedent that they 
are sovereign nations, and the United 
States has a trust responsibility to en-
sure they have Social Services like 
healthcare in exchange for taking their 
land. 

The Trump administration is not rec-
ognizing the legal right Tribes have. 

They are solely considering Tribes as a 
racial group as their justification to 
impose Medicaid work requirements 
that we know will disproportionately 
result in less healthcare for Native 
Americans. This is wrong, illegal, and a 
dangerous precedent. 

What happened to the treaties our 
government signed? What happened to 
the Federal trust responsibility? And 
what other social and legal responsi-
bility will they negate next? 

I will not stand by and watch the sov-
ereignty of our Nation’s first people at-
tacked, and neither should you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

f 

AMERICA IS FINALLY BETTER OFF 

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

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today because, after years of strug-
gling to get ahead, America is finally 
better off. America is stronger at home 
and abroad, with a booming economy, 
safer communities, and a revived mili-
tary. 

Thanks to the historic tax reform, 
unemployment is at an all-time low; 
job openings are at record highs; pay-
checks are increasing; wages are rising; 
and small businesses are expanding. I 
hear it from people in Florida all the 
time: My constituents are better off. 

Mr. Speaker, I represent Florida’s 
Fourth Congressional District, which is 
home to many military families; and I 
am proud to say that we have begun to 
rebuild our military and support our 
men and women in uniform. We have 
passed legislation giving our troops the 
largest pay increase in almost 9 years, 
and investing $144 billion in upgrading 
and maintaining our military facili-
ties. Our military men and women are 
better off. 

The work that we have done and con-
tinue to do is creating a better way for 
the people of northeast Florida and for 
all Americans. Although there is much 
more to do, the economy is soaring, 
and Republican policies are helping to 
improve people’s lives, making it easi-
er for families to get ahead with a re-
newed sense of confidence. 

f 

CHILD ABUSE AT OUR SOUTHERN 
BORDER 

(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 to speak about the 
child abuse at the southern border. 

Three months have passed since the 
Trump administration announced the 
zero-tolerance policy that led directly 
to the humanitarian crisis we now wit-
ness today. Three months later and, 
still, thousands of children remain sep-
arated from their families. 

This week, Federal judges announced 
a complete, one-week pause on all fam-
ily deportations, as well as mandatory 
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counseling for traumatized children. 
The courts seem almost as fed up with 
this administration as the American 
people and have set deadlines for the 
Trump administration to act. 

The deadline to reunite all remaining 
separated families is just 6 days away. 
If the Trump administration fails to 
meet the deadline for even just one sin-
gle child, then Congress must hold all 
those responsible for this national 
tragedy accountable. 

f 

HONORING MONROE MURPHY 
(Mr. MITCHELL asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize 82-year-old United 
States Navy veteran Monroe Murphy of 
Dryden, who recently graduated with 
his high school diploma, 68 years after 
he put his education on hold and brave-
ly enlisted in the Navy at the age of 16. 

Monroe served in Korea as an 
engineman. He received an honorable 
discharge, returned home, and married 
his high school sweetheart, Ann, and 
raised their seven children on the fam-
ily farm in Michigan. 

Monroe worked at Selfridge Air 
Field, General Motors, and at his own 
service station in Romeo. 

With the help of his daughter, he en-
rolled in adult education and began a 3- 
year journey of attending classes to re-
ceive his high school diploma. He grad-
uated in June of this year, at the top of 
his class, and gave the commencement 
address to his family and friends 
present. 

Monroe’s impressive journey will 
continue, as he plans on enrolling in 
college classes. 

Congratulations, Monroe, and keep 
up the great work. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE REOPENING OF 
HIGHWAY 1 

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

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud today to recognize the reopening 
of Highway 1, located south of Big Sur 
in Monterey County in my district on 
the Central Coast of California. 

Two winters ago, after a long drought 
and then a large amount of rain, there 
were a number of landslides along sce-
nic Highway 1, just south of Carmel 
and north of Morrow Bay. One of those 
landslides occurred 14 months ago, 
when close to 8 million cubic yards of 
dirt and truck-sized rocks came sliding 
down off that mountain, taking High-
way 1 and putting a quarter mile of it 
right into the Pacific Ocean. 

This was the largest landslide and 
the longest closure along that stretch 
of the world’s most scenic roadway. 
Unfortunately, it prevented many peo-
ple from traveling on that route and 
many businesses in Big Sur from bene-
fiting from that tourism. 

But now, 3 months ahead of schedule, 
the California Department of Transpor-
tation, Caltrans, finished rebuilding 
this road, literally on top of the slide, 
and it will open today. 

I recognize the opening of Highway 1 
because it is an example of what can 
happen when people work hard, work 
smart, and, most importantly, work to-
gether. 

Congratulations, and all of us in this 
body can learn from this. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF JOHN 
MCGOVERN 

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

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life 
of my friend, John McGovern. He was a 
beloved friend, family man, and a sta-
ple in Illinois politics. He passed away 
unexpectedly on July 14. 

For decades, John worked in numer-
ous State, congressional, and U.S. Sen-
ate offices and campaigns in our home 
State of Illinois. He was more than just 
a brilliant spokesperson and a political 
strategist, but also a mentor and a 
friend to everyone he worked with or 
worked for. He was even the best man 
at my good friend former Senator Mark 
Kirk’s wedding. 

He always remained a loyal and gen-
uine person, which is something you 
don’t always find in politics. No matter 
the situation, even with policy and ide-
ological differences, he stayed true to 
his impeccable ethics and to his civil-
ity. 

John was also involved in his com-
munity. He served on the board of the 
Boys and Girls Club of Chicago, the 
Elawa Farm Foundation, and on the 
auxiliary board of the Art Institute of 
Chicago. 

Words cannot describe how much we 
will miss his counsel, his wit, and his 
friendship. I offer my sincerest condo-
lences to his wife, Wentworth; his two 
young sons; and to all of us and all who 
knew John McGovern. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF 
MICHELLE VO 

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

Mr. KIHUEN. Mr. Speaker, today I 
rise to remember the life of Michelle 
Vo. Michelle attended the Route 91 fes-
tival in Las Vegas on October 1. 

Michelle was a very hard worker at 
her job as a financial adviser with the 
LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce. 
During the month before her death, she 
had been named the top producer of her 
company. 

Michelle was passionate and would 
religiously donate blood every 2 weeks. 
In her free time, she enjoyed volun-
teering with the Red Cross, rock climb-
ing, and golfing. Everything Michelle 

did, she did with 150 percent effort. 
Michelle is remembered as being fun, 
charismatic, brave, and vibrant. 

I would like to extend my condo-
lences to Michelle Vo’s family and 
friends. Please know that the city of 
Las Vegas, the State of Nevada, and 
the whole country grieve with you. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF JACK EDWARD SCHURMAN 

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
before you today to speak about Mr. 
Jack Edward Schurman, a longtime 
resident of Shelbyville, Illinois, in my 
15th Congressional District, a disabled 
veteran, an advocate for former mili-
tary men and women throughout the 
Nation, and chairman of my Veterans 
Advisory Committee, and, I am proud 
to say, my friend. 

Born in Iowa in 1939, Jack joined the 
Navy in 1959 and rose to the rank of 
yeoman third class before a disability 
cut short his service in 1964. 

Jack made his way to Illinois, and, in 
1976, he married Nancy Ellen Cranford. 
They raised two daughters, Kelli Ann 
and Kim Marie. 

As chairman of my Veterans Advi-
sory Committee, Jack has led our 
meetings for years, bringing valuable 
experience and perspective. Unfortu-
nately, Jack’s health has declined to a 
point where his mobility is limited, 
and doctors have declared that he 
should no longer live on his own, which 
is what he has done since his beloved 
wife passed away in 2016. 

Jack is now in Mississippi, thanks to 
the U.S. Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, which located a suitable resi-
dence for him near the home of one of 
his daughters. 

Mr. Speaker, members of my Vet-
erans Advisory Committee and I will 
miss Jack. We want to thank him for 
his tremendous service throughout the 
years and wish him the best of health 
and happiness in this next chapter of 
his remarkable life. 

f 

CONCERNS OF THE DAY 
(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, the 
American people expect corrective ac-
tions by this body and the other body, 
and so I rise today to reinforce the im-
portance of the translators’ notes as it 
relates to the meeting between the 
President of the United States and 
President Putin. 

If there is anything more important 
for the American people, it is to know 
whether we are safe, whether our mili-
tary is safe, and whether we are secure. 

Secondarily, I am so disturbed that 
there is some thought of providing our 
public servants—Ambassador McFaul’s 
name was mentioned as being an ex-
change target, if you will, for President 
Putin to play with. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:27 Jul 20, 2018 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K19JY7.035 H19JYPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6579 July 19, 2018 
I will be introducing legislation to 

protect all our ambassadors from for-
eign nations that may desire to under-
mine their leadership here in the 
United States. 

Also, I am intending to announce 
next week my introduction of a tem-
porary protective status to help those 
Central Americans and others who this 
administration has precipitously taken 
away their TPS and jeopardized them 
in 2018. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we must re-
unite the children, and we must do it 
now. 

f 

SEXUAL ASSAULT ON OUR 
CAMPUSES 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to address the House, Members of 
Congress, and the Chair about what I 
consider one of our most serious things 
that is happening in our country, and 
it has to do with sexual assault on our 
campuses, our universities, our col-
leges, and what is taking place there 
while students, our children, our 
grandchildren, go to these universities. 

I want to recognize a group of indi-
viduals who have started a program, a 
cause is really the right word, that 
they call the 12th Woman. They are all 
members, students, former students of 
Texas A&M University in College Sta-
tion, Texas. 

The 12th Woman is a phrase that is a 
takeoff on another phrase that that 
university uses, calling the 12th Man. I 
look at the 12th Woman as a team, 11 
on a team, and there is one more. It 
makes it 12, all 12 supporting each 
other in their cause to eliminate sexual 
assault on campuses, not just Texas 
A&M, but all the universities and col-
leges through the United States. 

b 1215 
So these remarkable ladies started 

using social media to see if other peo-
ple, students, former students, had en-
countered sexual assault on campus 
and what happened and what didn’t 
happen after that was reported. Then 
they formed this organization called 
the 12th Woman. 

Several of those members of the 12th 
Woman are here today watching Con-
gress, and later today, they are going 
to go to their respective Members of 
Congress and talk about some of the 
things that are on their heart. 

Constituents in the State of Texas, 
the reason for this request of time is 
that there are bad things that are hap-
pening on our university campuses. It 
happens because of a lot of reasons. We 
are talking about a lot of people, a lot 
of kids, in my opinion, going away 
from home and spending time trying to 
get an education at one of our univer-
sities. 

I believe wholeheartedly that our 
universities in this country are the fin-

est educational institutions anywhere 
in the world. That is why we have peo-
ple from all over the world coming to 
our universities. 

So I am going to start by telling 
some of their stories, things that hap-
pened to them, things that they have 
made public. They have been bold to 
talk about the bad things that hap-
pened to them while they were in 
school. 

Mr. Speaker, it takes a lot for a 
crime victim, especially a sexual as-
sault victim, to come forward and pub-
licly talk about these things. For the 
last, I guess, 30 years before I came to 
Congress, I was a prosecutor in Hous-
ton, Texas, and then I spent 22 years on 
the criminal bench hearing only crimi-
nal cases. And I have met, unfortu-
nately, a lot of sexual assault victims 
who have come my way either when I 
was prosecuting their cases or as a 
judge. 

It is tough, really, it is tough to 
make those statements public and 
come forward. But I want to read a few 
of these statements and these stories 
that happened to some of our ladies 
that they call the 12th Woman. 

Abbie’s family was based around the 
values of Texas A&M that it instills in 
its students. She was raised by two 
Aggie alumni, and there was never a 
doubt about where she would ulti-
mately attend college: it was always 
Texas A&M. But like so many others, 
what should have been an outstanding 
experience, just turned sour. 

One night, while hosting a Christmas 
party at her own apartment, she was 
raped. That is correct, Mr. Speaker, 
she was sexually assaulted. 

So when she woke up the next morn-
ing, she didn’t remember how a portion 
of that night ended. Bruises, scratches 
covered her arms, her legs, and her 
clothing was ripped and torn. 

So doing everything that I think a 
rape victim should do, she had a rape 
kit conducted just a few hours later. 
The hospital nurse ended Abbie’s SANE 
exam—SANE stands for sexual assault 
nurse examiner—and she told her, ‘‘I 
will see you in court,’’ describing it as 
the most evidence that she had ever 
seen. 

Abbie thought that she had a good 
case against her assailant. She was ad-
vised by the College Station Police De-
partment to seek justice through the 
school and proceed to file her report 
through them. 

So she filed a report. The university 
called a hearing. 

The hearing began with what Abbie 
and her mom thought would be a fair 
playing field, until it became evident 
that she faced a series of well prepared 
attorneys at this hearing and she had 
no legal representation of her own. Not 
a single person at the university, the 
police department, or the hospital ad-
vised her that she had the right to re-
tain legal representation. 

During the hearing, she was, in her 
opinion, ambushed by her assailant’s 
attorney, who peppered her with a lot 

of questions. The fact that she had cre-
ated a Facebook event for the party 
and offered accommodation to those 
who were drinking to crash at her 
apartment was called into question. It 
was if the university panel thought 
that Abbie’s rape was her fault. 

Let’s get one thing straight, Mr. 
Speaker. Let’s make this perfectly 
clear. Sexual assault is never the fault 
of the victim. It is the fault of the per-
petrator, and that is the way it should 
be, because it is the perpetrator who 
caused this. The victim shouldn’t feel 
like they did something wrong, but in 
our culture, sometimes they are put on 
trial. 

Following the hearing, she was re-
ferred to a student counseling service, 
where she met an individual who had 
no training in working with sexual as-
sault victims. So what was the point of 
talking to the school counseling if 
there was no training to handle these 
types of cases? 

After a lengthy process and dealing 
with an investigative panel that she 
thought and believed was cold and 
uncaring, her assailant ultimately 
faced no consequences. Abbie felt be-
trayed by the university that she high-
ly regarded. Her assailant just went 
back to class. Abbie was forced to see 
the man who raped her walking freely 
around the campus, a campus where 
she should have felt safe. 

Ultimately, she made the decision to 
graduate early, ending her time at 
Texas A&M prematurely. 

She feels like the university that she 
highly spoke of failed her. She says: 

The university I speak so highly of has 
failed. Who knows if it failed before me. 
There just wasn’t anyone to speak out about 
it. 

Abbie joins the 12th Woman to de-
mand change, not at just Texas A&M, 
but colleges across the country. 

Abbie says: 
It is time for Texas A&M to follow the 

Aggie code of honor. They should follow it 
themselves and unite with the sexual assault 
survivors to be an example of fearless change 
among the very best American universities. 

Mr. Speaker, the Texas A&M code of 
honor says, ‘‘An Aggie does not lie, 
cheat, or steal, or tolerate those who 
do.’’ 

That is Abbie’s story, and I think we 
should thank her for making her story 
available for all of us. 

Meghan was a fourth generation 
Texas A&M Aggie. Her decision to at-
tend this prestigious school was never 
a question in her mind. It was an amaz-
ing experience until things went bad. 

One morning, while serving as a 
tutor in the athletic department, a 
member of the Aggie football team, 
twice her size, exposed himself to her 
not 2 feet away. He made sexual ad-
vances toward her, becoming aggres-
sive. 

Terrified and shocked, she abruptly 
walked out of the room, trying to re-
main calm as he followed her. 

Despite reporting the assault to her 
supervisor, something just went wrong. 
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The remainder of her assailant’s tutor-
ing sessions were not canceled. And get 
this: the very next morning, Meghan’s 
assailant exposed himself to another 
tutor, becoming aggressive. 

Mr. Speaker, Meghan feels she did 
not get justice against her attacker. 
She feels and tells me she was failed by 
a university that was not really com-
mitted to helping victims. She was 
scared in the process, scared to go back 
to work, terrified she might run into 
this individual again. 

Before the hearing, the university 
claims she did not need a lawyer, she 
was not facing charges. She received no 
notice that her assailant, however, had 
hired legal representation, which he 
has the right to do. 

Months later, Meghan’s assailant was 
found not responsible for exposing him-
self to both tutors. The panel stated 
that it appeared he had a skin condi-
tion and just couldn’t control himself. 
A skin condition, Mr. Speaker? 

The response she received was noth-
ing short of appalling. The school said: 

Sorry, Meghan, that you were offended, 
but there is nothing else we can do. 

Meghan has appealed that case, and 
did appeal that case. She still believed 
the university would come to provide 
justice for her. 

At the appeals hearing, she was in-
formed that the charge against her 
attacker had been downgraded from 
sexual exploitation to sexual harass-
ment. What that meant was, in the 
university’s eyes, she was removed 
from the remainder of the hearing and 
couldn’t be considered as a victim. 

The university supposedly has sev-
eral systems in place to aid victims. 
Texas A&M employs a victim advocate, 
but no one from the Title IX office con-
tacted Meghan. She didn’t receive any 
information regarding what sanctions 
her assailant received, if any, and of 
course her assailant was allowed to be 
back on the athletic team. 

Mr. Speaker, he stayed on the team 
until she told the media about all of 
this, and then he was later removed 
from the team and two misdemeanor 
charges were filed against him after 
she went to the media. 

Meghan felt abandoned by the uni-
versity. She thought the accused was 
protected due to his status. Texas A&M 
spends a lot of money on teal ribbons, 
according to her, for athletes to wear 
for sexual assault, and she says that 
the ribbon is not enough. Universities 
must put the safety and care of sexual 
assault victims first. I agree with her. 

She says: 
A&M has a chance to be fearless on every 

front and to be fearless in the face of such 
horrible things that are happening to our 
victims. 

She wants A&M to take the lead on 
this that is taking place on our univer-
sity campuses. 

I applaud Meghan for having the 
courage to come forward and tell her 
story to the world. 

Kirsten, she loved being at Texas 
A&M University. She considered it one 

of the friendliest campuses, and en-
joyed her time at one of the country’s 
finest educational institutions. 

After she returned from the winter 
break in the second semester of her 
freshman year, her happy-go-lucky 
bubble of college was shattered. 

She was invited to hang out at her 
guy friend’s apartment, and was led to 
believe that several of their mutual 
friends would be there. 

When she arrived at the apartment, 
she realized that they were alone. Her 
so-called friend proceeded to sexually 
assault her. 

The next day, her friends and sister 
pushed her to report the assault, but 
she didn’t want to. She was made to 
feel like the crime was her fault. She 
told her resident assistant, who warned 
her that as an RA, she was required to 
report it. So a few days later, she re-
ceived an email from the Division of 
Student Affairs inviting her to tell her 
story. 

Time and time again, she had to re-
live the story in graphic detail almost 
directly after it happened. 

One thing about sexual assault vic-
tims that unfortunately seems to hap-
pen, when they first tell the first per-
son about what happened to them, it is 
not going to be the last time. Gen-
erally they tell people who are strang-
ers, people they don’t know, and they 
have to tell that story over and over 
again, and because of that, they have 
to relive that experience. That is what 
happens when sexual assault victims 
have to come forward. They go through 
that, but we should be understanding 
of that process. 

She says: 
If I hadn’t already been traumatized by 

this, the university officials re-victimized 
me, certainly cementing the damage to my 
mental health. 

It is true that any investigative 
panel must understand what happened 
before drawing conclusions, but there 
is a way of doing that and getting that 
information without being insensitive. 

Kirsten says she felt as if the inves-
tigators were cold and devoid of empa-
thy. During the disciplinary appeals 
panel after the deadline to submit new 
evidence had passed, she was informed 
that the assailant’s fiancee, who wasn’t 
even present the night he attacked her, 
was permitted to serve as a witness. 
This witness served only the purpose to 
disparage Kirsten’s character. 

Right before the panel began, she dis-
covered that her assailant had, like 
some of the others, obtained legal 
counsel. Unable to have representation 
of her own, she ran to the Student 
Legal Services. They refused to help 
her. They wouldn’t offer her legal ad-
vice. They had no victim advocate 
there to speak to her or on her behalf. 

Kirsten, like many other victims, 
was alone, and she felt alone. 

There was no other choice. The inves-
tigation continued. 

At one point, the officials at the uni-
versity asked her why didn’t she 
scream, as if it is Kirsten’s fault she 
was assaulted and raped. 

Kirsten says the university official in 
the investigation became increasingly 
irritated, and it was abundantly clear 
to her that that person viewed this as 
a waste of the university’s time. 

Ultimately, the university concluded 
that Kirsten had likely been sexually 
harassed, but it was not up to the uni-
versity to sanction her offender, be-
cause there was no impediment to her 
educational opportunity. 

b 1230 

Let me repeat that. Nothing hap-
pened because, according to them, 
there was no impediment to her edu-
cational opportunity. 

Mr. Speaker, Kirsten fully believes, 
in the end, the panel turned her words, 
her desire to complete her education, 
and her commitment to her family 
against her. And they used her resil-
ience and her loyalty to the university 
as a weapon against her to absolve 
themselves from any responsibility. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to tell 
Nikki’s story, as she recounts it. I have 
a total of six. For Nikki, a semester’s 
worth of studying was about to pay off. 
Finals week was here. One week was all 
that stood between Nikki and a short 
break before the next semester began— 
that is, until she was sexually as-
saulted. 

Following her assault, she reported 
to the Texas A&M clinic, creating even 
more stress on her. Before she left the 
clinic, Nikki recalls the head physician 
came over to her and told her: Things 
happen for a reason. 

It was shocking to her, and it was 
traumatic. 

Following this traumatic experience 
at the clinic, she decided against en-
gaging in the reporting process, feeling 
that the university was not sensitive 
enough. She was aware of the process, 
because she sat on the university dis-
ciplinary appeals panel, listening to 
the appeals of cases similar to hers. 

She did return to a private hospital 
for a SANE examination—once again, 
sexual assault nurse examination—by 
someone who is qualified to examine, 
on a medical basis, sexual assault vic-
tims. She returned home for a short 
break, where she says she had time to 
process everything. 

Mr. Speaker, deciding to come for-
ward and report the sexual assault, as 
I have said, is overwhelming to these 
victims. 

After some serious soul-searching, 
she began the reporting process. She 
told the story to the university offi-
cials, like so many others, over, and 
over, and over again. After her shock-
ing experience with her visit to the 
Texas A&M clinic, she says it felt like 
the reporting was getting nowhere. 

After weeks of attempting to report 
the behavior of the school clinic, she fi-
nally received a call back, but she was 
dissatisfied. 

The school apologized, but no change 
ever occurred that she knows of. She 
says that: ‘‘After encountering three 
different women’s clinic physicians 
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with such poor manners in a sexual as-
sault case, it is clear to me that some-
thing is wrong at the institutional 
level.’’ 

It felt like she was the bad guy, 
forced to justify over and over again 
her reasons for reporting. Feeling at-
tacked, she tried to withdraw her case. 

Mr. Speaker, no victim should be 
forced into a situation where they feel 
more discouraged by reporting a rape 
than they do by staying silent. 

But it was too much. Her grades 
started dropping. She started receiving 
Ds and Cs on tests. She had never got-
ten Cs and Ds. Her professors ques-
tioned her excused absences, asking if 
she was in trouble, only forcing her to 
explain the situation more and more. 

Upon finding out her assailant had 
hired legal counsel, she asked the uni-
versity if she could obtain her own 
legal counsel. The university discour-
aged her from doing so and set a quick 
panel date. 

Ultimately, her attacker was found 
guilty of sexual abuse, sexual mis-
conduct, dating violence, and sexual 
harassment. He was suspended for the 
remaining three semesters of Nikki’s 
time at Texas A&M. She felt lucky be-
cause many survivors never receive, in 
her opinion, justice. 

Just in my opinion, if a person is 
guilty of sexual abuse, sexual mis-
conduct, dating violence, and sexual 
harassment, a three-semester suspen-
sion doesn’t seem to be much punish-
ment, if any. 

She says: ‘‘If I felt lucky my rapist, 
who was found guilty, was suspended 
for three semesters, one of which was 
already halfway over, then, clearly, 
something was wrong procedurally,’’ if 
that happened. 

Many times, so many other victims 
never receive any justice, and the ques-
tion remains: Why is a three-semester 
suspension unheard of as severe punish-
ment? 

Mr. Speaker, something here is 
wrong. The reporting process for sexual 
assault should never continue to trau-
matize the victim at every turn. 

Nikki says: ‘‘The trials of the report-
ing process at A&M served to exacer-
bate an already traumatizing experi-
ence, leaving me feeling punished, 
trapped, and deceived.’’ 

She called on the university’s sup-
port program for survivors of sexual as-
sault. It is an interesting note that, 
during this process, she received a 
cease and desist letter from a lawyer 
wanting her to tell the university it 
never happened, and to pay $10,000—I 
presume legal fees—to the attorney. I 
think that is just outrageous that that 
happened. 

Sydney was at Texas A&M, the 
school she loved, a school she always 
wanted to go to and did go to. It was 
her dream school. She was in the sec-
ond semester at Texas A&M and, over a 
welcome weekend break, she was sexu-
ally assaulted. Her assailant took ad-
vantage of her as she was unconscious, 
intoxicated, and unable to fend for her-
self. 

In accordance with title IX rights, 
she reported the rape. Ninety-six days 
after reporting, she was granted an 8- 
hour hearing. She was told that any in-
dividual can serve as her support dur-
ing the hearing, but was never advised 
to seek legal counsel. Here are a few 
lines from her victim impact state-
ment: ‘‘Over the spring break, I decided 
that I didn’t want to live anymore.’’ 

Let me read that again: ‘‘Over spring 
break, I decided that I didn’t want to 
live anymore. I consciously decided 
that this was too much for me to take. 
The waiting. . . . The constant para-
noia. The fact that this boy did some-
thing to me that made me want to take 
my own life should speak for itself. I 
am an optimistic person. I excel at cre-
ating my own happiness. But no matter 
what I tried, I could not find the silver 
lining in this situation.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Sydney did seek help. 
She was diagnosed with PTSD. 

Her impact statement continues: 
‘‘What happened to me 4 months ago 
has impacted me in the most tremen-
dous way—academically, spiritually, 
mentally, physically, in how I handle 
my relationships. What happened to me 
has ultimately changed my life and my 
perspective of life forever.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, this is one of the rare 
cases, in my opinion, where there is 
some hope. Sydney did receive justice 
after going through all this physical 
and mental anguish and pain that she 
is going through. 

Her assailant was expelled, given a 
no-contact order, and restricted from 
A&M property indefinitely. Is it the 
outcome that we would expect? I would 
hope so. 

To put it into words she said: ‘‘The 
weight lifted off my shoulders when I 
heard that A&M chose to expel him 
. . . a weight that nearly smothered me 
for over 96 days. The fear of running 
into him on campus, the fear of seeing 
him around town, the fear that haunt-
ed and controlled my every move on 
campus, it was finally gone.’’ 

That, to me, is justice. It means 
being free from the fear of constantly 
being attacked. The rapist has given 
Sydney a life sentence of mental pain. 
When defendants—I will call them per-
petrators, predators, whatever you 
want to call them—commit an act of 
sexual assault, whether they are pun-
ished, suspended, go to prison or not, 
whenever that consequence under soci-
ety is over, they go on with their lives. 
The victims don’t get to go on with 
their lives. This is the type of offense 
where they think about it almost on a 
daily basis. 

That is why I say that it gives them 
a life sentence of pain and anguish and 
turmoil. Sydney stands with her fellow 
Aggies, demanding justice for the vic-
tims of sexual assault. 

She says: ‘‘I wouldn’t be the Aggie 
that Texas A&M taught me to be if I 
remained silent after receiving justice 
for myself. I wouldn’t be the Aggie that 
Texas A&M taught me to be if I didn’t 
have the backs of these other Aggies, 

other survivors,’’ these other members 
of the 12th Woman. ‘‘Texas A&M 
taught me to be, if I was afraid, to 
stand here and be counted as another 
one of its one-in-five victims on college 
campuses’’ of sexual assault. 

Because of the time, Mr. Speaker, I 
am going to just relate one more story 
and make some comments about what 
we are going to do about these cases. 

Kendra was a proud member of the 
Texas A&M Corps of Cadets. Holding an 
executive officer title, she could not be 
prouder to attend the school and be 
part of this outstanding university 
that prides itself on respect for men 
and women in our military service. 

She was on track to be commissioned 
as a second lieutenant in the United 
States Army—that was, until the re-
percussions of her sexual assault at the 
hands of a fellow cadet sent her world, 
like the others that I have talked 
about, into an uproar. 

Texas A&M has an age-old tradition 
called the Aggie Ring Dunk. She and 
her fellow cadets, one by one, dropped 
their new class rings into pitchers of 
beer. Then they started drinking until 
they surfaced with the gold rings ap-
pearing in the foam. 

What should have been a fun night 
ended in tragedy. One of her fellow ca-
dets, who happened to be engaged to 
someone else, her friend, walked her 
and her friend to the dorm room. How-
ever, he followed her into her room, 
locked the door, and began assaulting 
her. 

Despite being weakened from the al-
cohol, she told him ‘‘no,’’ pushed him 
away, did everything that a lady, a vic-
tim in this case, should do to get him 
away from her. At one point during the 
attack, he began suffocating her. She 
feared for her life. 

Since her assault occurred in a cam-
pus dorm room, she was told that there 
would be a crime alert email sent out 
to the entire campus. That alert never 
went out. No one was warned that a 
violent sexual assault on campus had 
been reported. Not a single A&M 
woman was any wiser. 

Kendra says: ‘‘I believe Texas A&M 
endangered the lives of every single 
A&M student that came into contact 
with my rapist from the time the uni-
versity knew’’ what he had done. 

She was then told that she would 
meet with the commandant of the 
corps, along with both of her parents, 
to address the safety and her lack of 
safety. Suddenly, her parents were 
barred from the room, not allowed to 
provide any support for her. 

Rest assured, the general would have 
two assistants in the room with him. 
Three against one, the 20-year-old 
cadet versus three high-ranking mili-
tary officials, to discuss rape, rape 
against her. 

After much debate, the meeting 
never occurred. Instead, the dean of 
student life met with Kendra and her 
parents. She described that meeting as 
that individual ‘‘implied that my re-
port of the assault was causing her 
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trouble, and I wasn’t helping anyone by 
coming forward. . . . And then there 
were several ways that I was request-
ing not to see my assailant, because we 
lived in very close quarters and had 
common classes and common activi-
ties.’’ 

Every single one of those requests by 
her was denied to keep him away from 
her. They offered to move Kendra’s 
parking spot; not the assailant’s. They 
offered to change Kendra’s schedule; 
not the assailant’s. They offered to 
move Kendra’s dorm to another dorm, 
but not the assailant’s. A no-contact 
order was issued, but, you guessed it, it 
was up to Kendra to leave if the indi-
vidual showed up in a classroom or the 
building. 

Throughout the entire process, she 
said the university said that lawyers 
slow things down and aren’t necessary. 
But Kendra obtained a lawyer that 
night. Shortly afterward, she received 
justice against her assailant. 

As soon as her attorney met with 
school officials, the school quickly 
found a way to suspend the assailant 
until the hearing. Kendra’s case was 
decided by the university’s student 
conduct panel composed of three fac-
ulty members, and they found him re-
sponsible for 21 charges, including sex-
ual abuse and sexual contact. And he 
was expelled. 

b 1245 
It seems to me that because she hired 

her own private attorney she got the 
justice that she wanted and she de-
served. 

To this day, Kendra hopes university 
police will pursue a criminal case 
against her attacker. With the current 
backlog of DNA testing, it would take 
a year for her sexual assault kit to be 
analyzed. Until then she will continue 
to speak up, be part of the 12th Woman, 
and ask for change for her beloved uni-
versity and all universities to make 
them safer for all students. 

Those are six cases, individuals, 
young women, who went to college and 
bad things happened to them. Their 
statements speak for themselves. In 
some cases they felt like the university 
helped them; some cases they don’t feel 
like the university helped them. But to 
a person—I was starting to say to a 
man—but to a woman, they all want 
improvements on college campuses 
about what has taken place on our 
campuses. 

After all of these things came out in 
the public domain, the 12th Woman 
group met with university officials. 
They presented a 12th Woman report 
outlining specifically what happened 
and what they want changed on their 
university, and really what should be 
changed on other universities. 

Mr. Speaker, I include the report in 
the RECORD. 

12TH WOMAN REPORT 
This report outlines the information 

shared between the 12th Woman and the ad-
ministration of Texas A&M including Chan-
cellor John Sharp and President Michael 
Young on Monday, June 25, 2018. 

About 12th Woman—The 12th Woman is a 
group of survivors and advocates dedicated 
to transforming Texas A&M University poli-
cies for providing justice in cases of sexual 
assault that are reported. 

INTRODUCTION TO MEETING WITH TEXAS A&M 
ADMINISTRATION 

My name is Abbie Hillis, and I want to wel-
come everyone here tonight. Thank you to 
the victims for being brave enough to share 
your story and thank you to the administra-
tion and President Young for making this 
meeting a priority. 

It is fair to say that we all know this meet-
ing shouldn’t even be a meeting we are 
forced to have. As survivors, we know the ad-
ministration has had meetings like this be-
fore, recently in fact, where you were forced 
to listen to stories about how the policies 
and procedures at Texas A&M need to 
change. We are here tonight because there 
has been complete and utter failure by the 
leadership at Texas A&M. You all have de-
clined to make sexual assault advocacy, pol-
icy, and procedure a priority. Instead, you 
continue to issue what are titled ‘‘messages 
to the community,’’ in the hopes that a care-
fully-worded statement will keep current 
and future students satisfied. Well, we are 
saying no more. The constant gaslighting 
and victim blaming must end. 

We come to you today with huge hearts for 
Texas A&M, but we also come to you with 
broken hearts, because you have chosen to 
prioritize the university’s brand over justice 
for victims. For a university that portrays 
itself to the public as unique by priding itself 
on its core values, it is unconscionable to 
hear the never-ending stories over and over 
and over from survivors. These stories are all 
the same and demonstrate in each and every 
case that the university prioritizes athletes, 
money, and perceptions of safety over pro-
viding advocates and support for victims who 
have been sexually assaulted. Victims are si-
lenced, shamed, and encouraged not to hire 
an attorney. Victims go to the Student 
Counseling Center only to be told not to re-
port their story or that the issues are far 
greater than the SCC can handle. Victims 
are forced to walk on campus next to their 
assailant, or worse, to watch their assailant 
compete and represent the university on a 
global stage. 

Our stories today will illustrate the incon-
sistencies in Texas A&M’s reporting proce-
dures for sexual assault crimes. There is no 
uniform reporting process and no one is held 
accountable. Current policies encourage 
those in charge, like some of you sitting in 
this room today, to brush stories aside and 
sweep victims under a rug. Texas A&M is 
spending money on ribbons for athletes to 
wear for sexual assault awareness but can’t 
provide a qualified trauma counselor to sup-
port sexual assault victims. The university 
also spends money duplicating services that 
are already provided for free through the 
government. But this isn’t new information 
to any of you. 

Beyond hearing our stories today, I hope 
you all also know that we are investigating 
your Clery Act alerts with reports of sexual 
assault, as we believe there are discrep-
ancies. We are aware that the university has 
hired Husch Blackwell LLP to do a ‘‘thor-
ough’’ review of your sexual assault inves-
tigations related to Title IX. But we also 
know that this is the exact same firm that 
found Michigan State University compliant 
with Title IX prior to Larry Nassar being 
convicted of over 200 counts of sexual as-
sault. Maybe if MSU actually hired a team of 
attorneys that genuinely had the univer-
sity’s best interest at heart, they wouldn’t 
find themselves in a $500 million settlement. 
We are curious, is this the same outcome you 

all want for Texas A&M? As I mentioned be-
fore, none of this information is new, yet 
these issues still come up and we get the 
same response from the administration with 
no results. There is no doubt that the univer-
sity is proficient in providing a statement in 
attempt to address an issue, but we all know 
that words only go so far and actions speak 
so much louder, actions that you all, to date, 
have not had the decency and respect to 
make a priority. 

Our goal is not to spread awareness to this 
administration; you know very well these 
issues exist. Instead, our goal is to invoke 
action with the leadership of the university. 
Texas A&M has the ability to be a leader 
among universities across the nation. You 
have an opportunity to address these issues 
and create a system that actually works to 
protect and advocate for victims of sexual 
assault. We can either choose to work to-
gether and create change or we will have to 
work against each other and force change. 
Ultimately, it is up to you, the leadership of 
Texas A&M, to decide which route we will 
take. What we are asking for is simple: a 
commitment to integrity, to ensure that all 
Aggies are safe to attend Texas A&M Univer-
sity. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Also, the school, 
Texas A&M, has responded. The presi-
dent met with the 12th Woman, the la-
dies in this group, and had a meeting 
with them and has issued a comprehen-
sive statement, as they call it, com-
prehensive reviews and actions and 
next steps by the president of the uni-
versity. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
what Texas A&M’s response to all of 
this is. 

COMPREHENSIVE REVIEWS, ACTIONS AND NEXT 
STEPS 

(July 2, 2018) 
Dear Aggie Community, I would like to 

provide you with an update regarding review 
plans recently announced that seek ways to 
improve how the university addresses sexual 
assault investigations. Since the last update, 
below are some of the efforts underway now 
and in the near future: 

Robin Means-Coleman is, as reported ear-
lier, leading the internal review. She has 
begun the following initiatives, to which she 
and those involved will add additional ac-
tions throughout the review: 

Assemble the internal review committee. 
The committee is comprised of a team of ex-
perts, to include: students including sexual 
assault survivors; faculty whose scholarship 
focuses on sexual assault; staff including stu-
dent assistance services; a representative 
from the community Sexual Assault Re-
source Center (SARC); and others; 

Analyze related university rules and 
Standard Administrative Procedures (SAPs); 

Examine Student Affairs Title IX proc-
esses, from intake to post-process; 

Identify ways to improve communications 
with students regarding available resources, 
advocates, and advisors; and 

Understand staffing allocations and needs. 
EVP and Provost Dr. Carol Fierke is, as re-

ported, the lead liaison to the third-party re-
view firm, Husch Blackwell (HB). HB will be 
on campus beginning this month to inter-
view students, faculty, staff, community ad-
vocates and others. HB was selected because 
of their expertise and deep level of scrutiny 
as it pertains to assessments of policies and, 
importantly, challenges in implementing 
those policies. Primary interview input, 
process analysis, training review and 
benchmarking to other universities will be 
some of their work. We will make available 
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to HB the information and resources that 
they require. Significantly, as is essential to 
any meaningful results in a third-party re-
view, we will also stay out of their way so 
that they may do their work independently 
and unfettered. 

During the course of these reviews, as op-
portunities for improvement are identified, 
we will take action. We will not wait until 
conclusion of reviews to implement what we 
are able to improve as we move along. 

Since my last message, an Aggie-led sexual 
assault survivors group agreed to meet with 
our leadership team last week. The Chan-
cellor, Provost and I along with other cam-
pus leaders listened carefully as individuals 
bravely shared their experiences. We are 
deeply grateful for their input. We will not 
comment on any individual case or publicly 
share details of that private discussion, but 
I want to sincerely thank them for their tes-
timonies and willingness to share with us di-
rectly. I reiterate our commitment to ad-
dressing concerns brought forth. 

We are committed to keeping our Aggie 
community informed as these important re-
views and resulting actions progress. It is 
important to remind you of the standing in-
vitation for all Aggies to send suggestions to 
feedback@tamu.edu, which we are reading. 

I want to thank you again for your input, 
caring and support as leaders inside and out-
side of the university advance this important 
work. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL K. YOUNG, 

President. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
Texas A&M is not alone in the fight to 
provide victims a voice. As stated in 
one of the victim’s statements that I 
read into the RECORD, the National 
Sexual Violence Resource Center re-
ports that each year one in five women 
will be assaulted while in college. One 
in five, 20 percent, in those 4 or 5 years. 
To me that is a staggering statistic. 

According to End Rape on Campus, 
an American woman who attends col-
lege is more likely to be a victim of 
sexual assault than a woman who does 
not go to college. That means whatever 
you think it means—one in five. 

Mr. Speaker, most of us in the House 
are parents. I am blessed to have three 
daughters and a son, and I have 12 
grandkids, eight of which are girls. 
Parents need to be aware of these sta-
tistics. One in five will be assaulted 
while in college as a student. 

So what we want to do and what the 
12th Woman wants to do is to stop 
these statistics and bring them down. I 
understand that at Texas A&M, the 
statistics—and I may be wrong—the 
statistics show that 1 in 14 are as-
saulted. At the same time, institutions 
of higher education across the country, 
to me, do not have an incentive to ac-
knowledge the problem publicly, to ad-
dress it. 

We can understand why universities 
don’t really talk a lot about what is 
happening with crimes on campus. 
They just don’t. It is about the image 
of the university and other things. But 
it is not being talked about, I think, 
enough so that people are on notice 
that there is a problem. 

Here are some solutions to the 
chances of having an assault com-
mitted on campus and what we can do 

about it as public, Members of Con-
gress, and what universities can do 
about it. Some of those solutions are 
presented in the president’s report at 
Texas A&M. Many of the solutions are 
presented in what these victims, the 
12th Woman, tell us about. 

The current oversight—because there 
are Federal laws that talk about re-
porting all crimes, including assault— 
seems to affect encouraging colleges to 
underreport sexual assaults. 

I certainly applaud these young 
women for having the courage to come 
forward and tell their stories to the 
world. This 12th Woman group, as I 
said, are here today, and they are advo-
cating for change on the national level. 
It has nothing to do with Texas A&M. 
It has everything to with changing all 
of our universities. It is a call to ac-
tion. The 12th Woman is dedicated to 
bringing change to the way univer-
sities address sexual assault, not just 
at A&M, but across the country. 

I will stand with the 12th Woman, 
Mr. Speaker, for their coming forward 
and telling their stories. These stories 
that you heard are not unique to one 
university. They happen all over the 
country. 

So what are we doing about it? 
Hopefully, I have shown part of the 

problem. Now it is up to us. I am talk-
ing about Congress. Victims of crime 
on college campuses—or really any 
other place—sexual assault victims 
don’t have high-dollar lawyers from 
New York City to represent them. 
Whether it is in a university setting or 
whether it is in a courtroom, they 
don’t. Some of them do, but most of 
them don’t. As stated in these cases, 
most of them are alone when they are 
trying to resolve this problem before 
officials at the school. 

The United States Congress must be 
their voice. 

How do we become their voice? We 
make sure there is the right legislation 
filed to protect our daughters and our 
sons when they go to our universities. 
We have some legislation. The Clery 
Act is one of these. We are going to try 
to improve it. 

So I am talking about three pieces of 
legislation. These are pieces of legisla-
tion that are bipartisan. I will repeat 
that. It is bipartisan. So it may not get 
a whole lot of notoriety because we are 
not fussing, fighting, and feuding with 
each other. Both sides agree. I want to 
thank CAROLYN MALONEY from New 
York and JACKIE SPEIER from Cali-
fornia—bipartisan—for working on 
these pieces of legislation. 

They will help combat sexual assault 
on campus, provide victims with a 
clear path to reporting to the univer-
sities, make sure victim advocates are 
ready and available to all students na-
tionwide, and make sure that victims 
are able to access a qualified nurse ex-
aminer, a forensic examiner. 

Let me mention the first one. It is 
called the Megan Act. It is bipartisan. 
Megan Rondini lived in Austin, Texas. 
She went to school at the University of 

Alabama. While she was a sophomore 
there, she was at a local hangout, a 
bar, and came in contact with a former 
student. She was taken to his place. 
She was sexually assaulted, jumped out 
of the second story window at his 
place, and then the whole system 
seemed to fall apart. 

She went to the hospital, but the per-
son at the hospital didn’t really under-
stand what the responsibility was of 
that medical test. The rape kit was 
taken, but nobody knows where it is. It 
is gone. The police interrogated her, I 
think, because they knew who the ac-
cused was. The parents were important 
people at the university. They didn’t 
have anything to do with the case and 
even talked about filing charges on 
her. 

Then she went to the university and 
talked to a counselor. The counselor 
said: 

Well, I know the accused, and I am not 
qualified to talk to you about it. 

But they didn’t furnish her with 
somebody else. 

So she didn’t get help from the uni-
versity, didn’t get help at the hospital, 
and didn’t get help from the police de-
partment. She had a lot of emotional 
problems and decided to transfer. So 
she transferred from the University of 
Alabama to SMU in Dallas, Texas. 

Shortly after she transferred, Mr. 
Speaker, she committed suicide. She 
couldn’t handle it, all of these things 
going on in her mind. So she paid; she 
got the death penalty for what hap-
pened to her. Megan Rondini could 
have been anybody’s daughter. 

So we have filed the Megan Rondini 
Act. What does it do? It does one thing 
specifically. It says universities and 
colleges must provide a SANE or a 
SAFE, sexual assault forensic exam-
iner, to victims of sexual assault, or 
have one available for them nearby so 
that when they go to report this trau-
ma medically they get treatment from 
an expert. It is bipartisan legislation. 
We ought to pass this legislation, get it 
on the House floor and pass it to make 
our universities better. 

I will say this about the University 
of Alabama, because of this thing that 
happened at their school, they changed 
a lot of things. Good for them that 
they changed a lot of their procedures. 

I would ask the Speaker how much 
time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ESTES of Kansas). The gentleman has 
17 minutes remaining. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Okay. I will talk a 
little faster. I am from Texas. We talk 
slower. I would like to get more than 17 
minutes, but I understand. 

JACKIE SPEIER and I have filed a bill 
called the HALT Act, HALT Campus 
Sexual Violence Act. I will give as 
many details as I can, Mr. Speaker. 

The National Institute of Justice es-
timates that 63 percent of universities 
shirk their already legal responsibility 
when reporting sexual assault violent 
crimes. They are already supposed to 
report it; they don’t. This bill will 
make sure that they do report it. 
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It allows the Department of Edu-

cation to issue financial penalties to 
people who don’t comply with Title IX. 
It increases the penalties up to $100,000. 
It allows a private right of action by 
the victim on campus, and it requires 
public disclosure of a list of colleges 
and universities under investigation in 
violation of Title IX and the Clery Act. 
It increases funding so that univer-
sities can do this. The HALT Act is a 
good piece of legislation. 

The third piece of legislation by 
CAROLYN MALONEY of New York and 
me—it is pretty bipartisan. CAROLYN 
MALONEY from New York is a progres-
sive, liberal Democrat. TED POE is kind 
of a conservative guy from Texas. We 
are joining together to sponsor the 
Campus Accountability and Safety 
Act. 

What does it do? It provides, specifi-
cally, victim advocates in sexual as-
sault cases to victims of sexual assault 
on campus. It does a lot of other 
things, too. I hope we can get both of 
these on the House floor soon. It also 
requires that there is one reporting 
mechanism. 

In other words, if you are com-
plaining of sexual assault by a student, 
there is one avenue on campuses. Other 
campuses, such as the ones that have 
the Corps of Cadets, you go through the 
Corps of Cadets. If it is against a fac-
ulty member, for example, you go that 
route. If it is against an athlete, you go 
a different route. So we need to com-
bine all of those in all of our reporting 
systems so that students know and are 
put on notice that they can go through 
one specific route. These legislations 
do a lot of other specific things, too. 

Recently I was at Rice University. I 
had Members of Congress down there. 
We did a sexual assault forum on cam-
pus. What happened? Rice University is 
doing a lot of good things. One of the 
things they do is just make it real ob-
vious that there are things that stu-
dents can do. 

Mr. Speaker, I include this poster in 
the RECORD. 

YOU ARE NOT ALONE 
Rice University has supportive and caring 

faculty, staff, and students who are here to 
help you. 

If you have experienced any kind of sexual 
assault, sexual harassment, relationship vio-
lence and/or stalking, it is not your fault and 
you have options. 

Rice University’s Sexual Misconduct Pol-
icy prohibits relationship violence, stalking, 
and sexual misconduct. These behaviors in-
clude physical and verbal abuse, sexual as-
sault, unwanted sexual contact, and sexual 
harassment. 

For emergency assistance, call: 
RUPD/REMS. 
For confidential counseling, call (24/7): 
Rice Counseling Center 
Houston Area Women’s Center 
the Montrose Center 
Students can learn about their options at 

Rice by contacting: 
Title IX Coordinator 
Student Wellbeing and Title IX Support 
To learn more or to find a STRIVE Liai-

son: 
Visit safe.rice.edu 
Email TitleIXSupport@rice.edu 

Mr. POE of Texas. They post these 
posters throughout the university and 
restrooms telling them basically you 
are not alone and here is what you can 
do to educate and what you can do if a 
crime is committed against you. 

It is a good idea. They have a pro-
tocol that I think many universities 
ought to look at. They have designed a 
student-based—really?—a program that 
all students are required to take when 
they are an incoming freshman. It is 
not just a 1-hour course. It is several 
weeks long. They educate students on 
how to deal with other people—rela-
tionships—that a lot of them have 
never been trained in doing. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been talking 
about, I think, a very serious thing 
that happens. Here in Congress, we 
spend a lot of time talking. Right be-
fore I talked, you heard a lot of talking 
on both sides. But we spend a lot of 
time talking about our national de-
fense, and we spend a lot of money on 
airplanes, aircraft carriers, and our 
military. I’m not saying that we 
shouldn’t. But it is defense spending to 
make us safe from foreign countries. 

Should we not be as concerned about 
the safety of Americans in America 
and maybe refocus on their safety? 

I think we can and we should. We 
need to make sure we get our priorities 
straight. 

b 1300 

I have known a lot of sexual assault 
victims in my career at the courthouse 
for 30-plus years. I still keep in contact 
with them on a periodic basis. Some-
times they just call me to check in. I 
have known sexual assault victims 
who, even after the trial and the person 
went off to the Texas penitentiary, 
committed suicide. 

Mr. Speaker, rape, sexual assault is a 
different type of crime than your car 
being stolen or your house being bur-
glarized. It affects the individual in the 
deepest part of their soul. Sometimes 
the offender tries to steal the identity, 
the soul, the self-worth of the victim. 
Many of them feel that way for a long 
time. 

We in the House of Representatives 
have the responsibility to be the voice 
of sexual assault victims in our coun-
try and do what we can to make sure 
that they have due process, that the 
same Constitution that protects the 
rights of offenders—and I totally be-
lieve in those rights—protects the 
rights of people who are victims of 
crime. 

Due process and justice must balance 
both of those so that we get the right 
decision for the right reason when 
these things happen to, primarily, our 
female athletes or female students 
throughout our universities. 

I admire these women who have come 
forward, being bold to make public 
what happened to them—bad things— 
and our response should be: We are on 
your side. We are in it together. We are 
going to do what we can to make our 
great universities even greater and pro-

tect our young men and women on col-
lege campuses. 

The 12th Woman. I would say, Mr. 
Speaker, don’t mess with the 12th 
Woman. These are relentless, tenacious 
young women who want to take what 
happened to them and turn it around 
and make it something that we can 
prevent, make it a positive thing. 

My grandmother, who was the most 
influential person in my life—and I will 
close with this, Mr. Speaker, and I ap-
preciate the time—lived to a ripe old 
age of 99. She was the most influential 
person in my life, even more than both 
my parents, who are both alive. They 
are 93 now. She told me that there is 
nothing more powerful than a woman 
who has made up her mind. 

I think these women have made up 
their mind, and we need to join them 
and be together in our calls to stop sex-
ual assault on campuses and tell our 
universities and help our universities 
make those places safer because our 
American children and children from 
other countries that go to our univer-
sities are worth fighting for. It is our 
job to do so, Mr. Speaker. 

And that is just the way it is. 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the topic 
of my Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 

support of my colleague Congressman TED 
POE holding this important Special Order Hour 
to honor survivors of sexual violence on our 
college campuses, and in particular the brave 
members of the 12th Woman, a group of sur-
vivors from Texas A&M University who are 
speaking truth to power about their experi-
ences. Judge POE has been unwavering in his 
pursuit of justice for victims of sexual violence 
on the bench and in Congress. I applaud his 
strong advocacy and tireless dedication to this 
incredibly important cause. He is a true ally 
and his legacy on this issue will continue to 
help countless victims and survivors move for-
ward. 

When parents drop off their children for their 
first year of college, we expect our institutions 
of higher learning to keep them safe. But 
that’s not the reality for 20 percent of young 
women and six percent of young men who are 
destined to become victims of sexual assault 
on campus. To make matters worse, survivors 
are constantly told that they are responsible 
for their assault—from being penalized for so- 
called ‘code of ethics’ violations, like drinking 
at parties or going into other students’ dorm 
rooms, to being blamed for not fighting back. 

That includes a brave survivor at Texas 
A&M who had the wherewithal to alert her 
school that her rapist was allowed back on the 
swim team after being suspended for only one 
semester and not being subject to criminal 
charges. The school’s response speaks vol-
umes—‘‘I regret your displeasure with the per-
ceived impact, and I wish you all the best as 
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you continue to seek healing’’. The school’s 
failure to protect the survivor and other poten-
tial victims is unacceptable. 

They are not alone. Universities continue to 
inadequately deal with perpetrators across the 
country—from expulsions after graduation, to 
honor code violations that carry less of a pen-
alty than plagiarism, to allowing perpetrators to 
directly cross-examine their victims about their 
past sexual history during the so-called inves-
tigative process. This kind of antiquated vic-
tim-blaming and -shaming must end. 

That is why I am introducing the bipartisan 
Hold Accountable and Lend Transparency or 
HALT Campus Sexual Violence Act with my 
colleagues Congressmen TED POE and BRIAN 
FITZPATRICK to ensure that our colleges and 
universities do everything they can to hold 
perpetrators accountable and to provide the 
support survivors need and deserve. 

f 

WHAT TAX REFORM MEANS TO 
PENNSYLVANIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ROTHFUS) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to take a few minutes this after-
noon during this Special Order just to 
go over some highlights of the Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act as we continue to 
see very robust economic growth hap-
pening across the country, including in 
my district back in western Pennsyl-
vania. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act is the cul-
mination of years spent listening to 
the stories of families back home who 
had nothing left over at the end of the 
month, of families who were struggling 
to save for retirement, pay off loans, 
and simply make ends meet. These sto-
ries are not just unique to my district, 
but they are coming in from all across 
America to the House of Representa-
tives. 

For too long, hardworking Americans 
toiled under a broken Tax Code filled 
with loopholes and special interest 
carve-outs. For most of the last decade, 
we had sluggish growth, stagnant 
wages, and limited opportunity across 
the country, including parts of Penn-
sylvania. When an economy is stagnant 
and not healthy, fewer job opportuni-
ties exist and workers’ hard-earned 
wages often do not keep up with ex-
penses. 

Since being elected in 2012, I told my 
constituents that it did not have to be 
that way, that we could do better, that 
we deserve better. That is why 6 
months ago, my colleagues and I 
passed the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, and 
the President signed it into law. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act puts hard-
working Americans first by allowing 
them to keep more of their paychecks, 
bringing businesses home from over-
seas, and creating that healthier econ-
omy. 

To help workers keep more of their 
wages, the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act near-
ly doubles the standard deduction from 
$6,350 per individual to $12,000, and 

from $12,700 to $24,000 for married cou-
ples, essentially doubling the amount 
of income that will not be subject to 
Federal income taxes. 

It also expands the child tax credit to 
$2,000 to help parents with the cost of 
raising kids, and adds a new credit to 
help provide care for elderly family 
members and adults with disabilities. 

With these changes, the zero tax 
bracket increases significantly. Con-
sequently, more Americans will be 
fully exempt from Federal income 
taxes, and they can keep more of their 
hard-earned wages. 

Additionally, before the Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Act, the United States had the 
highest business tax rates in the indus-
trialized world. Pennsylvania’s com-
bined Federal and State corporate tax 
rate stood at nearly 45 percent. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act is remov-
ing a choke hold on our economy, de-
creasing for American corporations the 
tax rate from 35 percent to 21 percent. 
Consequently, the Pennsylvania com-
bined rate now stands at 31 percent. 
This puts American companies in a 
better place, from a competitive stand-
point, than their Chinese and Mexican 
counterparts. 

Think about that. Prior to the Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act, China was treating 
its companies better, Mexico was treat-
ing its companies better, with lower 
tax rates, and you saw investments 
going into those countries. Now, with 
the United States having lower tax 
rates, it is turning around. 

This improvement, as well as other 
provisions such as the immediate ex-
pensing of new equipment, is causing 
companies to bring cash back from 
overseas and invest in America and 
hire workers and raise pay. 

Under the new system, small busi-
ness employers, known as pass-through 
enterprise—your partnerships, your 
LLCs—will be able to deduct 20 percent 
of their qualified business income, and 
the remaining income will be taxed at 
new and lower rates. 

This translates into a significant tax 
cut for Main Street businesses, freeing 
up resources that will allow them to 
innovate and invest in their commu-
nities, hire workers, and increase 
wages. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act also es-
tablished a program that will ensure 
that the benefits of our booming econ-
omy reach areas that have been his-
torically overlooked: the opportunity 
zone programs. 

States are identifying areas that 
have struggled with high poverty and 
sluggish economic growth. The Tax 
Cuts and Jobs Act provides tax incen-
tives to direct private investment into 
and reinvigorate these communities. 
These communities have been starved 
of robust capital investment for dec-
ades. That is about to change. 

In my district in western Pennsyl-
vania, Governor Wolf from Pennsyl-
vania has designated zones across the 
State. In western Pennsylvania, in my 
district, we have tracts that have been 

designated in Beaver Falls, Midland, 
Johnstown, and Aliquippa. These are 
strong communities, Mr. Speaker, that 
once again can thrive thanks to the at-
tractive incentives offered in the op-
portunity zone investment. 

This is how it is going to work. 
People may have an asset they have 

been holding for a long time and have 
a capital gain there. There is $6 trillion 
locked up in capital gains across this 
country. If somebody wants to make an 
investment in a community where 
there has not been an investment, they 
can sell that asset, defer their capital 
gain, and invest in that fund. If they 
hold that in the fund for 10 years, they 
can defer the tax for that 10 years, get 
a step up in basis, and here is where it 
is great: they will not pay taxes on the 
appreciation of that investment in the 
opportunity zone. 

Think about that capital that can 
flow into those communities and stay 
there and grow a business. That is pri-
vate capital coming in, which is dif-
ferent from a government grant that 
might go in. 

You have individuals who are looking 
to make investments. They want that 
investment to grow. They want that in-
vestment to do well. They want that 
investment to prosper in these commu-
nities. This is good news for those com-
munities and good news for people who 
live there and can get jobs as a result 
of the investments in these oppor-
tunity zones. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act is not just 
about simplifying our Tax Code. It is 
saving people money. It is about em-
powering people in Pennsylvania and 
throughout our Nation with hope and 
opportunity to better their lives for 
themselves, their families, and their 
communities. 

These reforms within the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act are resulting in real bene-
fits that are being experienced across 
the Nation. Already, 90 percent of 
American workers are receiving higher 
take-home pay under the new with-
holding tables. Four million workers 
have received bonuses, raises, or ex-
panded benefits, and over 1 million new 
jobs have been created, including 
160,000 manufacturing jobs. 

For the first time in many years, 
there are more job openings than job 
seekers. Last month, the unemploy-
ment rate was 4 percent, nearly the 
lowest in decades, and the unemploy-
ment rates for African Americans and 
Hispanics were at historic lows. Fifty- 
eight percent of small business owners 
are confident about hiring new employ-
ees, and more Americans are opti-
mistic about their future. 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act is bring-
ing workers who were pushed to the 
sidelines during the previous years 
back into the labor force and restoring 
hope to everyday Americans. In June, 
600,000 people entered the labor force, 
and 213,000 new jobs were added. 

Businesses in my district are rein-
vesting in their employees, commu-
nities, and operations through bonuses, 
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higher wages and salaries, and in-
creased charitable giving. 

In western Pennsylvania, PNC Bank 
and BNY Mellon have raised their em-
ployees’ minimum wages. Major com-
panies, including UPS, FedEx, and 
Home Depot, that employ thousands of 
western Pennsylvanians, are providing 
bonuses and contributing more to their 
employees’ retirement plans. 

In fact, the Hampton Township Home 
Depot plans to create its own Success 
Sharing Program, in which hourly em-
ployees will be able to divide an esti-
mated $30,000 to $40,000 among them-
selves semiannually, twice a year. 

The Ellwood Group, a steel manufac-
turer, is planning a $60 million addition 
to its New Castle plant and adding 25 
new employees once it is fully oper-
ational. 

Some who opposed the Tax Cuts and 
Jobs Acts have touted these meaning-
ful benefits to U.S. workers as 
‘‘crumbs.’’ They have said that this law 
only helps the wealthy. 

Let me ask this: Is the Pennsylvania 
Utilities Commission requiring 17 of its 
utility companies to give a monthly 
credit to their customers, saving $320 
million a year, crumbs? 

Mr. Speaker, these aren’t crumbs. 
These are seeds that are taking root 
and growing opportunities, creating 
jobs and the economy for all Americans 
to prosper. 

Don’t just take it from me. Take it 
from John in New Kensington, who is 
seeing more money in his paycheck and 
received a $2,500 bonus. 

Take it from Brian in Windber, who 
is receiving $500 more a month; Mi-
chael in Aliquippa, who is bringing 
home an extra 4.5 percent in each pay-
check; Edward in Westmoreland Coun-
ty, who is receiving $128 more per pay-
check. That is more than $3,000 per 
year. 

Take it from Flory in Westmoreland 
County, who said that, thanks to the 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, her family will 
have more money to use towards their 
son’s postgraduate education; and 
Heidi from Allegheny County, who 
wrote to tell me that ‘‘every penny we 
aren’t taxed can go towards our other 
bills such as food, utilities, school 
loans, a mortgage, and clothing for our 
children. We were barely scraping by 
during the previous administration.’’ 

b 1315 

The Tax Cuts and Jobs Act is about 
empowering everyone, from the single 
mom in Ambridge, Pennsylvania, look-
ing to buy her first home to the entre-
preneur in Beaver Falls, working to 
achieve his or her American Dream. 

When our people can fully develop 
their God-given skills and talents in a 
competitive economy without the gov-
ernment’s excessive taxes and regula-
tions, not only will our citizens’ lives 
improve, but our country will grow 
stronger. 

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

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 17 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, July 23, 
2018, at noon for morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

5696. A letter from the Chairman, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
transmitting the Board’s semiannual Mone-
tary Policy Report to the Congress, pursuant 
to Public Law 106-569; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

5697. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Office of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of the Treasury, transmitting a re-
port to Congress on International Monetary 
and Financial Policies, pursuant to Sec. 1701 
of the International Financial Institutions 
Act, as amended by Sec. 583 of the Omnibus 
Consolidated and Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations Act, 1999; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

5698. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s Second Triennial Report 
to Congress on Biofuels and the Environ-
ment, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 7545 note; Public 
Law 110-140, Sec. 204(a); (121 Stat. 1529); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5699. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
OSD SEMO, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting a notification of a nomination, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 
151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

5700. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
OSD SEMO, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting a notification of a nomination, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 
151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

5701. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
OSD SEMO, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting a notification of a vacancy and a 
nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); 
Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5702. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
SEMO, Department of Defense (Army), 
transmitting a notification of a vacancy, 
designation of acting officer, nomination, 
discontinuation of service in acting role, and 
change in previously submitted reported in-
formation, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Pub-
lic Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5703. A letter from the Assistant Director, 
OSD SEMO, Department of Defense (Navy), 
transmitting a notification of an action on 
nomination and discontinuation of service in 
acting role, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Pub-
lic Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5704. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; 
Fisheries Off West Coast States; Pacific 
Coast Groundfish Fishery; 2017-18 Biennial 
Specifications and Management Measures; 
Inseason Adjustments [Docket No.: 160808696- 
7010-02] (RIN: 0648-BH47) received July 13, 

2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

5705. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — International Fisheries; West-
ern and Central Pacific Fisheries for Highly 
Migratory Species; 2017 Purse Seine FAD 
Fishery Closure [Docket No.: 160205084-6510- 
02] (RIN: 0648-XF873) received July 13, 2018, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

5706. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s an-
nouncement of a valid specified fishing 
agreement — Pacific Island Pelagic Fish-
eries; 2017 U.S. Territorial Longline Bigeye 
Tuna Catch Limits for the Territory of 
American Samoa (RIN: 0648-XF156) received 
July 13, 2018, 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. 

5707. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2018 
Commercial Accountability Measure and 
Closure for Gulf of Mexico Greater 
Amberjack [Docket No.: 1206013412-2517-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XG110) received July 13, 2018, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

5708. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; Snapper- 
Grouper Resources of the South Atlantic; 
2018 Commercial Trip Limit Reduction 
[Docket No.: 130312235-3658-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XG173) received July 13, 2018, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5709. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s temporary rule 
— Coastal Migratory Pelagic Resources of 
the Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic Region; 
Commercial Trip Limit Increase in the At-
lantic Southern Zone [Docket No.: 160426363- 
7275-02] (RIN: 0648-XG009) received July 13, 
2018, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

5710. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Coastal Migratory Pelagic Re-
sources of the Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic 
Region; 2017-2018 Commercial Hook-and-Line 
Closure for King Mackerel in the Gulf of 
Mexico Southern Zone [Docket No.: 
160426363-7275-02] (RIN: 0648-XG034) received 
July 13, 2018, 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. 

5711. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory 
Species; North Atlantic Swordfish Fishery 
[Docket No.: 120627194-3657-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XF817) received July 13, 2018, pursuant to 5 
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5712. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; Snapper- 
Grouper Fishery of the South Atlantic; Re- 
Opening of the Recreational Sector for Red 
Snapper [Docket No.: 170803719-7719-01] (RIN: 
0648-XF848) received July 13, 2018, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

5713. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2017 
Commercial Accountability Measure and 
Closure for Gulf Gray Triggerfish [Docket 
No.: 121004518-3398-01] (RIN: 0648-XF815) re-
ceived July 13, 2018, 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. 

5714. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2017 
Commercial Accountability Measure and 
Closure for South Atlantic Gray Triggerfish; 
July Through December Season [Docket No.: 
141107936-5399-02] (RIN: 0648-XF810) received 
July 13, 2018, 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. 

5715. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Caribbean, 
Gulf of Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal 
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf of 
Mexico and Atlantic Region; Commercial 
Closure for Spanish Mackerel [Docket No.: 
140722613-4908-02] (RIN: 0648-XF765) received 
July 13, 2018, 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. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6305. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to improve access 
to health care through modernized health 
savings accounts; with an amendment (Rept. 
115–844). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6301. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide high de-
ductible health plans with first dollar cov-
erage flexibility; with an amendment (Rept. 
115–845). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6312. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to treat certain 
amounts paid for physical activity, fitness, 
and exercise as amounts paid for medical 
care; with an amendment (Rept. 115–846). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6306. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to increase the con-
tribution limitation for health savings ac-
counts, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 115–847). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6314. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow bronze and 
catastrophic plans in connection with health 
savings account; with an amendment (Rept. 
115–848). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6311. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 and the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act to mod-
ify the definition of qualified health plan for 
purposes of the health insurance premium 
tax credit and to allow individuals pur-
chasing health insurance in the individual 
market to purchase a lower premium copper 
plan; with an amendment (Rept. 115–849, Pt. 
1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6199. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to include certain 
over-the-counter medical products as quali-
fied medical expenses; with an amendment 
(Rept. 115–850). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6309. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow individuals 
entitled to Medicare Part A by reason of 
being over age 65 to contribute to health sav-
ings account; with an amendment (Rept. 115– 
851). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6317. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide that di-
rect primary care service arrangements do 
not disqualify deductible health savings ac-
count contributions, and for other purposes; 
with an amendment (Rept. 115–852). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADY (TX): Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 6313. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow the 
carryforward of health flexible spending ar-
rangement account balances; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 115–853). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Ms. MAX-
INE WATERS of California, Mr. ENGEL, 
Mr. NADLER, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. KIL-
MER, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CONNOLLY, 
Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. CORREA, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. 
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. 
HECK, Mrs. DEMINGS, Ms. STEFANIK, 
Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. JONES, and Ms. 
ROSEN): 

H.R. 6437. A bill to combat subversive ac-
tivities of the Russian Federation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and in addition to the Committees 
on Intelligence (Permanent Select), the Ju-
diciary, Armed Services, House Administra-
tion, Energy and Commerce, Appropriations, 
Financial Services, and Oversight and Gov-

ernment Reform, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. PERRY (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAUL): 

H.R. 6438. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to establish in the De-
partment of Homeland Security an Un-
manned Aircraft Systems Coordinator, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security. 

By Mr. MCCAUL (for himself, Mr. 
BACON, Mr. KATKO, Mrs. LESKO, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. HIGGINS of Lou-
isiana, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
KING of New York, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. 
KEATING, and Mr. DONOVAN): 

H.R. 6439. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to establish in the De-
partment of Homeland Security the Biomet-
ric Identification Transnational Migration 
Alert Program, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. KNIGHT (for himself, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mr. DENHAM, and Mr. KELLY 
of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 6440. A bill to provide career and tech-
nical education for STEM teachers, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself 
and Mr. MOULTON): 

H.R. 6441. A bill to authorize the establish-
ment of American Dream Accounts; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself and Ms. 
STEFANIK): 

H.R. 6442. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a tax credit to 
consumers to reimburse a portion of the cost 
of broadband infrastructure serving limited 
broadband districts; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE (for himself, Mr. 
RICHMOND, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. KATKO, 
and Mr. FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 6443. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to authorize the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to establish a 
continuous diagnostics and mitigation pro-
gram at the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. NUNES: 
H.R. 6444. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for the indexing 
of certain assets for purposes of determining 
gain or loss; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr. 
JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey, and Mr. MCKIN-
LEY): 

H.R. 6445. A bill to secure the rights of pub-
lic employees to organize, act concertedly, 
and bargain collectively, which safeguard 
the public interest and promote the free and 
unobstructed flow of commerce, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. BLUM (for himself, Mrs. MUR-
PHY of Florida, and Mr. LAWSON of 
Florida): 

H.R. 6446. A bill to reauthorize the White 
House Conference on Small Business Author-
ization Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. CARTER of Texas (for himself 
and Mr. MCCAUL): 

H.R. 6447. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to establish the position 
of Chief Data Officer of the Department of 
Homeland Security, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
LEWIS of Minnesota, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
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GRIJALVA, Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. MARINO, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. BISHOP of Geor-
gia, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, and Mr. CARSON of Indiana): 

H.R. 6448. A bill to amend the National 
Organ Transplant Act to clarify the defini-
tion of valuable consideration, to clarify 
that pilot programs that honor and reward 
organ donation do not violate that Act, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DELANEY (for himself, Mr. 
HARRIS, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. 
DELBENE, and Mr. KEATING): 

H.R. 6449. A bill to amend the Help Amer-
ica Vote Act of 2002 to require States to take 
steps to ensure that there is no foreign own-
ership or influence on the voting systems 
used in elections, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. 
NORMAN, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. BABIN, 
Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. JODY B. HICE of 
Georgia, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Louisiana, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. BUCK, Mr. LOUDERMILK, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. RICE of South Carolina, 
Mr. BANKS of Indiana, Mr. WEBSTER 
of Florida, Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, 
Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. COLLINS of New 
York, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. BRAT, 
Mr. GOHMERT, and Mr. DESANTIS): 

H.R. 6450. A bill to prohibit the flying of 
any flag other than the United States flag 
over United States diplomatic and consular 
posts, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMBORN (for himself, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
PERRY, Mr. MCKINLEY, and Ms. 
TENNEY): 

H.R. 6451. A bill to establish the policy of 
the United States with respect to contribu-
tions to the United Nations Relief and Works 
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near 
East, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. 
CICILLINE): 

H.R. 6452. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for a corporate re-
sponsibility investment option under the 
Thrift Savings Plan; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. MARINO (for himself and Mr. 
BARLETTA): 

H.R. 6453. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
445 Main Street in Laceyville, Pennsylvania, 
as the ‘‘Melinda ’Mindy’ Gene Picotti Post 
Office‘‘; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Ms. MENG: 
H.R. 6454. A bill to amend title 49, United 

States Code, to require regional centers of 
air transportation excellence to conduct re-
search on the impacts of aircraft noise on 
humans and effective methods for mitigating 
such impacts, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. 

By Ms. MENG (for herself, Mr. KING of 
New York, Ms. WILSON of Florida, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. SOTO, Mr. 
VARGAS, Mr. SCHIFF, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. SUOZZI, Mrs. TORRES, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Mr. RASKIN, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
O’HALLERAN, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. 
SERRANO, and Ms. TITUS): 

H.R. 6455. A bill to reauthorize funding for 
the Urban Search and Rescue Response Sys-
tem; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. PALAZZO: 
H.R. 6456. A bill to amend section 38 of the 

United States Housing Act of 1937 relating to 
small public housing agencies, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mr. 
YOUNG of Iowa): 

H.R. 6457. A bill to amend the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 to ad-
vance carbon utilization technologies, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture, and in addition to the Committees 
on Energy and Commerce, and Science, 
Space, and Technology, 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. RICE of South Carolina: 
H.R. 6458. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to revise and extend the 
national organ transplantation procurement 
program; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi (for 
himself, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 
PAYNE, and Mr. KEATING): 

H.R. 6459. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to require a strategy to 
diversify the technology stakeholder mar-
ketplace regarding the acquisition by the 
Transportation Security Administration of 
security screening technologies, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security. 

By Mr. WALKER (for himself, Mr. 
BARR, Mrs. HARTZLER, and Mr. 
ROUZER): 

H.R. 6460. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the inclusion of 
certain fringe benefit expenses for which a 
deduction is disallowed in unrelated business 
taxable income; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN (for her-
self and Mr. KATKO): 

H.R. 6461. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to establish in the Transpor-
tation Security Administration a National 
Deployment Office, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Ms. PIN-
GREE, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. SHEA-POR-
TER, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, and Ms. 
DELBENE): 

H.R. 6462. A bill to provide oversight of the 
border zone in which Federal agents may 
conduct vehicle checkpoints and stops and 
enter private land without a warrant, and to 
make technical corrections; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on Homeland Security, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
(for herself, Ms. LEE, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, 
Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Mr. COHEN, Ms. BARRAGÁN, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York, Ms. WILSON of 
Florida, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 
ESTY of Connecticut, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Ms. TITUS, and Ms. VELÁZQUEZ): 

H. Res. 1004. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Clinicians HIV/ 
AIDS Testing and Awareness Day, and for 

other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 
H. Res. 1005. A resolution directing the 

Secretary of Homeland Security to transmit 
certain documents to the House of Rep-
resentatives relating to the border security 
policies, procedures, and activities as such 
relate to the interdiction of families by the 
U.S. Border Patrol between ports of entry; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. COOK (for himself, Mr. SIRES, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mr. ENGEL): 

H. Res. 1006. A resolution condemning the 
deteriorating situation in Venezuela and the 
regional humanitarian crisis it has caused, 
affirming support for the legitimate Na-
tional Assembly and the Supreme Court, and 
urging further regional action in support of 
democracy in Venezuela; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

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. HOYER: 
H.R. 6437. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
THE U.S. CONSTITUTION ARTICLE I, 

SECTION 8: POWERS OF CONGRESS 
CLAUSE 18: The Congress shall have power 
. . . To make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the govern-
ment of the United States, or in any depart-
ment or officer thereof. 

By Mr. PERRY: 
H.R. 6438. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing 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 Mr. MCCAUL: 
H.R. 6439. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing 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 Mr. KNIGHT: 
H.R. 6440. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 8 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution 
By Mr. ROE of Tennessee: 

H.R. 6441. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, clause 3 

By Mr. KILMER: 
H.R. 6442. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The ‘‘necessary and proper’’ clause of Arti-

cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. RATCLIFFE: 
H.R. 6443. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing 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 Mr. NUNES: 
H.R. 6444. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of section 8 of article I of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 

H.R. 6445. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

By Mr. BLUM: 
H.R. 6446. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8 

By Mr. CARTER of Texas: 
H.R. 6447. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing 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 Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 6448. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 

the power of Congress to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.) 

By Mr. DELANEY: 
H.R. 6449. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 

By Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina: 
H.R. 6450. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 17 grants Con-

gress the power to exercise exclusive legisla-
tion pertaining to ‘‘other needful Buildings’’ 
owned by the United States. 

By Mr. LAMBORN: 
H.R. 6451. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 3 Section 8 

By Mr. LANGEVIN: 
H.R. 6452. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution 
By Mr. MARINO: 

H.R. 6453. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 7—‘‘The Con-

gress shall have the Power to establish Post 
Offices and Post Roads.’’ 

By Ms. MENG: 
H.R. 6454. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

Constitution. 
By Ms. MENG: 

H.R. 6455. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. PALAZZO: 

H.R. 6456. 

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

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. PETERS: 
H.R. 6457. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. RICE of South Carolina: 

H.R. 6458. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18—The Con-

gress shall have power to . . . make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 
H.R. 6459. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The United States Constitution Article 1, 

Section 8, Clause 18, that Congress shall have 
the power to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper. 

By Mr. WALKER: 
H.R. 6460. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

States Constitution 
By Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN: 

H.R. 6461. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 6462. 
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. 120: Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 173: Mr. MULLIN. 
H.R. 176: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 365: Mr. SMUCKER. 
H.R. 371: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 548: Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 795: Mr. LAMB. 
H.R. 1300: Mr. EVANS and Ms. MENG. 
H.R. 1341: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 1439: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 1615: Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. TONKO, and 

Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 1697: Mrs. LESKO. 
H.R. 1881: Mr. BUDD and Mr. HUIZENGA. 
H.R. 2101: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. 
H.R. 2106: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 2315: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. LAMB, and Mr. 

FASO. 
H.R. 2902: Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia and 

Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2903: Mr. GRIFFITH. 
H.R. 2925: Mr. SCHWEIKERT and Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 3272: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 3602: Ms. ESTY of Connecticut. 
H.R. 3608: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 3738: Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 4022: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. THOMPSON of 

California, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. CASTOR 

of Florida, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. SEWELL of Ala-
bama, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mr. SOTO, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. PAL-
LONE, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mr. RASKIN. 

H.R. 4099: Mr. ROTHFUS. 
H.R. 4107: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 4116: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 

CLEAVER, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, 
and Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 4117: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. GONZALEZ of 
Texas, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and 
Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 4165: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 
H.R. 4312: Mr. GOHMERT. 
H.R. 4647: Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr. BURGESS, 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. 
ZELDIN. 

H.R. 4673: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 4855: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 4884: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, and Mr. ROSKAM. 
H.R. 5108: Ms. MOORE and Ms. BASS. 
H.R. 5414: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 5533: Ms. ADAMS, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 

CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GONZALEZ 
of Texas, Ms. MOORE, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 5538: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 5658: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 5760: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 5780: Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 5871: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire 

and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 5882: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 5902: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Ms. MENG. 
H.R. 5950: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and 

Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 5988: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 6014: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 6031: Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 

GOTTHEIMER, and Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 6071: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York and Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 6077: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 6086: Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mr. 

COHEN, Ms. DELAURO, and Mr. VEASEY. 
H.R. 6143: Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mr. 

AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, and Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 6144: Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Ms. MOORE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, and Ms. BASS. 

H.R. 6193: Mr. CARBAJAL and Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico. 

H.R. 6195: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 6238: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. 

BROWNLEY of California, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, and Mrs. DINGELL. 

H.R. 6274: Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. CARSON of In-
diana, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mr. TONKO. 

H.R. 6296: Mr. KHANNA and Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 6313: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 6317: Mr. SMUCKER. 
H.R. 6340: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 6344: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 6345: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 6346: Mr. PERRY, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. 

ROKITA. 
H.R. 6354: Mr. ROKITA, Mr. PERRY, and Miss 

GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto Rico. 
H.R. 6360: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 6364: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 6392: Mrs. DINGELL. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:41 Jul 20, 2018 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A19JY7.020 H19JYPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6590 July 19, 2018 
H.R. 6393: Mr. FORTENBERRY. 
H.R. 6396: Mr. COOPER, Mr. KIND, and Mr. 

SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 6400: Mr. FLORES and Mr. SMITH of 

Texas. 
H.R. 6414: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 6417: Mrs. NOEM, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. 

MOOLENAAR, Mr. PEARCE, and Mr. RUTHER-
FORD. 

H.R. 6435: Mr. DELANEY. 
H.J. Res. 50: Mr. CLOUD. 
H.J. Res. 121: Mr. CALVERT. 

H. Res. 274: Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. 

H. Res. 593: Mr. LANCE. 

H. Res. 745: Mr. YOHO. 

H. Res. 785: Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. YOHO, Mr. 
COSTELLO of Pennsylvania, and Mr. GARRETT. 

H. Res. 826: Mr. SENSENBRENNER and Mr. 
ROHRABACHER. 

H. Res. 864: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS AND WITHDRAWALS 

The following Members added their 
names to the following discharge peti-
tions: 

Petition 3 by Mr. GARRETT on House Res-
olution 458: Mr. Walker. 

Petition 11 by Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of 
Pennsylvania on House Resolution 873: Mr. 
Coffman. 
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