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1471, H.R. 3212, H.R. 1992, and the Journal 
Vote. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on H.R. 3521, H.R. 1402, H.R. 2319, S. 
1471, H.R. 1992, and the Journal Vote. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘nay’’ on H.R. 2019, and H.R. 3212. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. Speaker, 
on rollcall No. 632 on H.R. 2019, on Motion to 
Suspend the Rules and Pass, ‘‘Gabriella Miller 
Kids First Research Act of 2013, as amend-
ed’’, I am not recorded because I was absent 
due to the birth of my daughter. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 633 on H.R. 
2319, on Motion to Suspend the Rules and 
Pass, ‘‘Native American Veterans’ Memorial 
Amendments Act of 2013’’, I am not recorded 
because I was absent due to the birth of my 
daughter. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 634 on S. 1471, 
on Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, 
‘‘Alicia Dawn Koehl Respect for National 
Cemeteries Act’’, I am not recorded because 
I was absent due to the birth of my daughter. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 635 on H.R. 
3212, on Motion to Suspend the Rules and 
Pass, ‘‘Sean and David Goldman International 
Child Abduction Prevention and Return Act of 
2013, as amended’’, I am not recorded be-
cause I was absent due to the birth of my 
daughter. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 636 on H.R. 
1992, on Motion to Suspend the Rules and 
Pass, ‘‘Israel QME Enhancement Act, as 
amended’’, I am not recorded because I was 
absent due to the birth of my daughter. Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

b 1630 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing 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 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the 
following titles: 

H.R. 2871. An act to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to modify the composition of 
the southern judicial district of Mississippi 
to improve judicial efficiency, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 2922. An act to extend the authority of 
the Supreme Court Police to protect court 
officials away from the Supreme Court 
grounds. 

HONORING AMORY HOUGHTON, JR. 

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

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pleasure that I rise today to 
honor Amo Houghton for his 16 years of 
service on the board of directors of The 
Faith & Politics Institute. 

Amo, my good friend and our former 
colleague, a tireless advocate for civil 
rights, is stepping down as cochair of 
the board of Faith & Politics, just this 
week. He and our esteemed colleague, 
Congressman JOHN LEWIS, started the 
bipartisan Congressional Civil Rights 
Pilgrimage to Alabama, which in 
March of next year will celebrate its 
14th year. This important trip brings to 
life the values The Faith & Politics In-
stitute is determined to instill, as it in-
deed shows the attendees how to ‘‘rise 
above narrow partisanship and respond 
to the quiet call of conscience.’’ 

My wife, Amey, and I traveled to 
Selma on this pilgrimage, and we feel 
that it was one of the most moving and 
humbling experiences of our lives. 

Amo was also responsible for orga-
nizing a Faith & Politics congressional 
visit to South Africa, which resulted in 
a relationship that has lasted for over 
a decade and is still strong. As said by 
the great Nelson Mandela: 

A good head and a good heart are always a 
formidable combination. 

My friend Amo Houghton is a formi-
dable force. 

Although The Faith & Politics Insti-
tute will miss his spirit and wisdom 
that he brought to the board of direc-
tors, his legacy and inspiration will al-
ways live on, as the Honorable Amory 
Houghton, Jr.’s status is now elevated 
to cochair emeritus for life. 

f 

OBAMACARE IS A FAILURE 

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, does 
anyone across the fruited plain think 
that ObamaCare has been a success? 

Two of its major objectives were to 
bring down the costs of health care and 
increase the accessibility. Well, I ask 
you: Does anybody know anyone whose 
premium has decreased? My own 30- 
year-old daughter’s premium went 
from $160 to $270. Indeed, our office is 
besieged with people whose premiums 
have skyrocketed. 

And then let’s talk about accessi-
bility. We hear 5.9 million policies have 
been canceled. And what do we hear 
from the Obama folks about the enroll-
ment? 200,000 people or so. Of course, 
they keep the numbers kind of fuzzy. It 
is kind of like the unemployment num-
bers. You can’t quite tell what they 
really are. But the reality is the 
cancelations are going about 100 miles 

an hour and enrollment is going at 
about a 20-mile-an-hour pace. 

ObamaCare has been a failure. We 
need to defund it. We need to start all 
over again. We need to have health 
care that is patient-centered and mar-
ket-based that does in fact bring down 
the cost of medicine and make it more 
affordable and more accessible to the 
American people. 

f 

AN OBAMACARE SUCCESS 

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to respond to the gentleman and 
say that I walked into the Kiwanis 
pancake breakfast in Berea, Ohio, the 
other day and out of a crowd of prob-
ably a thousand people, a gentleman 
said, Congresswoman, Congresswoman, 
and came up to me and threw his arms 
around me. He said: 

Thank you so much for voting for the Af-
fordable Care Act. I just got a plan 10 times 
better than I ever had—ten times better. My 
wife had a $5,000 deductible and I had a $5,000 
deductible. I am a small business person. I 
now have a $1,000 deductible. I have much 
better coverage. Preventive health care is 
covered. I cannot believe how much better 
my plan is than what I had before. 

It made me feel so good. 
We had breakfast together. The pan-

cakes and sausage were great, by the 
way. 

It made me feel so good because I 
knew that in his business as a shoe-
maker and his wife as an alterations 
person in that same business, they 
would be protected as they grow older 
before they go onto Medicare. They 
have worked so very hard in their lives. 

They went to the Web site, and guess 
what? It worked. 

And so across America there are 
small business people saying thank you 
to those in Congress who voted for an 
Affordable Care Act that is working. 

f 

PROTECTING VOLUNTEER FIRE-
FIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT 

(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 am proud to support 
volunteer fire and emergency services 
organizations by cosponsoring a bill in-
troduced today by Pennsylvania Con-
gressman LOU BARLETTA, H.R. 3685, the 
Protecting Volunteer Firefighters and 
Emergency Responders Act. 

This bill ensures that emergency 
services volunteers are not counted as 
full-time employees under the em-
ployer mandate in the Affordable Care 
Act. Because of the nominal fees that 
at times are given to volunteers and 
the rate at which the new definition of 
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‘‘full-time’’ is calculated, many volun-
teer companies are concerned about 
having to provide health coverage for 
firefighters or face a penalty. The IRS 
has been asked to rule on this deter-
mination, yet Congress has not re-
ceived a response. 

Having served as a firefighter and 
EMS volunteer since 1983, I know as 
well as anyone just how crushing this 
impact would be for these volunteer or-
ganizations. Fire department and mu-
nicipality support for fire and EMS vol-
unteers is important; however, incen-
tives given to these community volun-
teers do not change the fact that these 
are volunteers serving their neighbors. 

I encourage my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to join in support of 
the commonsense effort by cospon-
soring H.R. 3685. 

f 

THE TRAIN WRECK CONTINUES 
(Mr. HARRIS asked and was given 

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

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Georgia was absolutely 
right; the train wreck of ObamaCare 
continues. 

This week, we have three pieces of 
news. First of all, people going to the 
exchanges that were told they qualify 
for Medicaid really aren’t. In fact, they 
won’t find out until months past Janu-
ary 1 that they won’t have insurance. 

In the State of Maryland, 25,000 peo-
ple got cancelation notices and 3,700 
have signed up so far on the 
ObamaCare exchange, leaving tens of 
thousands of Marylanders without in-
surance on January 1. 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
just mentioned, volunteer firefighters 
are now given a mandate that their 
volunteer fire companies have to buy 
insurance for them because now, under 
strange definitions, they are considered 
employed. Mr. Speaker, my volunteer 
firefighters aren’t employees. We are 
going to drive volunteer fire companies 
out of business. 

This train wreck continues. 
Mr. Speaker, Americans deserve bet-

ter. 
f 

A LESSON IN HOW FAR THIS 
COUNTRY HAS MOVED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
STEWART). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I was 
grateful to hear from my dear friend— 
and I do mean dear friend. I think 
greatly of Ms. KAPTUR. I was glad to 
hear somebody has gotten a good re-
port on the so-called Affordable Care 
Act. 

We are continuing to hear sad story 
after sad story of people continuing to 

be laid off, people continuing to be cut 
from full-time to part-time and people 
being forced onto food stamps because 
they just can’t make it with the loss of 
income going from full-time to part- 
time, the loss of their insurance. 

And as people have now realized 
across the country, though we were 
told there were 30 million without in-
surance, it looks like by next fall, No-
vember of next year, there will prob-
ably be many more than that that lost 
their insurance even though they liked 
it and wanted to keep it. Because, as 
we know, if you like your insurance, 
there is a good chance you won’t be 
able to keep it. 

There is a story from December 11, 
‘‘Four in Ten Would Rather Pay Fine 
Than Buy Insurance.’’ 

I am sure there are people like me. 
You take a look at how much the in-
surance is going to cost, how much it 
has skyrocketed several times more 
than what I have been paying if I were 
going to keep insurance with the de-
ductible now skyrocketing and dra-
matically increasing under the poten-
tial policies, higher than what I have 
now, and when I look at the costs sev-
eral times higher than what I have 
now, and since I am not accepting the 
subsidy and I am not paying into the 
attending physician for that care, I 
will be going without insurance. 

It has been amazing to me how many 
in the liberal media—and I say 
‘‘media’’ loosely, because they are real-
ly in the business of trying to protect 
this administration and twist stories 
any way they can to make anyone who 
objects to something this administra-
tion has done look bad, so I will loosely 
refer to them as ‘‘media’’—how they 
have been aghast that anyone would 
even consider going without insurance. 
And it really is a lesson in how far this 
country has moved, in so many ways. 

b 1645 

I know, in the early sixties, there 
was no such thing as Aid to Dependent 
Children, that program born out of the 
best of intentions because deadbeat 
dads were not a small minority of 
Americans. Different races, different 
backgrounds—some even well-off—were 
just not assisting financially the chil-
dren they had fathered, and so the gov-
ernment wanted to help. 

So, in the mid-sixties, here came the 
Great Society. We want to help these 
people—these poor moms—who had to 
deal with deadbeat dads who wouldn’t 
help. They said, We will help. We will 
give them a check for every child they 
can have out of wedlock. As people who 
study governments and government as-
sistance, it is well documented: when 
you pay for an activity, you get more 
of that activity. We went from 6 to 7 
percent of children in America being 
born without a father in the home to 
now over 40 percent, and it still seems 
to be heading upwards toward 50 per-

cent. The United States Government in 
the 1960s, not by what it said but by 
where it put its money, decided we 
would be a lot better off with more fa-
therless homes. Nobody was saying 
that, and I don’t believe anybody in-
tended that result, but it is what they 
got. In the act of paying people for an 
activity, you get more of that activity. 
So we had more children growing up in 
fatherless homes. 

Also, back in those days, health care 
was so much cheaper. It wasn’t at the 
extraordinary level that it is now. It 
wasn’t nearly as expensive. Even 
though I was a small child, I didn’t 
know people who had health insurance 
because, for so long, nobody had health 
insurance. If you had a problem, you 
went to the doctor, and they assessed 
you a charge after your visit, after 
they saw what the doctor did. He would 
write something down on your chart. 
We went to a few different doctors 
there in my small hometown of Mount 
Pleasant—a great town. I still love it. 
There are still great doctors there—but 
back in those days, people in my home-
town in east Texas knew what doctors 
were charging what for what. I mean, 
you could actually compare apples and 
apples when it came to health care. If 
you found out some doctor said he was 
going up on his prices and another doc-
tor had not gone up on his prices, then 
you went to the doctor who was cheap-
er unless you felt like he wasn’t as 
good, but we had a number of really ex-
cellent doctors, and they cared about 
their patients. 

Then, eventually, you heard of some-
body having health insurance, and it 
was true insurance. A small premium 
was paid either monthly, quarterly, 
semiannually or annually, but it was a 
small premium to insure against a ca-
tastrophe—a dramatic illness, a car 
wreck—something that you could not 
foresee. You paid a small premium to 
insure against this unforeseen event 
just in case it happened down the road 
because, during those days, Americans 
were very independent. Americans did 
not want to go on welfare. Most Ameri-
cans did not want to receive govern-
ment handouts—they felt like it was a 
matter of pride—and they certainly did 
not want an insurance company telling 
them what doctor they could go to, 
what hospitals they could go to or 
which hospitals they couldn’t go to, 
which doctors they couldn’t go to, 
which medicines they could not get if 
the doctor prescribed them. They 
didn’t want an insurance company tell-
ing them, if they needed to go to this 
doctor because he was an expert on this 
type of treatment, that you couldn’t go 
there because it wasn’t in your plan. 
What plan? I am the only one who is 
planning for my life. No insurance 
company is going to tell me where I 
can or can’t go. I mean, that was the 
type of independent thought that there 
was in America. 
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