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The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WOMACK).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 5, 2016.

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2016, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m.

————

WE ARE ASKING FOR A VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, we come to the floor early
this afternoon knowing that later this
day we have a meeting with the Speak-
er. It is our goal and our hope that the
Speaker will provide an opportunity
for the minority party to have its two
votes taken up in this Congress.

We prevail on the good nature of the
Speaker and know him to be an honest
and forthright man and an institution-

alist who understands the House. We
also know that he is not just Speaker
for the Republican Conference, but he
is indeed Speaker of the entire House.

We face an extraordinary calamity, a
catastrophe unlike anyone has experi-
enced in any other country in the
world, and it is the ongoing slaughter
that occurs. There have been more
than 1,000 mass murders since the trag-
edy at Sandy Hook when they took, as
Senator JOE MANCHIN said, our babies
from us.

What we are asking for on this side of
the aisle are very commonsense solu-
tions; no fly, no buy. If you can’t get
on an airplane because you are a ter-
rorist but you can buy a gun, doesn’t it
seem as though there should be regula-
tions that would prevent that and keep
guns out of the hands of terrorists,
criminals, and the mentally chal-
lenged?

Also, there are background checks,
which most law enforcement entities
have talked about on the very bill that
Senators PAT TOOMEY and JOE MANCHIN
introduced in the United States Senate
that received the majority of votes and
that Representatives PETER KING and
MIKE THOMPSON introduced in the
House of Representatives.

We are asking for a simple vote.
After all, that is what we are elected to
do. We are elected to represent the peo-
ple whom we are sworn to serve and
cast votes.

It has been more than 3% years we
have not even been allowed to cast a
vote in the House of Representatives.
That is why so many took to this floor
in an organic movement demonstrating
that we have had enough and that we
deserve a vote and that we demand a
vote for the countless victims and fam-
ilies of these tragedies.

It is not enough, as respectful as it
is, to stand for a moment of silence.
Our caucus will not be silent anymore.
We feel that silence means you are
complicit with these ongoing tragedies.

So we have asked for two pieces of
legislation, both commonsense and, oh,
by the way, supported by—no matter
what poll you read—between 85 and 95
percent of the American public. They
are not controversial.

All we are asking for is the decency
to perform our constitutional responsi-
bility in representing our constituents
and to have the ability to cast the vote
that they are all asking for. We are
prevailing upon the decency of the
other side, their understanding of the
Constitution, their understanding of
the rules of this House. We are count-
ing on their decency for the families
and the victims to allow us those sim-
ple measures that we swear an oath to
this office in order to perform.

We are asking you for a vote. It is
nothing more than what is required of
us when we raise our hand and take the
oath here. To deny us of that is to deny
us of our basic rights.

——

HOUSE RULES OR RULES FOR
RADICALS?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. McCLINTOCK) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, on
the afternoon of June 22, a large num-
ber of Democrats brought the delibera-
tions of the House of Representatives
to a standstill in one of the most dis-
graceful and childish breaches of deco-
rum in the history of this institution.
In complete contempt of this House
and the rule of law, they shouted down
all with whom they disagreed. They
blocked access to the microphones as
Members sought to address the Chair,
and they illegally occupied the Hall of
the House, forcing an early adjourn-
ment and costing this House three full
days of legislative deliberations.

Abraham Lincoln said it best: “There
is no grievance that is a fit object of
redress by mob law.”
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What we saw was the mob law of Oc-
cupy Wall Street brought to the House
floor. They are seeking to use the re-
cent terrorist attacks as justification
for making it harder for law-abiding
Americans to defend themselves. That
is a strange logic, but so be it. They
certainly have a right to their opin-
ions. They have a right to express
those opinions on the House floor, and
they have a right to use all of the pro-
cedures of the House to act on their
opinions. What they do not have is the
right to prevent those with different
views from exercising the same rights,
and yet that is precisely what they did.

These Democratic Members have
many procedures and opportunities to
bring their bills to the House for a
vote. They could have executed a dis-
charge petition to bring their bill im-
mediately to the floor. They could have
moved to have their bill inserted into
any bill pending on the House floor, a
common motion that we routinely hear
and vote upon several times a week.

The fact is their proposals were con-
sidered in the Senate and voted down.
Their proposals were considered in the
House committee and voted down.
Their discharge petition is pending at
this desk right now, awaiting enough
signatures to execute it. Their only
problem is they don’t have enough
votes. Well, sorry, that is called democ-
racy. The majority of their colleagues
simply disagree with them for some
very good reasons.

Their rights were honored and pro-
tected by the Republican majority
under the rule of law, yet they denied
those same rights to others by replac-
ing the rule of law with the rule of the
mob; and they did so on the most sa-
cred ground of our democratic Repub-
lic, the Hall of the House of Represent-
atives.

Instead of working within the time-
honored rules of the House to convince
the majority of their way of thinking,
they decided to tear down the rules.
This was the lawless left on full dis-
play, and I hope the American people
took a long, hard look at it and under-
stand the threat to our democratic tra-
ditions and institutions that this con-
duct reveals.

In recent days, we have seen leftist
mobs assembled under a foreign flag
violently attacking American citizens
who were merely trying to exercise
their right to peaceably assemble to
support their candidate for President.
We have seen this administration at-
tempt to criminalize political dissent
and use our institutions of government
to intimidate people out of partici-
pating in our political process. And
now we have watched this lawless be-
havior imported onto the floor of the
House of Representatives.

The House leadership decided not to
confront this unprecedented spectacle
as it unfolded, and I do not gainsay
their decision here. It was obvious the
Members involved were trying to pro-
voke a physical confrontation, but seri-
ous damage was done that day to our
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orderly process of government and it
cannot go unchallenged. Doing so
would establish a dangerous and corro-
sive precedent, antithetical to every-
thing which this institution and our
country stands for.

The Constitution provides that the
House may sanction Members for dis-
orderly behavior, and the Members re-
sponsible for the events of June 22 and
23 must be called to account for their
actions. If we fail to do so, we will have
replaced the House rules with rules for
radicals.

———
GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, a little
over a week and a half ago, my col-
leagues and I came to the House floor.
We came to the floor to protest the in-
action of this Republican Congress, the
tyranny of the majority, to act on gun
violence prevention measures—their
deliberate inaction in the face of 33,000
deaths caused by gun violence every
yvear. We came to demand substantive
action to address our country’s epi-
demic of gun violence.

Yet, today we will be presented with
legislation promoted by the NRA that
fails to address this serious problem.
H.R. 4237 does not close or otherwise
address the terror gap that allows
known or suspected terrorists in the
United States to legally buy guns.

Instead, this bill handicaps law en-
forcement, creating an impossibly bur-
densome process and allowing terror-
ists to take advantage of the Charles-
ton loophole. In fact, H.R. 4237 doesn’t
just leave the loophole open, which led
to the loss of nine lives at the Emanuel
AME Church, it reinforces it and the
terror gap.

Under this legislation, to prevent the
transfer of a firearm, the government
will be required to file an emergency
petition, schedule a hearing, provide
the suspect with notice and counsel,
and win the hearing all within 72 hours
of the attempted purchase. And even if
the government is able to win the hear-
ing, it can only prevent the transfer if
the court finds that the suspected ter-
rorist committed, attempted to, or will
commit an act of terrorism. Put an-
other way, the government can only
prevent a gun sale to a suspected ter-
rorist if they can arrest the person for
terrorist activity within 3 days of an
attempted purchase.

Ultimately, this legislation does not
provide any meaningful safeguards to
prevent terrorists from purchasing
guns. Sadly, it is nothing more than a
political tactic to avoid responsibility,
a contrived effort to look busy and
feign concern while thousands of Amer-
icans lose their lives to gun violence.
The American people are smarter than
this.

We have a moral responsibility to do
something meaningful. The American
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people demand that we do more, that
we do something, that we do anything
to help prevent another mass tragedy
in this country. Make no mistake, this
legislation falls short of a good-faith
effort to save lives.

The GAO found that individuals on
the terrorist watch list were able to
pass a background check and legally
purchase a firearm 2,043 times between
February of 2004 and December of 2014.
The FBI was only able to prevent 10
percent of these purchases.

As we all, unfortunately, learned on
June 12, when we fail to prevent dan-
gerous individuals from getting their
hands on guns, we put the lives of
Americans at risk. But there is legisla-
tion that the House can consider that
will reduce gun violence.

First, H.R. 1076, the no fly, no buy
bill, would effectively close the terror
gap by providing the Department of
Justice with the discretion to block
gun sales to terrorist suspects. It will
preserve due process for individuals
who were mistakenly listed to appeal
their denial.

Second, H.R. 1217 would implement
universal background checks for all
commercial gun sales. It is a measure
supported by the overwhelming major-
ity of the American people. And empir-
ical research shows that universal
background checks for all handgun
sales have lowered levels of gun vio-
lence in those States where that oc-
curs. Nationally, 34 percent of gun
sales and 40 percent of all gun transfers
occur without a background check.
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This legislation would represent an
important step toward closing this
loophole and reducing gun violence.

I urge my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle to bring these two bills
to the floor, to respond to the demands
of the American people, to do some-
thing about the pandemic of gun vio-
lence, to do something meaningful that
will actually reduce gun violence in
this country and protect the American
people, as we are sworn to do.

I know I speak for all of my col-
leagues in the Democratic Caucus. We
will continue to fight in every way
that we can until we can persuade our
Republican colleagues to bring these
bills to the floor, to do something
about the carnage of mass gun violence
in this country.

———

AMERICANS WANT CONGRESS TO
PASS MEANINGFUL GUN LEGIS-
LATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, Americans want Congress to
pass meaningful legislation that will
actually keep guns out of dangerous
hands.

So what is our majority doing?

They are bringing up a bill that was
not only drafted by the gun lobby, but
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that makes it nearly impossible to
block gun sales to suspected terrorists.
That is shameful.

The American people deserve a Con-
gress that is willing to stand up to the
gun lobby and do what it takes to help
keep our communities safe. Congress
has a responsibility to listen to the
people who we are supposed to rep-
resent, to put partisan politics aside,
and to bring up commonsense, bipar-
tisan legislation to keep guns away
from those who shouldn’t have them:
suspected terrorists, criminals, domes-
tic abusers, and the dangerously men-
tally ill. And the American people
want those bills brought up now.

More than 30 people are killed every
day by someone using a gun. We can’t
afford to allow more innocent lives to
be lost to gun violence.

Just a few weeks ago, 49 innocent
people were shot to death in the worst
mass shooting our country has ever
seen. Sadly, this isn’t an insulated
case. It has now been 3% years since
the tragedy at Sandy Hook took the
lives of 20 elementary school kids and
six educators, but for reasons that I
will never understand, that horrific
tragedy wasn’t enough to convince the
Republican leadership that some-
thing—something—needs to be done to
prevent the next tragedy.

Let me give you some numbers:

Three and a half, that is how many
years it has been since Sandy Hook;
34,000, that is the number of people who
have been killed by someone using a
gun since Sandy Hook; 1,182, that is the
number of mass shootings that have
taken place since Sandy Hook; 520,
that is the number of days the House
has been in session; 30, the moments of
silence that we have observed on this
House floor because of gun violence.

Most important, zero. Zero. That is
the number of votes that this House
has taken to keep guns out of the
hands of dangerous people.

What is the majority so afraid of? Is
their fear greater than the fear of those
young kids at Sandy Hook, or those pa-
rishioners in Charleston, or those
young people at the nightclub in Or-
lando?

It is long past time for the House to
give us a vote on meaningful legisla-
tion to make sure that terrorists,
criminals, domestic abusers, and the
dangerously mentally ill don’t have
easy access to guns in our country.

There is bipartisan legislation that
would prohibit those on the FBI’s ter-
rorist watch list from being able to
purchase firearms, and I have authored
legislation, which has bipartisan sup-
port, to require background checks for
all commercial gun sales. Background
checks are our first line of defense
when it comes to stopping dangerous
people from getting firearms. They
work. Every day more than 170 felons,
some 50 domestic abusers, and nearly
20 fugitives are stopped from buying a
gun because of background checks. But
in 34 States, criminals, domestic abus-
ers, and the dangerously mentally ill

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

can bypass the background check by
purchasing guns online, at a gun show,
or through an ad in the paper. This is
a dangerous loophole that needs to be
closed, and it needs to be closed now.

The bill has 186 bipartisan coauthors.
Bring our bill up for a vote. There is
absolutely no reason why anyone
should oppose this background check
bill. Not only is it bipartisan, it re-
spects the Second Amendment rights of
law-abiding citizens.

I am a gun guy. I own guns. I support
the Second Amendment. If this bill did
anything to violate those rights, my
name wouldn’t be on it.

All this background check bill does is
require that folks pass a background
check before purchasing guns online, at
a gun show, or through an ad. Plain
and simple. It does nothing to infringe
on the Second Amendment right of
law-abiding citizens to own firearms.

This debate on background checks
isn’t a choice between either pro-
tecting the Second Amendment or re-
ducing gun violence. It is about the
willingness of a responsible majority to
do both. If there is one thing we should
all be able to agree on, it is that sus-
pected terrorists, criminals, domestic
abusers, and the dangerously mentally
ill shouldn’t have guns.

Mr. Speaker, give us a vote. Bring up
H.R. 1076: bipartisan, effective, no fly,
no buy legislation. And bring up H.R.
1217: bipartisan background check leg-
islation.

Mass shootings followed by moments
of silence and no action cannot become
America’s new normal. We need to
vote, and we need to vote now.

———

INACTION IS NOT AN OPTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Ms. KELLY) for 6 minutes.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
with over 30 Americans killed by a gun
every single day, for far too long I have
been saying that inaction is not an op-
tion. Yet, in my 3-plus years in Con-
gress, House Republicans have refused
to do anything on gun violence. This
week’s lackluster, Beltway, big-gun-
lobby-written bill is the only gun vote
this Congress has had.

Why is it that when our country was
facing a horrific opioid epidemic, we
empowered our local, State, and Fed-
eral governments with the resources
necessary to combat this issue? And
why is it that when a terrorist boarded
a plane with a bomb in his shoe, we
passed legislation that makes pas-
sengers remove their shoes when they
go through airport security? Yet, after
countless mass shootings and daily vio-
lence in the streets of Chicago, New-
ark, and Baltimore, we do nothing.

Many of us here today are still right-
fully discussing the horrible 49 deaths
in Orlando a few weeks ago, but I
would like to share two other statistics
with you about gun violence since Or-
lando.

During our honorable colleague, Sen-
ator CHRIS MURPHY’s 15-hour filibuster,
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48 people in America were shot. Forty-
eight people in 15 hours. In Chicago,
the last month has seen 79 people lose
their lives to gun violence. Seventy-
nine lost souls:

Fabian Lavinder; Kevin Montell At-

kins, Jr.; Victor Felix; Marshawn
Clinkscale; Kaysar Chako; Joseph
Harden; Jamaal Bellamy; Christian

Bandemer; Daniel Alcantara; Anthony
Howard; Darnell Hardeman; William
Palmer; Kori O. Sellers; Dontay Mur-
ray, Jr.; Donkel Riley; Anreco Nichols;
Sami Salaymeh; Victor Sanders; Lewis
Johnson; Lanarris Webster; Dawson
Stephan; Paul Webster; Terry Bates,
Jr.; Jeremy Ray; Fatimah Muhammed;
Travell Montgomery; Timothy Boyd;
Christopher Fields; Javil Nunn;
Antwon Brooks; Dwayne Triplett; Jor-
dan Liggins; Davion Barron; Adrian

Watson; Antoine Randle; Steven
Edwards; William Sandifer; Antonio
Perkins; Jeremy Rodgers; Denzel

Thornton; Angelo Davis; Demetrius Ar-
cher; Marshaun Jackson; Victor Robin-
son; Melvin Cook; Charles Wiley;
Latrell McMahon; Eric Knox; Eric
Smith; Margaret Shanahan; Alejandro
Rosas; Michael A. Brown; Carlton Hall;
Salvador Suarez; Otis Richmond; Eu-
gene Singleton; Ramal Hicks; Amari
Catchings; Stanley Boston; Jessica
Hampton; Eric Burgin; Trevell Parker;
Jeremy Clark; Brandon Nolls; Reginald
Turner; Trayvon Wilson; Wondale Col-
lier; Selton Ellis; Frederick Johnson;
Lonnie King; Kentrail McCray;
Alfondia Kelly; Matusalem Gutierrez;
Darrell Guy, Jr.; Marshawn Hilson;
Chanda Foreman; Robert Vaughn; Ken-
neth Whitaker; Hector Badillo, Jr.; and
Willie Pittman.

We were led during our sit-in 2 weeks
ago by an icon, Congressman JOHN
LEWIS, and I was very, very, very proud
to participate and would do it again.
He is fond of referencing a dream he
shared with his mentor, a mentor of
many of us, Dr. King, the dream of the
Beloved Community, a place where
people of all races, creeds, religions,
and gender identification can live to-
gether in peace.

Certainly there is no place for as-
sault rifles in the Beloved Community.
There is no place for gun rights for ter-
rorists in the Beloved Community.
There is no place for gun rights for
criminals and the dangerously men-
tally ill in the Beloved Community. In
the Beloved Community, no child has
to live a life where going to the park
risks them from being mowed down by
a stray bullet.

I will keep fighting and speaking out
until we honor these victims’ lives
with action, not with moments of si-
lence.

——
WE HAVE TO MAKE A DECISION

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

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, in the month
of June, 22 people were murdered by
guns in Los Angeles. The oldest person
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was 46, and the youngest was 3. On one
day alone, June 11, eight people were
killed. We all know the statistics:
every 24 hours, 30 people are killed in
the United States by guns. The leading
cause of paralysis is gun violence.

People around the Nation have de-
manded action from Congress. When I
returned to my district after the pro-
test, I was met with cheers and stand-
ing ovations. People said, Finally, fi-
nally they saw us act. Finally, they
saw us fight. Fight against the NRA,
which has a stranglehold on Congress.
My constituents reflect the over 90 per-
cent of the U.S. public that is demand-
ing that we act and pass legislation to
address the carnage from gun violence.

I am proud to say that the State leg-
islature in California has acted. Now
Congress needs to act. The Governor
signed five bills recently passed by the
legislature. In California it is now
against the law to possess ammunition
magazines that hold more than 10
rounds. Background checks are now re-
quired to purchase ammunition. The
Governor signed bills that ban bullet
buttons designed to make it easy to de-
tach a magazine and reload, a creative
idea from gun manufacturers to get
around the assault weapon ban when it
was in effect.

Other bills signed by the Governor
prohibit the lending of guns to family
members who have not completed
background checks, and people who
knowingly make false reports about
the loss or theft of a gun cannot pos-
sess firearms for 10 years. The bills
were signed too late to have saved the
22 people who died in Los Angeles, but
I have no doubt that these laws will
help reduce death and injury from gun
violence.

I am proud California is setting an
example for the Nation, and it is my
hope after the tremendous public re-
sponse and demand that we act, that
we pass sensible legislation to bring an
end to the deaths and injuries. It is
very difficult to explain to constitu-
ents how someone considered too dan-
gerous to purchase an airline ticket is
not too dangerous to buy a gun.

The no fly, no buy legislation au-
thored by Republican Representative
PETER KING is a modest piece of legis-
lation that is really a first step. All of
us are clear, much more needs to be
done: comprehensive background
checks, closing the gun show loophole.

My Republican colleagues argue that
we don’t need any new laws, we just
need to enforce the ones we already
have, but then hypocritically claim the
President is overstepping his authority
when he increases resources to the
ATF so that they can modernize their
technology to address Internet sales.
The last time serious legislation was
passed, the Internet didn’t exist.

The shooter who Kkilled the nine
churchgoers in South Carolina might
have been blocked from purchasing a
weapon, but his background check
wasn’t processed in time. Three days or
you get your gun. Without the staffing
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and the technology, 3 days is almost
impossible; and although he shouldn’t
have had a gun because of a prior ar-
rest, he was able to purchase anyway.

As a nation, at some point we have to
make a decision. The decision is ours.
As a legislative body, we have to decide
who rules this place.

Is it a handful of industries that dic-
tate what we do?

I can name just a few industries that
cause my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle to vote however the indus-
try decides, not their constituents. If
they voted with their constituents
who, poll after poll, say 85 percent of
Republicans support sensible gun con-
trol. They vote the way an industry
dictates or they face the consequences
of an independent expenditure cam-
paign and an opponent.

In memory of the following people
who were killed in one day in Los An-
geles, I mention their names:

June 11, Jesus Alfredo Duran, 31
years old;

June 11, Eddie Hernandez, 22 years
old;

June 11, Stephanie Gonzalez, 17 years
old;

June 11, Kimberly Gonzalez, Steph-
anie’s sister, 13 years old;

June 11, Johnny Mark Elizalde, 27
years old;

June 11, Juan Zataray, 43 years old;

June 11, Jose Rene Espinoza, 46 years
old;

June 11, Cynthia Ambriz, 19 years
old.
J 1230
WE NEED MEANINGFUL GUN
LEGISLATION

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

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, when
this House last convened, a number of
us were willing to sit in, in order to
stand up—to stand up to the gun lobby,
to stand up against gun violence. Dur-
ing our protest, House Republicans fled
Washington, rather than face account-
ability on gun safety, leaving behind
significant unfinished business.

During the past week, many of us
across the country have joined neigh-
bors in a national day of action against
gun violence. I joined over 100 people in
San Antonio, gathering with Patricia
Castillo with the P.E.A.C.E. Initiative,
Jamie Ford with Moms Demand Ac-
tion, and State Senator Jose Menendez.

On a hot afternoon in Austin, Texas,
more than 100 of us also gathered with
Mayor Steve Adler, Andrea Brauer
from Texas Gun Sense, members of the
Austin City Council, State Representa-
tive Donna Howard, and other elected
officials, all asking this Congress to re-
spond to the horrific wave of gun car-
nage that threatens the security of our
families. Each of these gatherings in-
cluded powerful testimony from family
tragedies and losses as a result of guns.

After the mass murders in Orlando
and San Bernardino, carried out by in-
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dividuals professing a twisted version
of Islam, the most obvious next step is
to question why, if someone is too dan-
gerous to get on an airplane with you,
they ought to be able to buy as many
assault weapons as they would like?
And ask why, in Orlando, the law en-
forcement officials did not hear about
assault weapon purchases of one person
who had been on the terrorist watch
list? One of the three modest bills
about which we were sitting-in would
institute a no-fly, no-buy restriction.

The day after our protest, to their
credit, four of our Republican col-
leagues here in the House, for the first
time, introduced a version of a pro-
posal to prohibit such gun purchases,
but also to provide a means by which
someone could get off the no-fly list if
they were on it improperly.

This proposal copies verbatim one
proposal that has been offered by Re-
publican Senator SUSAN COLLINS. Hers
is the only proposal pending in the
United States Senate today that has
not already been rejected. I think it is
time for us to come together to unite
behind this proposal. It is a modest
step forward, but it is a step forward to
address gun violence.

Instead, we are told today that
Speaker RYAN is, apparently, com-
mitted to blocking this bipartisan ini-
tiative and anything else that doesn’t
have a seal of approval from the Na-
tional Rifle Association. Apparently,
the only provision on which we will be
allowed to vote here in this House is a
proposal that the Senate has already
rejected.

This isn’t action. It is theatrics. It is
the appearance of the response to the
concern of so many Americans for ac-
tion on gun safety, without changing
anything.

Under this gun lobby proposal, in
order to prevent a gun purchase, the
Justice Department would be required
to obtain a court order within 72 hours
to prove probable cause that a person
has ‘‘committed, conspired to commit,
attempted to commit, or will commit
an act of terrorism.” Well, if our law
enforcement can do that, they should
not only be preventing a person from
acquiring a gun, they ought to be tak-
ing them to prison.

So much attention has focused on the
sit-in on this floor, not enough has fo-
cused on the ‘‘sit-on.” I am talking
about the Speaker, who sits on any leg-
islation concerning gun violence, in-
cluding that advanced by fellow Repub-
licans, if it does not have approval of
the gun lobby.

We just celebrated Independence
Day. How about the Republicans de-
claring independence from the gun
lobby? Just once, in a very small, mod-
est way declaring independence on a
proposal that Republicans themselves
have advanced—a few of them—to ad-
dress more security for our families.

The Republican leadership has tried
so very desperately to avoid account-
ability on gun safety. They cut off
these microphones. They fled the
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House in the middle of the night. Now
they are cloaking themselves in an
NRA-approved bill already rejected by
the United States Senate that won’t
keep weapons of war out of the hands
of terrorists.

Everyone who owns a gun knows that
sometimes you need to keep the safety
on that gun. I think it is time to put
the safety back in gun safety legisla-
tion. It is time to engage in meaning-
ful, real reform.

——
ERSKINE FIRE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCARTHY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, for
nearly 2 weeks now, a wildfire has
raged throughout my district. High
heat, dry winds, and a long drought
conspired together, enabling a fire that
has burned tens of thousands of acres,
hundreds of homes, and taken the lives
of two people.

I did not know Byron and Gladys
McKaig personally, but I have heard
about them and learned a small part of
their story. They were good and loving
people. They met in a church. He was
an Episcopal priest and she played the
organ. Byron would preach; Gladys
would play. They helped their friends
and each other grow closer to God.

They died, it seems, from smoke. A
neighbor said he spotted them, after
the fire, lying out in front of their
house near their fence. The trees were
still burning. Byron looked as if he
were shielding his wife from the com-
ing flames. It was one last act of sac-
rifice for the woman he spent his life
loving. Such people are a gift to every-
one they meet.

As our community struggles now to
return to a sense of normalcy, faced
with the immense task of rebuilding
after so much loss, we have our fire-
fighters, police officers, and first re-
sponders to thank that this disaster
was not worse. For days, with little
sleep and near exhaustion, they kept
the flames at bay. They remind us how
willingly some face danger to protect
others. We are forever thankful to
them.

We continue to pray for those suf-
fering from the loss of their businesses,
their homes, their families, and their
friends. Our community always has and
always will stand strong in the face of
disaster as we rebuild.

———

PASS GUN SAFETY LEGISLATION
AND GIVE D.C. THE VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON)
for 5 minutes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, anyone
who thought the Democrats would go
away after we were driven to a sit-in
on the House floor for gun safety legis-
lation learned differently very soon
after we got home on Wednesday, June
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29, when events were held all across the
country on a National Day of Action
for Gun Violence Prevention. We
served notice.

Yes, there have been moments of out-
rage and sometimes we have not kept
up the battle unceasingly. Watch us
this time.

I am very pleased that our very effec-
tive police chief, Cathy Lanier, came
with me to a roundtable where we
heard not only from her, but from resi-
dents of the District of Columbia who
have experienced the incredible heart-
ache and throbbing agony of the loss of
a loved one to gun violence.

This morning, unstimulated by me,
parents organized themselves to come
to the Capitol at 9 a.m. They call
themselves D.C. Moms and Dads for
Rational Gun Safety Legislation. They
are a group of spontaneously formed
District of Columbia parents who lack
voting representation in the Congress,
although they pay the highest taxes
per capita of any Americans. They do
not have the final vote on the House
floor, and they have no Senators.

They wanted to come and show their
support for national gun legislation to
prevent gun violence in our city and
our country. They came when, the
week before, I had just fought off three
amendments in the House Rules Com-
mittee to undermine D.C.’s gun laws
with an attempt to erase some of those
laws.

It is interesting that, in the Rules
Committee, I was able to keep those
Republican amendments to take away
our gun laws from being made in order.
I think it is because the Rules Com-
mittee took place only days after Or-
lando, and even Republicans didn’t
have the nerve to authorize gun legis-
lation so close to the Orlando gun mas-
sacre. Is that what it is going to take?
Or will it take the persistence that you
saw when Democrats had no alter-
native but to sit on this hard floor just
before recess?

Now, the Republicans have gotten
the permission of the NRA to include a
gun bill in a pending bill. No wonder, it
makes things worse. Now you would
have to go before a judge before you
can get someone off the no-fly list, in-
stead of depending on the slow admin-
istrative process, you would go through
the much slower judicial process.
Thank you for nothing. It certainly
won’t satisfy us or the American peo-
ple.

We who live in your Nation’s Capital,
need national gun legislation to keep
guns from flowing in from weak gun ju-
risdictions, and we need Congress to
leave our gun safety laws alone.

Without fail, every single year, I
have to drive back attempts to over-
turn our gun laws. I just described
three that were in the Rules Com-
mittee before we left that I was able to
drive back because of Orlando.

Yes, I am proud that the Nation’s
Capital has the strongest gun laws in
the country, as well it might. Con-
troversial world figures walk our
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streets and visit our restaurants. Weak
gun laws we do not need in this Cap-
ital.

We have effective enforcement. We
have good relations among Chief La-
nier and her police force and our resi-
dents. But we are still at the mercy of
a Congress, which will not do its job.

During our House sit-in, I left the
floor to go to a press conference held
by the Mayor and the police chief, dis-
playing AK-47s and other guns illegal
in the District of Columbia but that
you can simply go to a gun show and
buy, undermining our gun laws.

Our gun problem in cities like ours
and many cities and jurisdictions
across the country are not local prob-
lems. They are a national problem.
That is why you see us demanding uni-
versal background checks. That is why
we are demanding that Congress stop
censuring the CDC from studying gun
laws.

I thank the moms and dads and kids
who marched to the Capitol today for
overriding their denial of a vote to
come here. You sent a dual message:
pass gun safety legislation, and give
D.C. the vote.

——————

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE AND THE
NEED FOR UNIVERSAL BACK-
GROUND CHECKS

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

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, years
before coming to Congress, as many of
my colleagues know, I cofounded and
served as the executive director of the
National Network to End Domestic Vi-
olence.

Twenty years ago, we worked with a
bipartisan Congress to pass the Domes-
tic Violence Offender Gun Ban. It be-
came law in 1996. It was known as the
Lautenberg amendment, after the late
Senator Frank Lautenberg of New Jer-
sey.
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Since that time, we have made a lot
of progress in preventing domestic vio-
lence, but, sadly, there are several
Mack Truck-size loopholes that pre-
vent the law from coming to its full ef-
fect. In fact, just last week, in a fight
against the gun lobby, yet again, over
these last 20 years, the Supreme Court
upheld the domestic violence offender
gun ban in a 6-2 decision.

As many know, leaving an abusive
relationship is the most dangerous
time for a domestic violence victim,
and adding a firearm to that situation
severely heightens the risk of injury or
death. In fact, in America, the major-
ity of fatal domestic violence homi-
cides are committed with firearms. At
least 52 percent of American women
murdered with guns are killed by inti-
mate partners or family members.

Despite impressions from media cov-
erage, mass shootings in which at least
four people are murdered with a gun
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are also typically acts of domestic or
family violence. An Everytown, USA,
analysis of every mass shooting be-
tween 2009 and 2015 found that 57 per-
cent were committed by intimate part-
ners or the family of victims.

Research shows that commonsense
gun laws have a marked effect on im-
proving women’s safety from gun vio-
lence. In States that require back-
ground checks for all handgun sales, 46
percent fewer women are murdered
with a gun by an intimate partner. And
State laws ensuring that convicted
abusers or those subject to domestic vi-
olence restraining orders are separated
from their firearms are also associated
with reductions in gun violence against
women. But because of loopholes in
these laws and failures to enforce
them, they do little to curb the unique-
1y lethal American problem of guns and
violence against women.

Four gaps in the law are particularly
harmful. First, Federal law does noth-
ing to keep guns out of the hands of
abusive dating partners or convicted
stalkers. The Federal law prohibits do-
mestic abusers from buying or owning
guns but doesn’t apply to dangerous
people convicted of misdemeanor stalk-
ing offenses or to dating partners, even
though more women in the U.S. are
killed by their dating partners than
their spouses.

Second, in 35 States, State law does
not prohibit all people convicted of
misdemeanor domestic violence crimes
and all people subject to restraining or-
ders from buying or using guns.

Third, and importantly, Federal law
allows domestic abusers and stalkers
to easily evade gun prohibitions by
purchasing guns from unlicensed pri-
vate sellers. That is the Mack Truck
loophole. Federal law only requires
background checks for gun sales at li-
censed dealers. Sixteen States require
checks on all handgun sales, but in the
remaining States, prohibited abusers
seeking to avoid a background check
have very little trouble purchasing a
gun from an unlicensed dealer they
meet online, at a gun show, or in a
parking lot.

Prohibited domestic abusers know
about this loophole and they have
taken advantage of it to deadly effect.
And, in fact, in a first-of-its-kind inves-
tigation of illegal gun sales, Mayors
Against Illegal Guns found that one in
four prohibited purchasers seeking
guns online had a domestic violence ar-
rest.

Finally, 41 States do not require pro-
hibited abusers to relinquish the guns
they already own, so I have joined in
legislation to prohibit these guns from
falling into the hands of domestic abus-
ers. We know that a proven way to help
with people who are not eligible to pur-
chase guns, such as felons and domestic
abusers, is to expand and strengthen
universal background checks on all
firearms sales no matter where that
sale takes place. And, very tragically,
our lax gun laws make it easier for
abusers to acquire a firearm than it is,
in fact, to purchase a box of Sudafed.
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So you ask, Mr. Speaker, why do we
protest? Why did we take the dramatic
action of taking to the floor of this
House?

It is because we have had enough,
and we know that, working together,
we can and must change the fact that
women across this country lose their
lives to gun violence by their domestic
abusers.

Nine American women are shot and
killed by their husbands and intimate
partners every single week. We can do
something about it. Let’s close the gun
show loophole.

————

BIPARTISAN GUN VIOLENCE
PREVENTION MEASURES

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

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, this House’s
silence on preventing gun violence and
keeping guns out of the hands of dan-
gerous individuals is a betrayal of the
American people.

Americans are 25 times more likely
to be murdered with a gun than in any
of our peer countries; and since the
horrific shootings at Sandy Hook Ele-
mentary School in my district, in the
last 3% years, 100,000 Americans have
lost their lives to gun violence. Think
about that—100,000 Americans. That is
the size of a good-sized American city,
every single one of them dead because
of a gun. And this House—this House—
has done nothing.

We are elected to respond to the
needs of the American people. We are
elected to keep Americans safe; and
right now, felons, domestic violence
abusers, even suspected terrorists can
buy a gun of their choice without a
background check, no questions asked.

And the bad guys are well aware of
this big, gaping loophole in our laws.
Here is what an al Qaeda spokesman
said in a propaganda video in 2011:

““America is absolutely awash in eas-
ily obtainable firearms. You can go
down to a gun show at the local con-
vention center and come away with a
fully automatic assault weapon, with-
out a background check, and most like-
ly without having to show an identi-
fication card. So what are you waiting
for?”’

The real question is: What are we,
what are we in this Chamber, waiting
for?

We have the no fly, no buy bill, a bi-
partisan bill to close the terror loop-
hole, and we have a bipartisan bill to
strengthen background checks so that
they apply to all commercial sales of
guns.

Now, I know many Americans as-
sume that the laws we have on the
books are strong enough, it is just a
question of enforcement; but, sadly,
that is not true. That is not true.
Somewhere between 30 and 40 percent
of all gun sales right now do not go
through background checks at all, not
at all, so the bad guys just have to go
to an unlicensed dealer or go online.
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And let’s be very clear. Twenty years
ago, when Congress passed the back-
ground check bill, when they passed
that bill, people didn’t buy guns online.
People didn’t buy much of anything on-
line, so Congress didn’t even have it in
its head to close a loophole it wasn’t
aware of. But it is now this Congress’,
it is now our job to respond to the
needs of the 100,000 Americans who
have died in the last 3% years and to
take action to save lives.

Now, no single law—no single law—
can end gun violence, but we do know
that laws work. They work, and im-
proved background checks save lives.

For example, in Connecticut, our per-
mit-to-purchase law has reduced gun
homicides by 40 percent. That trans-
lates into 296 lives saved over a 10-year
time period.

In States that have closed back-
ground check 1loopholes, 46 percent
fewer women are Kkilled by domestic
partners, and 48 percent fewer on-duty
police officers are shot to death. That
is half of those lives saved. And each
one of those lives saved is precious.
Each one has a family. Each one has
loved ones. Sometimes we forget that
when we are talking about thousands
of this and hundreds of that and mil-
lions of dollars and trillions of dollars.
Each and every life is important and
precious, and we are sworn to help the
American people.

Here is the bottom line. Better laws
work, and background checks work to
save lives.

The bill that the majority is bringing
up this week doesn’t really help. In
fact, it addresses the terror gap in
ways that will hamper the FBI’s efforts
to keep us safer.

But let me be very, very clear. With-
out background checks on every single
gun sale, no matter what we do on clos-
ing the terror gap, it won’t matter, be-
cause the bad guys will continue avoid-
ing the law, whether it is domestic vio-
lence abusers, felons, the dangerously
mentally ill, or suspected terrorists.

Mr. Speaker, there are steps we can
take to make our communities safer;
there are steps we can take to save
lives; and I call on this House to call
up, this week, the bipartisan bill to ex-
pand background checks.

ADDRESSING THE EPIDEMIC OF
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, we reflected on how fortunate we
are to live in a country that gives each
of us a voice in our government. Today,
this Congress will, once again, ignore
the voices of millions of Americans by
refusing to address the epidemic of gun
violence in our communities.

Yesterday, we honored the courage
that millions of Americans have dem-
onstrated throughout our history by
standing up in defense of their fellow
citizens. But today, this Congress will
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not muster the courage to hold a vote
on two proposals that are supported by
roughly 90 percent of this country and
that can save American lives.

Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve to be heard. They deserve a vote.
If the U.S. homeland security commu-
nity places a person on the FBI ter-
rorist watch list or determines that a
person is too dangerous to board an
airplane, then surely we can agree that
person is too dangerous to buy a fire-
arm.

This week, the majority will intro-
duce a bill that pretends to close this
gap in our homeland security laws, but,
in reality, it would create a system in
which it is both legal and likely for
suspected terrorists to buy a firearm.

The Republican measure takes no fly,
no buy and turns it into no fly, no
problem. Under their proposal, if a
known or suspected terrorist attempts
to buy a weapon, they will be denied
that ability for a mere 3 days.

From the moment they attempt to
purchase that firearm, the following
things must happen, all within 72
hours, to prevent that purchase: the
Attorney General must file a petition
in Federal court; the court must sched-
ule a hearing; the suspect must be pro-
vided actual notice and the oppor-
tunity to appear at that hearing with a
lawyer; the court must rule on the pe-
tition. And if all those things do not
occur in 3 days, the suspect is legally
entitled to buy a weapon.

Not only does the Republican bill set
an impossible timeline, it also requires
the Justice Department to meet an ex-
tremely high burden of proof. A sale
would only be prevented if the court
finds probable cause that the suspect
has committed or will commit an act
of terrorism.

The Republican proposal is specifi-
cally designed to ensure the Justice
Department fails and the suspect is al-
lowed to buy a gun. It is a fig leaf to
cover up the Republicans’ refusal to
take any meaningful action on gun vio-
lence. It is no surprise that this bill is
supported by the gun lobby.

Instead of spending our time on
toothless, ineffective proposals, we
should vote on the original no fly, no
buy bill that will keep guns out of the
hands of suspected terrorists.

We are also demanding a vote on a bi-
partisan proposal to require that com-
mercial gun purchases include a back-
ground check, background checks for
all. I have yet to hear one good expla-
nation on why this should not be the
law of the land. If a dangerous person
cannot pass a background check at a li-
censed gun dealer, they should not be
able to avoid a background check by
going to a gun show or purchasing a
firearm over the Internet.

In States that have closed loopholes
in their background check laws, 48 per-
cent fewer on-duty police officers are
shot to death—but my colleagues
across the aisle still refuse to hold a
vote.

Mr. Speaker, 33,000 people were Killed
by gun violence in America last year.
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The American people deserve more
than moments of silence. They deserve
action to keep dangerous weapons out
of the hands of dangerous people.
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They deserve to have their voices
heard. They deserve to send their kids
to school without fearing an assault-
style weapon will be waiting for them.
But, at the very least, they deserve to
know where each Member of Congress
stands. I am asking my Republican col-
leagues to find the courage to hold a
vote on real gun violence prevention
legislation that will save American
lives.

——
GUN VIOLENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased that the House will finally con-
sider legislation to make reforms to
our background check system for fire-
arm purchases. Now, Mr. Speaker, the
word ‘‘reform’ can either be a noun or
a verb. As a noun, reform means a
change for the better, improving a situ-
ation without revolutionary change, a
moral improvement. But I am afraid,
Mr. Speaker, that in this instance, the
reform we are about to vote upon is a
verb, where it simply means to form
again or to become formed again.

Americans are demanding a back-
ground check system that is a change
for the better and is not riddled with
loopholes. They demand a system that
protects the rights of law-abiding
Americans while preventing dangerous
individuals from obtaining weapons.
They demand a system where, to pur-
chase a gun, you must pass a back-
ground check. Unfortunately, the bill
before us, crafted by the NRA, will not
deliver this to the American people.

One of the fundamental loopholes in
the Brady bill, which requires back-
ground checks for most purchases, is
that, if the sale is not approved after 3
days, a firearm dealer can make the
sale anyway, even though the back-
ground check is still pending. Trag-
ically, this loophole has been given a
new name and nine new faces following
the attack at Emanuel AME Church in
Charleston on June 17, 2015.

Prior to that fateful day, the
Charleston shooter was arrested in Co-
lumbia, South Carolina, on March 1,
2015, and charged with a felony drug of-
fense. FBI Director James Comey has
since confirmed that, as part of this ar-
rest, the shooter admitted to the city
of Columbia police that he was in pos-
session of drugs. Under the Brady
Handgun Violence Prevention Act, an
unlawful drug user or addict is prohib-
ited from purchasing a firearm, and
this information should have barred
the shooter from the purchase.

Now, on Saturday, April 11, 2015, the
shooter attempted to purchase a fire-
arm in West Columbia, South Carolina,
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and the background check process was
initiated. Now, Mr. Speaker, 91 percent
of FBI background checks are proc-
essed within minutes, and gun dealers
are informed the buyer is either ap-
proved or denied; however, the other 9
percent require additional scrutiny by
FBI examiners and are not processed
immediately. The Charleston shooter’s
background check was marked ‘‘de-
layed/pending.”

Though the shooter was arrested on
March 1 by the city of Columbia police,
he, for some reason, was taken to the
Lexington County jail, and his arrest
record listed the arresting agency as
the Lexington County Sheriff’s Office.
Columbia, South Carolina, is in Rich-
land County. This clerical error was
noticed by a Lexington County correc-
tions officer shortly after and cor-
rected, but was only corrected inter-
nally. That correction was not given to
the FBI.

On Monday, April 13, when the FBI
investigator sought to get more infor-
mation about the shooter’s March ar-
rest, she initially contacted the Lex-
ington County Sheriff’s Office for more
information, who informed her that the
case was in the city of Columbia. Not
seeing a listing for Columbia on the
Lexington County law enforcement
list, she contacted West Colombia, who
had no knowledge of the arrest.

By Thursday, April 16, the back-
ground check was still listed as de-
layed/pending, but three business days
had passed. Consequently, Mr. Speaker,
he was allowed to purchase a gun, and
nine souls lost their lives because of
this loophole. We should close it and do
it today.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
0 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WOMACK) at 2 p.m.

————

PRAYER

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

Loving and merciful God, we give
You thanks for giving us another day.

As the Members of this assembly re-
turn from days away celebrating our
Nation’s birth, grant them measured
patience and a spirit of common pur-
pose in addressing the pressing issues
of these days.

We pray for the needs of the Nation,
the world, and all of creation. Bless
those who seek to honor You and serve
each other and all Americans in this
House through their public service.
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May the words and deeds of this place
reflect an earnest desire for justice,
and may men and women in govern-
ment build on the tradition of equity
and truth that represents the noblest
heritage of our people.

May Your blessing, O God, be with us
this day and every day to come, and
may all we do be done for Your greater
honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

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

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

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

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

———

FBI RECOMMENDATION NOT TO
PROSECUTE

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

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker,
today FBI Director James Comey an-
nounced his recommendation not to
prosecute Hillary Clinton. I am ex-
tremely disappointed with this deci-
sion. In fact, Mr. Comey said that it
was extremely careless of Secretary
Clinton to store public emails and clas-
sified emails on her server. There were
110 messages in 52 chains that con-
tained information that was classified
at the time, 8 of which were top secret,
36 secret, and 8 confidential.

We really need to protect our na-
tional security. The FBI Director
talked about the word ‘‘intentionally.”’
Well, if this had been defense informa-
tion, some of which it may have been,
the statute only requires criminal li-
ability to show the form of gross neg-
ligence. I think extremely careless
comes to gross negligence, and I en-
courage the FBI and prosecutors to
continue to look at this and do what is
right.

We need people in government who
are not extremely careless. We need
people who are careful.

————

COMMONSENSE LEGISLATION TO
DISARM HATE

(Mr. COURTNEY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, in the
wake of the horrific events in Orlando
on June 12, an extraordinary group of
Americans have come together calling
for commonsense gun control legisla-
tion. The Veterans Coalition for Com-
mon Sense was formed, again, within
hours, and among its ranks are General
David Petraeus; General Stanley
McChrystal; Admiral Thad Allen, the
retired commandant of the Coast
Guard; and General Michael Hayden,
former head of the Air Force. The list
goes on and on.

And why?

General Pete Chiarelli, the former
vice chief of staff of the Army, stated
it very clearly: ‘I have seen firsthand
what weapons of war can do. There is
no reason we cannot close the loop-
holes that allow these killing machines
to fall into the hands of criminals,
those who are mentally ill or those
who wish to do harm to innocent men,
women and children.”

The sit-in a couple of weeks ago was
exactly about what General Chiarelli
said, which is to pass the King-Thomp-
son bills to close the loopholes and to
require that people who are on the no-
fly list cannot purchase weapons that
go out and result in mass killings of far
too many Americans.

We should listen to the people who
wore the uniform of our country, those
leaders who, again, protected and de-
fended not only the Constitution but
all of us, and listen to their message
and pass the King-Thompson bills.

—————

A MOMENT IN HISTORY TO DO
SOMETHING SIGNIFICANT

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
while massive terrorist acts are raging
all around the world, in my district
yesterday 3 people were shot and
killed, one a 28-year-old father of 3.
And just last week a mother shot dead
her two daughters and was killed be-
cause she refused to put down a gun.

We have a moment in history—in the
backdrop of the largest mass murder
by guns by a bad person in Orlando,
Florida, as we mourn—to be able to do
something significant, Mr. Speaker,
and that is to pass the Thompson-King
bipartisan, commonsense, responsible
gun legislation.

Let me tell you what is being offered
on the floor. That bill that is being of-
fered on the floor would not have pre-
vented the Emanuel 9 because it allows
individuals to go past, if you will, the
checking because in the part of it that
deals with terrorism in particular, you
can ask or the prosecutors must prove
that you belong on that terrorist list,
and, therefore, you put a barrier to
protecting the American people.

We need a no fly, no buy; on the ter-
rorist list, you can’t do it; and we need
a longer period for law enforcement to
check the background checks. We need
to save lives.
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OUR FAMILIES CANNOT AFFORD
FOR US TO WAIT ANY LONGER

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

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to demand action to prevent gun
violence. Nearly every year 30,000
Americans die from gun violence. The
American Medical Association has de-
fined the situation as a public health
crisis. There are two immediate com-
monsense solutions: preventing known
suspects who are terrorists from buy-
ing guns and strengthening our back-
ground system to keep guns away from
criminals.

Everywhere I went in Minnesota last
week, I heard from families who
strongly support these commonsense
ideas. An overwhelming majority of
Americans support the ideas as well.

The American people deserve to
know where their Representative
stands, yet Republicans refuse to allow
a vote on these solutions. Republican
leadership instead is shamefully ped-
dling a gun lobby-endorsed bill that
even Republicans back home say
doesn’t do enough to prevent terrorists
from having guns.

Our families cannot afford for us to
wait any longer. We need to take ac-
tion. The House must act to prevent
gun violence and keep our families and
communities safe.

RESPONSIBLE GUN SAFETY
LEGISLATION

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, the
time has long passed for Congress to
act to enact responsible gun safety leg-
islation. Mr. Speaker, bring these two
bills to the floor for a vote.

————

GIVE US A VOTE

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

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, it has now been 3% years
since the horrific tragedy at Sandy
Hook Elementary School. In the past
3Y2 years, a lot has happened. There
have been 1,182 mass shootings in our
country and 34,000-plus people have
been Kkilled by someone using a gun.
The House has been in session for 526
legislative days, and we have held 30
moments of silence for victims of gun
violence.

But what hasn’t happened in the past
3% years is a vote. That is shameful.
The American people deserve a Con-
gress that is willing to stand up to the
gun lobby and do what it takes to keep
our communities safe. There is bipar-
tisan legislation that would prohibit
those on the terrorist watch list from
being able to purchase firearms legally
in our country, and there is bipartisan
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legislation to close a dangerous loop-
hole in our background check system.
Mr. Speaker, give us a vote.

———
TINA MEINS SPEAKS FOR ME

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

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, over and
over again my colleagues have pleaded
with the majority to give us a vote on
legislation that will protect Americans
from gun violence. Those pleas and the
pleas of millions of Americans con-
tinue to be ignored.

So instead of my words, I am going
to read the words of Tina Meins, whose
father, Damian, was Kkilled in San
Bernardino last year: ‘“There is room
in this national debate for reason, for
compromise and for compassion,’” she
wrote. ‘“‘Let us find common ground.
Let’s not be paralyzed because pro-
posed solutions will not be perfect. If
one person can be saved, isn’t it worth
the effort to fix this? Let’s work to-
gether, please, for the good of every-
one.”

Well, Tina speaks for me, and she
speaks for the thousands of families
who have lost loved ones to gun vio-
lence in America.

———
GUN VIOLENCE MUST END TODAY

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

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, 3 weeks
ago we gathered on this floor for an-
other moment of silence to remember
49 victims of the mass shooting in Or-
lando. In the days that followed, our
response was the same as it was after
Sandy Hook, Umpqua Community Col-
lege, and Colorado Springs—silence fol-
lowed by more silence.

In the days since, we can add hun-
dreds of names to the list of those lost
in our Nation to a unique epidemic of
gun violence, including the following
from Massachusetts:

David Atherton, a young firefighter
and veteran;

Marcus Hall, killed as his 4-year-old
son sat feet away getting his haircut;

Trevor Washington, gunned down
after a disagreement at a party;

Andrew Flonory, murdered less than
a mile from where his sister and 2-year-
old nephew had been executed 6 years
earlier;

Anthony Clay, a married father of
two, who died as a woman yelled
“Don’t leave me’’ over his body;

And 19-year-old Sabrina DaSilva, who
had just stepped out of her apartment
to grab juice out of her car for her 2-
year-old daughter, a daughter who will
never see her mother again.

Mr. Speaker, they are friends and
neighbors who will be forever missed
by the lives they touched, daughters
and sons, mothers and fathers, whose
families will forever live with the pain
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and suffering of losing a loved one.
This violence must stop.

WE MUST DO SOMETHING

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, after
the historic sit-in that took place on
this floor a couple weeks ago, last week
I hosted a discussion on gun violence in
my district. In attendance were people
with a wide range of experiences with
gun violence, constituents who volun-
teered time to advocate for better gun
laws, individuals who lost family mem-
bers due to gun violence, some who
themselves were victims of gun vio-
lence but thankfully survived.

There were representatives from the
LGBT community, public health pro-
fessionals, a youth violence interven-
tion program director, and the director
of a theater production featuring peo-
ple who lost loved ones to gun violence.

They came from different hometowns
and different walks of life, and they
have their own beliefs and world views,
but they agree on one thing: we must
do something to curb the tragic, per-
sistent threat of gun violence in Amer-
ica.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t expect all 435
Members of this body to agree on a per-
fect solution to this troubling issue,
but I do expect them to do something
that will meaningfully address it, and
so do the American people.

————

WHEN WE SAT DOWN, WE STOOD
UP

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

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, when my colleagues and I sat
down on the floor, we stood up for mil-
lions of Americans who agree it is time
for commonsense legislative action to
help prevent gun violence.

When the Republican leadership ig-
nored that call and then canceled the
rest of the workweek, we took that
message back to our districts. At a
roundtable in my district, I met with
families broken by random acts of gun
violence, mothers who were moved by
mass shootings, advocates calling for
change, and just regular people who
just wanted to see less violence. Their
stories and their motivations were en-
tirely different, but they all told me
one thing: We are with you.

I refuse to let them down, and I
refuse to let up until this body con-
siders basic bipartisan, broadly sup-
ported reforms, and not shoddily craft-
ed NRA-endorsed bills that do even less
than moments of silence.

O 1415
GIVE US A VOTE

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

Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Speaker, a mo-
ment ago, the House Chaplain ex-
pressed the hope—I would imagine it is
a fervent hope—that we would return
to this place with ‘‘a spirit of common
purpose.” Those are the words that he
used.

Nothing would reflect the common
purpose of the American people more
than allowing us to have a vote on gun
safety legislation in this House. Ninety
percent of Americans support universal
background checks. That is common
purpose. A majority of responsible gun
owners in this country support uni-
versal background checks. That is com-
mon purpose. Eighty-five percent of
Americans say that, if you can’t fly on
a plane because you are too dangerous,
you shouldn’t be able to buy a weapon.
That is common purpose.

So, what is the problem? Why can’t
we bring legislation? Why can’t we re-
spond to the anguish and grief of so
many families and communities
around this country? The Speaker of
this House will not allow legislation to
come to the floor. He won’t allow us to
express the common purpose of the
American people.

Give us a vote. Give us a chance to
demonstrate that common purpose and
address this scourge of violence in our
country.

NO MORE EMPTY GESTURES

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the
whole point of the Democratic sit-in to
demand congressional action on gun vi-
olence was to say that empty gestures
and moments of silence for 30 seconds,
followed by the bang of a gavel and re-
sumption of business as usual will not
be tolerated anymore in the face of this
national gun violence epidemic.

Yet this week, our Republican col-
leagues are bringing forward a bill,
written and blessed by the NRA, that is
yet another empty gesture—a glorified
moment of silence—because it estab-
lishes a completely arbitrary and arti-
ficial 72-hour timeframe and unreason-
able standards that must be met within
that timeframe.

I can’t get my dry cleaning back in 72
hours, yet the NRA and our Republican
friends expect the Attorney General to
come forward, serve process, have a de-
fendant hire an attorney, show up at a
hearing, and prove with probable cause
as the standard that this individual is
about to commit an act of terror? Give
me a break.

No more empty gestures. No more
moments of silence that are com-
pletely disingenuous, including this
glorified moment of silence that Re-
publicans are bringing forward this
week.
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PURSUE COMMONSENSE GUN
LEGISLATION

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

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, last
week, I had the opportunity to hear
from the families of victims of gun vio-
lence. Each story was unique and
heartbreaking. But for all the dif-
ferences in their tragic circumstances,
one common thread was echoed by
every individual in the room: too many
guns are too easily available.

One mother said: “Until we get these
guns off the street, the cycle is going
to continue.”

One way to start to get the guns off
the streets is through background
checks.

My office has heard from thousands
over the last 2 weeks, over the phone,
over Facebook, over Twitter. We have
heard that Congress can no longer bend
to the will of the gun lobby and pre-
vent the passage of commonsense legis-
lation that could save lives.

During that meeting last week, a
mother told me: ‘‘Changes can be made
because I have a voice.”

Mr. Speaker, now is the time to heed
our constituents’ call and pursue real,
commonsense legislation that helps get
guns out of the hands of dangerous peo-
ple.

END GUN VIOLENCE

(Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, the American pub-
lic want us to act. They spoke loud and
clear. They want an end to the gun vio-
lence that is taking place in this coun-
try.

We sat down on this House floor to
stand up for those Americans who want
to see Congress put on RECORD as to
where they stand on this issue. Demo-
crats, Republicans, and Independents—
80 percent-plus support background
checks. They support no fly, no buy.
Mr. Speaker, all we are asking for this
week and what the American people
are asking you for is a vote on these
two simple principles.

The Rules Committee is going to
meet tonight. We ask that you include
two amendments that Democrats will
bring forward: no fly, no buy—if you
can’t fly on an airplane, you can’t buy
a gun—and comprehensive, expanded
backgrounds checks.

Mr. Speaker, I don’t think that is too
much for us to ask. The American peo-
ple will be watching to see where their
Members of Congress stand on these
two important issues.

——————

SILENCE IS DEAFENING

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, be-
tween the time that 20 little children
and 6 teachers were shot at Sandy
Hook Elementary School and the 49
people that were slaughtered in Or-
lando, we have stood on this floor 27
times for a moment of silence. We send
our condolences and our thoughts and
prayers, and then the gavel sounds and
we go back to business as usual. Well,
2 weeks ago, the Democrats in this
House said no more silence. The silence
has become deafening.

In the city of Chicago, we lost 70 peo-
ple in the month of June to gun deaths.
There is no moment of silence for
them. They are women, children, men,
sons, husbands.

We have the ability in the House of
Representatives to save lives—not
every life, but a lot of lives—and the
moments of silence, of doing nothing,
have run out. It is time for us to act.
We have two bills on our agenda that
would begin to address the problem.
Republicans have to join with us to act
now. The silence is too deafening.

———
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
join with all the voices that we hear
today to speak to the urgent need to
address the problem of gun violence in
this country.

We need to consider not only mass
shootings, but the daily toll of gun vio-
lence that afflicts all of our commu-
nities. In 1 year, on average, 108,000
Americans are shot in murders, as-
saults, suicides and suicide attempts,
accidents, and police action. Approxi-
mately 32,600 of these individuals die.
Nearly 12,000 are murdered—more than
31 Americans every day.

We know what will work to reduce
deaths. We must act to expand back-
ground checks to close the private sale
loophole and make sure those checks
prevent the sale of guns to terrorists.
We should come together to vote on
the two bills and reduce gun violence.

————

PUT THE BILLS ON THE FLOOR

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

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, the
issues are pretty clear. I came up for
one simple reason: I am asking my Re-
publican friends: What are you afraid
of? What are you afraid of? You get the
votes.

I ran for Congress to debate and vote
on the issues of the day, vote my con-
science—win some, lose some. What did
you run for? Did you run to stifle
democratic debate? Did you run to sim-
ply say to the American people, “We
don’t care what you say’’?

If you believe the words you have
been saying for the last week, put the
bills on the floor and have a vote. That
is the American way.
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What are you afraid of? Are you
afraid you can’t control your Members?
Are you afraid some of your Members
may actually have to stand up, find
some courage, and vote their con-
science?

Put these two bills on the floor. The
American people want it, the American
people deserve it, and the American
people are demanding it.

———

BIPARTISAN ACTION TO PREVENT
GUN VIOLENCE IS NEEDED

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

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican people expect us to act to protect
them. We need a tough and smart coun-
terterrorism strategy to go after ISIS,
and that has to include taking com-
monsense steps to keep guns out of the
hands of terrorists.

In a 2011 propaganda video, an al
Qaeda spokesman encouraged radicals
to buy guns in the United States, say-
ing: America is absolutely awash in ob-
tainable firearms.

The overwhelming majority of the
American people support reasonable
fixes to prevent terrorists from buying
guns and to expand background checks
for all commercial gun sales. Yet, in
the 3% years since the tragedy at
Sandy Hook Elementary School, the
House has not held a single vote on leg-
islation to prevent gun violence. In
that time, gun violence has killed more
than 100,000 Americans.

It took a 25-hour sit-in and thousands
of Americans rising up and demanding
a vote, but here we are finally voting
on something. It is a step forward. Un-
fortunately, the bill we are voting on
this week was written by the gun
lobby, and it won’t do anything to keep
guns out of the hands of dangerous in-
dividuals.

So let’s keep working. Let’s send bi-
partisan legislation to the President’s
desk, because the American people are
demanding action. We should Ilisten
and we should act.

————

IN THE SPIRIT OF ELIE WIESEL

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, Elie
Wiesel, one of the great human beings
who graced this Earth, passed away
this week. He said that sometimes we
are powerless to prevent injustice, but
we should never fail to protest against
injustice.

JOHN LEWIS is a man in this House
who is of the same caliber as Nelson
Mandela and Martin Luther King. He is
the same caliber as Elie Wiesel. When
JOHN LEWIS and other Democrats pro-
tested on this floor, they were here be-
cause they might not have been able to
prevent injustice, but they needed to
protest. And they did it in the spirit of
Elie Wiesel.
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Mr. Speaker, you said JOHN LEWIS
and the Democrats’ activity on the
floor was a stunt. It wasn’t a stunt. It
was in keeping with the great tradition
of people like Elie Wiesel and JOHN
LEWIS who know that at sometimes,
when society and the government are
so far out of line, there need to be ex-
traordinary steps to bring attention to
issues and make a change. The bill you
are bringing to the floor is a stunt.
JOHN LEWIS does not engage in stunts.

———

REJECT THE GUN LOBBY BILL

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

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is sad that it took a 26-hour sit-in of
177 Members just to get a vote on one
gun violence prevention bill this Con-
gress. It is even sadder that Speaker
RYAN still doesn’t get it.

This week, we are voting on a big gun
lobby bill that already failed in the
Senate. It would give the Attorney
General only 72 hours to determine if
someone on the no-fly list should be
able to purchase a gun. House rules re-
quire 3 days between a bill’s introduc-
tion and a vote. Why does Speaker
RYAN think that the House deserves 3
days to read a bill, but the FBI, Attor-
ney General, and our courts should
fully investigate a suspected terrorist
in the same amount of time?

This isn’t an attempt to address gun
violence. It is a shameful attempt to
claim that a vote was held, without
hurting the majority’s precious score-
card rating with the big gun lobby.

This isn’t a game. With each passing
hour, another family mourns the loss
of a loved one.

I urge my colleagues to reject the
gun lobby bill. I call on you, Speaker
RYAN, to have the courage to call up
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan King-Thomp-
son background check bill, a real gun
violence prevention measure.

———
J 1430
ASSAULT WEAPONS

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

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, in the
Iraq war, my unit fought door-to-door
in some of the areas now controlled by
ISIL, and we did it armed with an as-
sault rifle called the M16A4.

Why did the Marine Corps send us
into battle with this weapon?

At the risk of making anyone feel un-
comfortable, the simple answer is this:
Because the M16 is a machine designed
to kill and maim people. It is not for
target shooting, or hunting deer. The
M16 was refined for the sole purpose of
taking enemy lives in combat.

That is why it defies explanation
that Republicans believe assault rifles
like the M16 or the SIG SAUER MCX
used in Orlando should be carried in
our communities. Weapons that Ma-
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rines use to kill enemy combatants in
Iraq don’t belong on the streets of
Phoenix.

Mr. Speaker, it is even harder to un-
derstand why Republicans apparently
think known terrorists should be al-
lowed to purchase these firearms. They
plan to bring a sham bill to the floor
later this week that law enforcement
leaders tell us will do nothing to pre-
vent individuals on the terrorist watch
list from obtaining these deadly weap-
ons. That is unacceptable.

Mr. Speaker, here is the bottom line.
If you are too dangerous to fly on a
plane, then you are too dangerous to
buy the kind of weapon I carried in
Iraq.

———
GUN VIOLENCE

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, in the wake of the
endless gun violence happening across
the country, the American people are
calling desperately on Congress to act.

Under pressure from House and Sen-
ate Democrats during the historic sit-
in, Republican leadership has finally
agreed to allow a vote on legislation to
prevent gun sales to suspected terror-
ists placed on the no-fly list. While it is
my view that this legislation does not
go far enough to prevent violence in
our neighborhoods, it serves as an im-
portant step in order to continue an
open dialogue on this issue.

My grandson, who is a responsible
district manager in a very large cor-
poration in this Nation, is an NRA
member. He hunts and he plays golf. He
asked me: ‘“‘Granny, why must anybody
have an AK-47? Why must these kind of
weapons be sold to people? They must
have background checks.”” Now, this is
a member of the NRA.

Mr. Speaker, as Congress works to
reduce gun violence and gun-related
deaths throughout our country, I en-
courage my colleagues to immediately
bring forward meaningful and com-
prehensive reforms.

———

THIS IS THE TIME TO ACT

(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, yesterday we cele-
brated Fourth of July, the 240th birth-
day of our Nation’s independence, and
the celebrations were quite vivid in my
district, which includes parts of Phila-
delphia, the birthplace of our Nation.

One refrain I got often when walking
in parades in my district yesterday,
and I was really struck by it, was peo-
ple calling out: ‘““Thank you, thank you
for the sit-in. I watched the sit-in.
That’s great.”

I was really struck because, frankly,
I have not had that experience of peo-
ple so finely tuned to what is being
broadcast on C-SPAN. It speaks to the
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desire for people that we address this
issue and the frustration that is out
there that we just have moments of si-
lence, and then total silence.

This is the time to act. No more
Orlandos, no more Sandy Hooks, no
more Auroras. Let’s call up today the
two bills that are supported by 90 per-
cent of the American people.

————

IT IS TIME TO DO THE RIGHT
THING

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

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I am here
today simply because it is time. It is
time to save lives. It is time to close
the gun show and Internet loophole. It
is time to make sure if you are on the
no-fly list, you can’t buy a gun in
America.

It is time for the American people to
know where their representatives
stand. It is time to find out who will
prevail, the people of the TUnited
States, or the NRA. It is time to end
moments of silence and move into leg-
islative action to save lives.

Mr. Speaker, don’t you think it is
time to give the people a vote?

Mr. Speaker, it is time for you to do
the right thing for all American people
and help save lives throughout the
United States of America. It is time to
do the right thing.

———————

THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS
FAILED US

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

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is
time and I think it is time for the Con-
gress and the House of Representatives
to not look at diversionary issues, but
to look at how the Federal Government
has failed us. The Federal Government
failed us in Orlando, it failed us in San
Bernardino, it failed us in Boston.

The United States is under attack by
extremist organizations, radicals. They
have used a pressure cooker in Boston.
They used pipe bombs and mechanisms
they bought from plumbing stores in
San Bernardino. They used weaponry
that they acquired when the Federal
Government failed in Orlando.

It is time that we get our watch list
corrected so that we don’t put people
on, take them off, don’t know who is
on the list, who is off the list. It is
time that the Federal agencies for law
enforcement and protecting us connect
the dots and not miss the opportunities

to stop the Orlandos, the San
Bernardinos and the Bostons.
————

THE TIME IS NOW

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, the American people have
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been clear: they are demanding a vote
to keep Americans safe from gun vio-
lence.

When the Speaker announced a vote
this week on gun violence, the Amer-
ican people hoped this would be a vote
for families and children, a vote to
honor victims and survivors of sense-
less gun violence, and a vote to keep
Americans safe from harm. Instead, the
American families have been given a
bait-and-switch.

The bill we have in front of us is a
vote for powerful special interests, a
vote to honor the millions of dollars of
the NRA’s campaign spending, and a
vote for a bill that does nothing to
keep Americans safe from harm. This
is a bill backed by the heavyhanded
gun lobby that ensures it is easier for
terrorist suspects to buy an assault
rifle than to get on a plane.

Last week, representing half a mil-
lion people, the mayors in my district
came together and asked me to deliver
a letter to Speaker RYAN. In part it
reads:

““A strong and growing number of our
constituents are deeply frustrated with
the inaction of this Congress. We urge
you to allow debate and votes on ex-
panding background checks and Kkeep-
ing guns out of the hands of suspected
terrorists.”

The time is now for those votes.

————
IS THIS THE PEOPLE’S HOUSE?

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, we
have heard Speaker RYAN say it. We
have heard Majority Leader MCCARTHY
say it. We have heard Leader PELOSI
say it. We have heard Whip HOYER say
it. We have all said it. We proudly refer
to this body as the people’s House.

Well, implicit in calling this the peo-
ple’s House is that we are responsive to
what the citizens of this country want
us to do. What a sham that description
is when it comes to gun safety, what a
total sham.

In my district, we are running at a
record pace of homicide by gunfire. My
constituents want to know why we
can’t even have a debate and a vote on
sensible universal background checks
which, according to a poll this week, 92
percent of the American people want.

I call on Speaker RYAN to fulfill the
promise of the people’s House and bring
sensible gun safety legislation to this
floor.

————
NO FLY, NO BUY

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute
and to revise and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I am privileged to
represent a diverse district in New
York, a State whose ban on assault
weapons was just upheld by the Su-
preme Court, and a State which just
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closed, on the State level, the senseless
loopholes in our Federal gun pur-
chasing regulations that allow known
criminals and domestic abusers to ob-
tain guns.

But one group of people New York’s
gun safety laws cannot reach are ter-
rorist suspects. That is because the
Federal Government controls the ter-
rorism watch list. So it is up to Con-
gress to make sure we keep guns out of
the hands of known terrorists. And the
vast majority of Americans agree, so
we must act.

Mr. Speaker, this body has no more
important mandate than to ensure the
safety of our citizens. We must pass no
fly, no buy, and we must pass com-
prehensive background checks to close
the loopholes for those that are trying
to purchase guns, and we need to act
now. Enough is enough.

———

CITIZENS ARE DEMANDING REAL
ANSWERS

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

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, since our
sit-in, led by our moral leader, JOHN
LEWIS, a steady, consistent chorus of
voices across the country is growing
louder demanding action on gun vio-
lence. The heartfelt calls, letters,
emails, and social media postings con-
tinue to flood in from my constituents.

These are grandparents, mothers,
young people who are saying ‘‘enough.”
In Sacramento alone, 60 people have
lost their lives this last year. These are
people who believe in the power of de-
mocracy, who are raising their voices,
and who are counting on us to listen.
They are saying ‘‘enough” to Repub-
licans not having the courage to stand
up to the powerful gun lobby.

The NRA-backed Republican deal we
are considering today is an empty
promise to the American people. It
would make it nearly impossible to
stop suspected terrorists from pur-
chasing firearms, and it would do noth-
ing to close a loophole that allows
criminals to bypass a background
check by simply going online or to a
gun show.

Mr. Speaker, our citizens are de-
manding real answers, not hollow ges-
tures. Let’s listen to them. We will not
rest until you do.

MEANINGFUL GUN SAFETY
LEGISLATION

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, last week 1
joined my Democratic colleagues from
Michigan for a standing-room-only
meeting of community members con-
cerned about gun violence in our coun-
try. We were joined by representatives
from law enforcement, the faith com-
munity, domestic violence advocates,
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the LGBT community, and grassroots
organizations.

We are at a turning point. The
Speaker called our sit-down efforts a
stunt. How wrong. It is the proposal
that he is offering that would be a
stunt instead of really addressing trag-
ic gun violence confronting this Na-
tion.

We should be considering the bipar-
tisan, commonsense legislation that
Americans overwhelmingly support:
preventing suspected terrorists from
buying guns, known as no buy, no fly,
and closing loopholes that allow online
and gun show sales to go forward with-
out background checks.

There is strong public interest for ac-
tion. We witnessed that last week. The
Speaker must no longer stand in the
way.

—————

WE MUST PURSUE COMMONSENSE
GUN VIOLENCE LEGISLATION

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

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, we must
pursue commonsense gun violence leg-
islation, legislation that makes a real
impact on the epidemic of gun violence
in our country. The American people
are crying out for a vote, and we have
a moral obligation to take action.

Two weeks ago, Democrats stood and
sat on this floor and demanded a com-
monsense gun violence prevention bill.
We are back today to continue that
fight.

The bills the Republicans are bring-
ing to the floor this week do little to
eliminate the scourge of gun violence
in our communities. In fact, the Zeldin
bill is supported by the National Rifle
Association. I think that is all you
need to know.

We need to move a real no fly, no buy
bill, one that actually prevents poten-
tial terrorists from getting dangerous
weapons. But our work cannot stop
there because gun violence in this
country does not only occur at the
hands of terrorists. We need to address
the issue of universal background
checks, to ban assault weapons, and to
conduct research on gun violence.

No more deaths. The American peo-
ple deserve a Congress that votes on
the issues that they most care about.
Not one more death in this country.

———
[ 1445
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, in my district, the Fourth District
of Georgia, the people are tired of gra-
tuitous gun violence. Gun violence and
gun deaths have risen by 8 percent over
the last decade.

Just this Friday night, a 35-year-old
female was Kkilled. Her brother had
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been killed a year earlier—both by gun-
fire. Saturday night, a 35-year-old male
was killed. His brother had been killed
a year ago by gunfire—both of them.
Families are being torn asunder. No
family should have to live under that.
A 38-year-old male not far from my of-
fice lost his life over a parking space
over this past weekend.

Gratuitous gun violence has to stop.
There is something that Congress can
do about it. We need to take action, lit-
tle, small action like closing the gun
show loophole. It makes a big dif-
ference. A little action like no fly, no
buy makes a big difference. But this
Congress, under the control of the
NRA, is unable to do so.

It is time for change.

————
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks
ago, Democrats made a clear and pow-
erful statement that we will not stand
silent as thousands of Americans are
victimized by gun violence.

JOHN LEWIS, JOHN LARSON, and more
than 100 other Democratic Members
didn’t hold this floor for 26 straight
hours—and hold events with thousands
of people across the country just last
week—just to get a vote on legislation
that won’t make Americans safer. This
week, Republicans will have a vote on
a bill that was written by the NRA and
would not address the scourge of gun
violence.

The American people deserve a vote
on legislation that will actually keep
those under investigation for terrorism
from purchasing guns legally in our
country, bipartisan legislation like Re-
publican Representative PETER KING’s
no fly, no buy bill. They also deserve a
vote on legislation that would
strengthen and make comprehensive
background checks.

——
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, if Demo-
crats sound frustrated with the House’s
failure to act on gun violence, it is be-
cause we are. In New York City over
this past weekend, 14 people were shot
in 10 incidents. Three weeks ago, more
than 100 people were shot in a single
evening in a single club in Orlando, and
49 of them died.

My Democratic colleagues and I have
been running through the statistics
over and over again for years now—
tens of thousands of deaths every year.
Since we had the sit-in on the House
floor just a few weeks ago, more than
1,000 Americans have died from gun vi-
olence. That is shameful.

So, yes, we are frustrated because
this is the only country in the devel-
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oped world with gun laws like these.
Australia changed its gun laws, and as
a result, they virtually have no gun
homicides in that place. We just sit and
mourn and do nothing.

You can order one over the Internet.
We don’t require background checks,
and they will ship it to your house.

We are asking for no fly, no buy, and
we are asking for background checks.

You can walk up to a booth at a gun
show and hand a stranger a stack of
cash and walk away with a semiauto-
matic assault rifle, no questions asked.
Under current law, even if the FBI has
probable cause to believe you are a ter-
rorist, you can walk into a gun store
and pass a background check. That is
shameful.

We have to make a choice. We have
to act. I ask my good colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to come together
and pass sensible gun control legisla-
tion.

————
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as the rep-
resentative of New Jersey’s Tenth Con-
gressional District—which  suffered
one-third of the State’s total gun
deaths last year—I know the destruc-
tion that gun violence inflicts, and I
know how important it is that we do
more to keep guns out of the wrong
hands.

Today we stand with the vast major-
ity of the American people in support
of a very simple principle: our gun laws
should uphold and protect the freedom
of all Americans—that includes respon-
sible gun owners and those Americans
trying to exercise their basic right to
be free from gun violence.

We stand with the vast majority of
Americans who believe that, if you are
too dangerous to fly, you are too dan-
gerous to buy a gun; who believe that
we need to keep guns from criminals,
domestic abusers, and dangerously
mentally ill individuals.

Mr. Speaker, on this day of action,
we renew our call for Republican lead-
ership to give the American people a
vote that is bipartisan in nature on gun
safety legislation. We cannot continue
to have the NRA stand for ‘“‘no Repub-
lican action.”

————
GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION

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

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to the NRA-authored
H.R. 4237, the so-called Protect Amer-
ica Act.

Mr. Speaker, how does this legisla-
tion protect America from gun vio-
lence? This bill would do nothing to
close the terror gap that currently al-
lows suspected terrorists to legally buy
guns. This bill would do nothing to ad-
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dress our anemic background check
system that allows up to 40 percent of
all firearm transfers to proceed with-
out a background check. And this bill
will do nothing to keep guns out of the
hands of the dangerously mentally ill.

Mr. Speaker, there are steps that
Congress can take to keep guns out of
the hands of dangerous people and to
keep Americans safe from gun vio-
lence. TUnfortunately, the Protect
America Act would accomplish neither.

This body should be concerned with
protecting Americans from gun vio-
lence, not protecting its Members from
tough votes.

Mr. Speaker, let the people’s House
vote on real, meaningful, commonsense
legislation that would keep our con-
stituents safe.

———

GUN VIOLENCE

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

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, as a mother, the second best day of
my life was when my son was born. The
first best day was when he returned
safely from war. That is because every
night was almost unbearable. I prayed
that I would not get that fateful knock
at the door.

My son went to war, and that knock
on the door—while you don’t want it, it
is unimaginable—but you expect it.
But no parent—mo parent—should
worry that they are going to get that
knock on the door when they put their
child on a schoolbus or when their
child goes to the movies or out for a
celebration.

My constituent, Greg Key, got that
knock. His daughter, Lindsay, age 19,
went to a party and became the victim
of a stray bullet.

Mr. Speaker, how many more dev-
astated parents like Greg and the
moms and dads we have heard about
have to get devastating news and feel
devastating pain? It is time for this
Congress to do its job.

No more guns for criminals or terror-
ists.

———

GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, we are here with a very sim-
ple plea this morning with 5-minutes
and this afternoon with 1-minutes.

We know the Speaker is an honorable
man. We know that the chairman of
the Rules Committee, Mr. SESSIONS, is
an honorable man. We in the minority
are just asking for two commonsense,
simple votes, both that have bipartisan
support and sit here waiting to be dis-
charged. But in the minority, it is the
only voice that we have.

This minority party represents, actu-
ally, a majority of the American citi-
zens, and we can’t get a vote on what
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the American people are crying out for.
Mr. Speaker, 85 to 95 percent—depend-
ing upon what poll you read—believe
that there should be a bill that does
not provide terrorists who are on the
no-fly list with a gun. Also, people be-
lieve that there should be background
checks to keep guns out of the hands of
criminals.

There have been more than 1,000—
1,000—mass murders since Sandy Hook.
We cannot be silent anymore. We re-
spectfully ask that our colleagues in
the majority who control the floor
allow us the simple dignity of what we
take an oath here for: a vote.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4768, SEPARATION OF
POWERS RESTORATION ACT OF
2016; PROVIDING FOR PRO-
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD
FROM JUNE 23, 2016, THROUGH
JULY 4, 2016; AND PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF MO-
TIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 796 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 796

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4768) to amend
title 5, United States Code, with respect to
the judicial review of agency interpretations
of statutory and regulatory provisions. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on the Judiciary. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule. It
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on the Judiciary now printed in
the bill. The committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived. No amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
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Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. It shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider con-
current resolutions providing for adjourn-
ment during the month of July, 2016.

SEC. 3. On any legislative day during the
period from June 23, 2016, through July 4,
2016—

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the
previous day shall be considered as approved;
and

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the
House adjourned to meet at a date and time,
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by
the Chair in declaring the adjournment.

SEC. 4. The Speaker may appoint Members
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by section 3 of
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of
rule I.

SEC. 5. It shall be in order at any time on
the legislative day of June 23, 2016, or June
24, 2016, for the Speaker to entertain motions
that the House suspend the rules as though
under clause 1 of rule XV. The Speaker or his
designee shall consult with the Minority
Leader or her designee on the designation of
any matter for consideration pursuant to
this section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 1 hour.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, this
rule provides for the consideration of
H.R. 4768, the Separation of Powers
Restoration Act of 2016. I rise today in
support of this rule and the underlying
legislation, which I believe directly
benefits the American people by ensur-
ing unelected bureaucrats are not able
to reinterpret the intent of legislation
passed by this body, the United States
Senate, signed by the President, or
known also as lawmakers under the
legislative process Article I powers
that are directly elected by the people
of this country.

Two weeks ago, the Rules Committee
met and reported a structured rule for
H.R. 4768. This rule provides for 1 hour
of debate equally divided by the chair
and ranking member of the Judiciary
Committee. I also want to point out
that the Rules Committee asked Mem-
bers to submit their ideas and amend-
ments, and, as a result, this resolution
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makes in order all of the amendments
submitted that did not raise a point of
order.

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of
these United States established three
coequal branches of government, each
with a clearly defined role. The separa-
tion of powers protects Americans by
preventing any one branch from gain-
ing too much power.

Unfortunately, this system is being, I
believe, abused by unlawful actions by
administrative agencies that are in-
creasingly asserting lawmaking pow-
ers. This modern ‘‘Federal administra-
tive state,” as it is called, runs counter
to our Founders’ intent, outlined in our
Constitution, and I believe must be
reined in. That is why we are on the
floor of the House of Representatives
today with our ideas to move forth on
behalf of the ideas that we believe
should rule in law, in rulemaking, and
in the way the American people find
governance of these United States.

Mr. Speaker, in 1984, the Supreme
Court ruled that, when a congressional
statute is ambiguous, courts hearing
challenges to executive actions must
preemptively defer to the regulators’
interpretation of the law. The Court ef-
fectively rigged America’s regulatory
and judicial system in favor of
unelected bureaucrats and against the
American citizens that are being tar-
geted.

Later, in Auer v. Robbins, the Court
required deference to agencies’ inter-
pretations of their own regulations.
This great deference to administrative
agencies is particularly troubling be-
cause it effectively gives unelected bu-
reaucrats the power to make law.

Administrative agencies issue, en-
force, and settle disputes involving reg-
ulations that have the force of law in
many, many respects. In every aspect
of our daily life, we are impacted by
these decisions. Though the courts
have a duty to check the abuses of the
political branches in certain appro-
priate cases, they too often rely on def-
erential doctrines in reviewing agency
actions. Given the inconsistent appli-
cation of Chevron deference and con-
cerns about the separation of powers, it
is imperative that Congress act.

H.R. 4768 reverses this erosion of our
constitutional system that has allowed
unelected bureaucrats to mandate
their own interpretations of laws. The
legislation overturns the Chevron and
Auver doctrines by clarifying the intent
of the Administrative Procedure Act.
Specifically, the bill directs courts to
conduct a de novo, or from scratch, re-
view of all relevant questions of law,
including the interpretation of con-
stitutional and statutory provisions
and the provisions of agency rules.

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that, at the
time we pass laws, at the time we de-
bate intent, and at the time we pass
these laws and give to the agencies the
opportunity to work with us on the for-
mation of how the laws will be played
out, meaning the agencies’ rules and
regulations, it should be done with the
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intent of Congress. Many States have
regulatory systems that require all
regulations come back through their
elected officials.

We find that what we are trying to do
is to simply return the power of legis-
lating to Congress and ensure the
courts, not the agencies, interpret the
laws, based upon the original intent of
the laws. This is a critical step in re-
storing the constitutional balance and,
I believe, limiting executive overreach
to the balance that works on behalf of
people for the intent of the original
passage of the laws.

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

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

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SEssIONS) for the customary 30
minutes. I really want to thank him
because, after what happened 2 weeks
ago when we in the minority were de-
nied any debate time on the rule or the
underlying bill, I know that being
given the customary 30 minutes is no
longer something we should automati-
cally assume.

Let me begin by saying I rise in
strong opposition to this rule. I am
going to rise in strong opposition to
the rule that comes after this, and the
one that comes after that.

We are debating three rules today
that would provide for the consider-
ation of legislation on the separation
of powers bill, a health savings account
bill that they put together, and a fi-
nancial services bill. All three bills, I
want my colleagues to know, are going
nowhere. There are Statements of Ad-
ministration Policy on all three pieces
of this legislation saying the adminis-
tration would veto them.

Some of these bills are so bad, I am
not even sure the Senate will consider
them. They are either press releases
that were written in the Republican
congressional campaign committee or
they are bills that are so loaded up
with extraneous materials and riders
on all kinds of subjects that have noth-
ing to do with the underlying legisla-
tion that, again, we are just sitting
here debating bills that have no future,
that are going nowhere. We are wasting
the time of our colleagues, and we are
wasting taxpayer money.

What we should be debating here
today, and you have heard from a se-
ries of my colleagues earlier, is legisla-
tion that would provide for comprehen-
sive background checks on anybody
who wants to buy a gun, and also on
legislation that says that, if you are on
an FBI terrorist watch list and you
cannot fly on an airplane, then you
should not be allowed to go into a gun
store and buy a weapon of war—or buy
any gun, for that matter.

Those are the two pieces of legisla-
tion that we tried 2 weeks ago to get
the Speaker of the House to give us
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time to debate and a vote on them, and
we are still demanding consideration of
these two very basic, commonsense
pieces of legislation that I believe will
save lives in this country. Quite frank-
ly, that is what we should be concerned
with: how we better protect our con-
stituents, how we better protect the
American people.

The issue of gun violence is some-
thing that Democrats and Republicans,
alike, care about. In fact, the two
pieces of legislation that we want to
bring to the floor are authored by a Re-
publican Member. The distinguished
gentleman from New York (Mr. KING)
is the prime author of both of these
pieces of legislation.

This problem is something that
seems to worry the American people,
trouble the American people, but
doesn’t seem to trouble the people who
are in charge of this House.

Listen to this statistic
PolitiFact:

So many people die annually from
gunfire in the United States that the
death toll between 1968 and 2011
eclipses all wars ever fought by the
country. There were about 1.4 million
firearm deaths in that period compared
to 1.2 million U.S. deaths in every con-
flict from the War of Independence to
Iraaq.

Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks ago, many of us
came to this floor and joined with our
colleagues—JOHN LEWIS, KATHERINE
CLARK, JOHN LARSON, MIKE THOMPSON,
and so many others—in a protest, in a
sit-in. The reason we did that is be-
cause the frustration level on this side
of the aisle is boiling over. This is sup-
posed to be a deliberative body where
important issues get debated and voted
on. Instead, this has become a place
where trivial issues get debated pas-
sionately and important ones not at
all.

In the aftermath of the terrible trag-
edy in Orlando where 49 people were
killed, all we could do in this House
was have a moment of silence. That
was it. That was what that protest was
all about. That is what that sit-in was
all about.

We have exhausted every other way
to try to get this legislation to the
floor. Every time we try to go through
regular order, we are blocked, we are
blocked, we are blocked, we are
blocked.

Enough.

The American people overwhelm-
ingly support the no fly, no buy bill
and universal background checks. They
are not going to fall for the theatrics
that my Republican friends are now en-
gaged in this week, which is to bring
up an NRA-written bill, which they are
going to say is no fly, no buy.

But what they are not going to tell
you is that all of the loopholes still
exist. It doesn’t matter what this bill
purports to do; you could still be on
the terrorist watch list and go online
and buy a gun. You could still be on
the terrorist watch list and not be able
to fly and go to a gun show and buy a
gun.

from
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It is pathetic that the loopholes and
the background checks in our laws con-
tinue to be unaddressed. All we are try-
ing to do is have our moment where we
can debate this issue, which, again, is a
bipartisan issue. It is not a partisan
issue. Again, the two pieces of legisla-
tion that we want to bring to the floor
are authored by a Republican Member.

Mr. Speaker, we are not going away.
This issue is too important. We are not
going to be silent. We are going to con-
tinue to use every means available to
us to raise our voices and to demand
that the leadership of this House re-
spect not the wishes of the Democratic
minority, but respect the wishes of the
vast majority of the American people,
Democrats and Republicans alike.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS), a member of the
Rules Committee

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the chairman yielding
me the time.

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 796, the rule providing for con-
sideration of H.R. 4768, the Separation
of Powers Restoration Act.

I want to thank not only the chair-
man, but the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. RATCLIFFE), my friend, for intro-
ducing this legislation and bringing it
through the Judiciary Committee. This
is something that we have had hearings
on, we have had work done on, and I
am proud to be an original cosponsor of
H.R. 4768. I am glad to see it moving
forward today.

The Judiciary Committee discussed
these concepts, worked on these con-
cepts, and looked at the whole issue.
Frankly, this is one that in many
ways, except for the very partisan na-
ture of what we are doing in Congress
these days—and it is, and there are
things that we disagree on—this one, to
me, should really have been one that,
frankly, shouldn’t be partisan.

In regards to an administrative de-
termination that they will veto it, I
am not sure that their machine knows
anything else except to send us an ad-
ministrative statement saying they are
going to veto it. I have been on the
Rules Committee 1% years now, and I
think I have seen one bill that they
thought maybe we could sign. Now,
there is a balance between both, but
that doesn’t bother me near as much as
putting forth policy that actually helps
and puts forward ideas that make
sense.

The Separation of Powers Restora-
tion Act amends the Administrative
Procedure Act to overturn two doc-
trines that call for judicial deference
to agency interpretations of statutory
and regulatory provisions: the Chevron
and Auer doctrines. The legalese de-
scription of the bill may sound dry, but
its importance cannot be understated.
Let’s just put it in plain English.

The Separation of Powers Restora-
tion Act ensures Federal bureaucrats
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can’t interpret the legality of their
own regulations at the expense of hard-
working Americans and the separation
of powers.

The United States Constitution
clearly defines the duties of each
branch of government, but today the
executive branch far too often acts as a
lawmaker or a law interpreter when it
is supposed to be a law enforcer. And
for this Congressman, this is both par-
ties. I do not want the executive to
take this constitutional role of this
body. I don’t care who sits in the White
House. This is not something that
should be taking place. It has taken
place over time. We have got to under-
stand why this matters.

This is a serious threat to the separa-
tion of powers. I believe the adminis-
tration has gone out of its way to try
to ignore or to rewrite what they don’t
like from up here. The Chevron and
Auer doctrines are helping them justify
these unacceptable actions.

Executive branches should be seen
not as lawmaking authorities, but in-
stead almost as expert advisers or wit-
nesses on regulation. But under the
Chevron doctrine, agencies essentially
got the power to make policy when
Congress either explicitly or implicitly
delegated the power.

0 1515

Under the Chevron doctrine, or the
Chevron deference, agencies are essen-
tially free to define the meaning of
statutes that they administer, and the
courts defer to the agencies’ interpre-
tations.

Mr. Speaker, just for a moment, lis-
ten here. The courts have set up the
Chevron doctrine and have said, basi-
cally, this may be what Congress said,
and here is what unelected officials
have said. We are going to side with
them. At what point, in the judicial
frame of reference, does that make
sense when they are to be the inter-
preter of the law that has been written
in these bodies—in this building—in-
stead of by those down the street who
have decided, in their own infinite wis-
dom, that they know better than those
here?

They may have larger degrees; they
may have longer time; they may have
studied it forever. That is fine. If they
want to make law, let them put their
money down and run for Congress. Do
not make law from the cubicle, and
that is what we are seeing. Unfortu-
nately, the courts have said: We are
going to side with the executive in
this.

In my opinion, this is out of the
realm of what the Constitution actu-
ally states. In other words, really,
what the courts are saying is, to avoid
interpreting the law, they are allowing
the agencies that wrote the regulations
to be free to play political games and
to do whatever they want to do.

The Separation of Powers Restora-
tion Act will address this situation. It
replaces the current standard of review
with a requirement that the courts re-
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view challenged agency decisions with-
out their having deference or regard of
the agency’s legal conclusions. This
will ensure that unelected bureaucrats
are not left to write and interpret laws
in order to achieve political gain at the
expense of the American people.

Federal regulations impose more
than $1.88 trillion—that is trillion with
a T—on the economy. The regulatory
burden and the unelected bureaucrats
who implement it have spun out of con-
trol, and it is the taxpayers of America
who are left holding the bag. I am tired
of it, and I know the American people
are tired of it.

When I go home, one of the first
things that is talked about is the over-
reach and the continuous burden of a
bureaucracy that seems to be com-
pletely out of control. In northeast
Georgia, examples of regulatory burden
include everything from ill-conceived
requirements for the poultry industry,
to new labor requirements that impact
manufacturers, to the silica rule’s ef-
fect on the granite industry in
Elberton. It runs across the spectrum.
In fact, with that last one, the silica
rule, they can’t even measure what
they are wanting to enforce.

Explain to me how that helps busi-
ness. Explain to me how that actually
helps anyone when you can’t measure
what you are wanting to actually en-
force, except it sounds good, and it is a
great press release as I have heard
today. The press release is at the ex-
pense of American business and is not
within the constitutional principles by
which we operate.

Part of the problem is that this is
just an erosion of power. In fact, last
month, the D.C. Circuit Court relied
heavily on the Chevron deference to
uphold the Federal Communications
Commission’s Open Internet Order,
also known as the net neutrality rule.
That rule attempts to regulate our way
to new innovation and is a huge blow
to Internet freedom.

The FCC said it was acting in the in-
terest of fairness and competition, but,
in reality, it stifled fairness and com-
petition. A shocker there, Mr. Speaker.
What the government interferes with
typically doesn’t do what they intend
it to do. We can go through program
after program and see that.

The FCC rule would slow Internet
speeds, increase consumer prices, and
hamper infrastructure development,
including at my home in northeast
Georgia, in my home district. Rather
than interpreting the legality of the
rule, the court’s decision basically said
it was acceptable for Federal agencies
to rewrite the law to suit political
whims. The court deferred to the agen-
cy’s interpretation of its own rule.

I wish I had the ability to say that
with a Federal agency such as, maybe,
the IRS. I am just going to write them
a little letter and say: I interpret the
law differently. I don’t owe anything
this year. Thanks for asking—and have
the court uphold mine. Do you think
they would go along with that? No. Of
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course, this is the same IRS that has
one person in control of almost a mil-
lion people. They have one customer
service agent in my district; so I don’t
think they care, really, about that.
You see, if you go back to this right
here, it is interpretation. The court
said: Interpret your own rules. Do what
you want to do.

The Chevron doctrine is bankrupt
when it comes to the separation of
powers. We have got to get back to a
way that this actually does this. This
simply does this, and this is not new.
This is not something that is unheard
of.

Importantly, the bill will also extend
this requirement to not only judicial
review under the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act, but also to various mini
APAs that are scattered throughout
the United States Code. For example,
the Clean Air Act includes its own indi-
vidual version of the APA. This bill en-
sures cases like that can’t escape no-
tice.

We need to reverse the course. It is
time we stopped diminishing congres-
sional authority and handing the power
over to the agencies. It is past time
that we restore the checks and bal-
ances that our Founders built into this
system.

Mr. Speaker, this is where it is un-
derstandable. We can have differences
of opinion on this floor. In fact, that is
what our country was based on. We are
going to have differences of opinion
and different ways to go about it; but
what I cannot understand is, on this
floor, when we can’t even come to-
gether to say we will hold for our own
authority—our own congressional, con-
stitutional authority. We say we will
happily give it, and let the courts say
that the folks who have not been elect-
ed and who will be there, maybe, long
after we are gone can decide that that
is not what Congress really meant,
whether it be a Democratic Congress or
a Republican Congress, whether it be a
Democratic President or a Republican
President.

The Constitution was set up with
three branches—three, not one. Just
because the one—the executive—feels
that because there is inaction on the
Hill it can do whatever it wants is no
excuse to not go by the law. It is even
less of an excuse that the courts should
turn a blind eye to the intent of Con-
gress. That is what this is about.

We are going to hear everything else
today on this rule. I just wanted to
take a few minutes to talk about the
actual rule before you, not about ev-
erything else. We will have plenty of
time on that. This bill is a good bill. It
does what it needs to do. It restores for
Republicans and Democrats and the
American people what it needs to have.

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

I am tired of this Republican leader-
ship, on a regular basis, bringing mean-
ingless bills to this floor for debate and
taking up the time of the Members and
wasting taxpayers’ money. This bill is
going nowhere, and we all know that.
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I am also tired of moments of silence
after every massacre that occurs in
this country—Sandy Hook, San
Bernardino, Orlando, Aurora, Virginia
Tech, Charleston. I can go on and on
and on and on. All this body can do is
have a moment of silence.

We can’t even have a debate on the
floor on serious legislation, which is bi-
partisan legislation, because the NRA
wouldn’t like it. Too bad. Too many
people are dying in this country, and
we have to do something. We have to
come together.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that we defeat the
previous question, and I will offer an
amendment to the rule to bring up bi-
partisan legislation that would allow
the Attorney General to bar the sale of
firearms and explosives to those on the
FBI’s terrorist watch list.

The Republican majority refused to
even debate closing this glaring loop-
hole for the first half of the year. Only
after Democrats took action did the
majority decide to offer a toothless
NRA bill that will do nothing to keep
our communities safer. The country,
simply, cannot wait any longer for this
Congress to take meaningful action to
end gun violence. The American people
will not be fooled by this latest—cyn-
ical—Republican capitulation to the
gun lobby.

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMPSON)
to discuss our proposal.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I, too, plan to vote to
defeat the previous question so we can
have some debate on some gun violence
prevention legislation—which is long
overdue to be debated in this body. The
gentleman mentioned that he is going
to offer our amendment on the no fly,
no buy legislation—a Republican bill,
authored by Republican Congressman
PETER KING from New York. I think it
is essential that we do that.

I understand we are also going to in-
troduce an amendment on the back-
ground check legislation, which is also
a bipartisan measure—with the over-
whelmingly bipartisan support of 187
coauthors in this body. You have got to
look at a lot of bills to find one that
has that many coauthors—and bipar-
tisan coauthors at that. Also, it is a
measure that has overwhelming sup-
port amongst the American people. Up-
wards of around 90 percent of Ameri-
cans believe that we should do every-
thing possible to make it more difficult
for people who shouldn’t have guns to
be able to get guns. That is what our
bill does. That is what our effort does.
It makes it more difficult for individ-
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uals who shouldn’t have guns to get
those guns.

I have said it before on this floor, in
an attempt to try and get a vote on
this critically important legislation,
that, if the Republicans don’t like the
way we are working, work with us.
Help us figure out what we can do to
make our communities safer.

To my friend on the other side of the
aisle, do the Republican Members real-
ly believe that it should be easy for
criminals, the mentally ill, domestic
abusers, or terrorists to get guns?

I know their constituents don’t think
that they should be able to easily get
guns.

The truth of the matter is that the
background check legislation that we
have makes it more difficult. That is
our first line of defense against crimi-
nals, the dangerously mentally ill, do-
mestic abusers, and terrorists from
being able to get guns. We should bring
that bill to the floor; we should debate
that bill; and we should pass it. We
should be in step with the 90 percent of
American people who think that com-
prehensive background checks should
be the law of this great land.

I am a gun owner. I believe strongly
in the Second Amendment. Personally,
I wouldn’t sell a gun to people unless I
knew they weren’t criminals, they
weren’t dangerously mentally ill, they
weren’t domestic abusers, and they
weren’t terrorists. How do you find
out? If you are selling your gun to
those you do not know, how do you
know if they fall into one of these cat-
egories? That is why the background
check is so critically important.

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

Mr. McCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, the fact of the matter is that
34 States do not go beyond what that
Federal floor is. They allow guns to be
sold at gun shows, through newspaper
ads, or online without the benefit of
there being a background check. We
should stop that. We should make sure
that we do everything we can to ensure
that criminals, the dangerously men-
tally ill, domestic abusers, and terror-
ists don’t get guns. Right now, some 40
percent of the firearms that are sold in
our country are sold without the ben-
efit of there being a background check.
How does that make our constituents
safe? How does that make America
more safe?

It is shameful. We need to bring this
bill to a vote. We need to pass a back-
ground check. We need to make sure
that we know who it is who is buying
guns. We must do everything we can to
keep guns out of the hands of people
who should not have guns: criminals,
the dangerously mentally ill, domestic
abusers, and terrorists.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. ESTY).

The
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Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, we need to
act. We need to act to save lives as
100,000 Americans have died in the last
3% years since Sandy Hook—since 6-
and 7-year-olds were killed in my dis-
trict. What has this House done? Noth-
ing but hold moments of silence.

Do any of my colleagues on either
side of the aisle think that moments of
silence are responsive to the needs of
100,000 American families who have lost
loved ones in the last 3% years?

There is no other crisis we wouldn’t
be responding to. That is why that
sense of frustration and urgency is
what caused 150 or more of my col-
leagues to come to the floor 2 weeks
ago to demand that we vote on two
commonsense, bipartisan bills. These
are bipartisan, and they will save lives.

Background checks on all commer-
cial sales work. They have stopped over
2 million felons and domestic violence
abusers from buying weapons in the
last 20 years. Those are all lives that
are potentially saved; so they actually
work.

We also have bipartisan no fly, no
buy legislation. The no fly, no buy leg-
islation would also help keep guns out
of the hands of terrorists.

With all due deference to other legis-
lative matters, 100,000 American fami-
lies have borne the ultimate loss of
their loved ones while this body has
failed to act. The time to act is now.
We should call up these two bills and
vote on them this week. We will con-
tinue to push these bills.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The purpose why we came to the
floor was to support the rule and the
underlying legislation. And I believe
that the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
COLLINS) spoke very clearly about how
this Congress needs to stand up and
speak clearly about not only the role of
Congress in writing laws, but also
working more carefully with agencies
as they write rules and regulations.

We get that. We have oversight. We
work with regulatory bodies. But what
we are trying to say, as we provide the
information on this bill, is that we
want the courts to recognize that in
the power struggle that takes place be-
tween the executive, legislative
branch, and the courts, that we would
like to defer to the people who origi-
nally wrote the law. What we are here
to do today to talk about is exactly
that.

I know my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle feel like they have a
lot of frustration about a lot of issues.
I would say to them: 2 weeks ago, that
was the Zika virus; this House has
tried to work its will on that. We will
get to rather quickly this issue of the
terrorist watch list.

What we are trying to do today are
also things that are of grave impor-
tance to the American people because
of the loss of jobs in this country,
based upon the executive branch that
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is overusing what we believe are the
rules and regulations to inhibit the
American people that are costly—over
a trillion dollars’ worth of cost—that
have been placed over these years on
private industry and the American citi-
Zens.

We are here today to also talk about
an important aspect, and that is jobs
opportunity. The American people are
overburdened. We are trying to bring
back the discussion today that we be-
lieve the intent of those who write the
law, that the rules and regulations that
are the underpinning of how those laws
will be looked at, will be supported by
the same effort that we wrote the law
with. And so we are trying to go back
to the intent that the people who wrote
the laws and the agencies that are at-
tempting to enforce the laws, that they
would mirror each other to the benefit
of the American people.

We have had virtually 1 percent GDP
growth now during the entirety of
President Obama’s administration. For
7 years, America has lagged behind in
its ability to catch up and be competi-
tive with the world. And the question
becomes: Why do we allow the Federal
Government to be bigger and larger
and put roadblocks, impediments in
front of job creators?

That is why we are here today. We
are here today to say we would like to
balance out the process. We would like
the courts to understand and the ad-
ministration to understand that for
America to continue to be competitive
with the world, we have to go back to
some balance of power that we believe
directly is related to Article I; that we
believe that the courts should under-
stand that the original intent of laws
come from the legislative process. And
that is why we are on the floor today.

We have too many people who cannot
find work, cannot find a job because of
rules and regulations that are bur-
dening industry and people who are job
creators. This is why we are here
today, Mr. Speaker. I think we are here
doing the right thing.

We are talking about jobs, job cre-
ation, the original intent of this body,
the legislation that is written by legis-
lators with the intent and rule of law.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

My Republican friends have the right
to talk about whatever they want to
talk about no matter how inconsequen-
tial or meaningless. We all know that
this stuff we are dealing with today is
going nowhere.

We Democrats reserve the right to
talk about matters of consequence, to
talk about things that, quite frankly,
our constituents are concerned about.

From every public opinion poll I have
seen, the majority of Americans want
us to do something about it, and that is
this issue of gun violence. People don’t
want to have massacres become the
new norm in this country. They want
us to do something.

I would suggest to my colleagues
that those who are resisting, allowing
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us to have these debates and to have
these votes are on the wrong side of
not only public opinion, they are on
the wrong side of history.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
CLARK), one of the leaders in our Cau-
cus.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, the American people have
been very clear. They are demanding a
vote to keep American families safe
from gun violence. When the Speaker
announced a vote this week on gun leg-
islation, the American people hoped
this would be the moment when the si-
lence would end and debating and vot-
ing here in Congress on commonsense
proposals to curb gun violence would
begin. Instead, American families have
been given a bait-and-switch. And for
years, the majority of Americans have
supported bipartisan, commonsense
legislation that has been gathering
dust on the Speaker’s desk.

Over the last few weeks since the
horrendous event in Orlando, whether
it was a sit-in on the floor of the
House, to demonstrations across this
country, the American people have
clearly stated they will no longer stand
for capitulation to the gun lobby. Yet,
instead of listening to those demands,
Speaker RYAN has doubled down on the
gun lobby’s demands.

You, in America, are 25 times more
likely to be shot to death than in any
other developed country. But we know
it doesn’t have to be this way. We can
look to my home State of Massachu-
setts where we rolled up our sleeves.
We had tough debates with local com-
munities, with sportsmen, with gun
rights advocates, with law enforce-
ment, moms, dads, teachers, voices
from across our communities and
neighborhoods. We worked together to
close loopholes and enact some of the
strongest gun safety bills in the coun-
try.

What happened as a result?

We in the Commonwealth are the
third lowest in the country in terms of
gun deaths. This wasn’t easy, but we
fought for it because we knew it would
save lives. Most importantly, the fami-
lies of victims and survivors fought to
make sure their voices were heard so
others would not have to endure their
same pain. Massachusetts lawmakers
went to work for them.

Shouldn’t the American people know
that their Federal lawmakers work for
them, too?

So I ask the Speaker: Does this Con-
gress work for the American people? Or
are we working for the gun lobby?

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to vote the will of the Amer-
ican people, to reject a cynical bill
bought and paid for by the gun lobby
and that will do nothing to make
Americans safe.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the gentlewoman an additional 30 sec-
onds.
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Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask this Congress to pass
comprehensive background checks and
to keep guns out of the hands of sus-
pected terrorists and defeat the pre-
vious question.

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

The bill that we are debating and
going to vote on is a bill that is a very
important bill talking about what is
essentially the power of the United
States Congress as we pass laws and to
have the rules and regulations that are
written by agencies to conform not
only with the law, but even the intent
of the law.

This administration increasingly
goes further and further and further
and further beyond not only the origi-
nal intent and narrowness of bills and
laws, but they are into a power grab.

That is why we are here, Mr. Speak-
er, because we are concerned about the
GDP growth, the lack of jobs in this
country, the huge number of people
who are unemployed and the strong,
strong support that they are not get-
ting from Washington, D.C., to try and
say that we need a pro-growth agenda
and we need less rules and regulations.

We have many, many, many laws
that are already on the books. And this
administration keeps pouring on more
and more and more rules, taking the
laws that we have passed and taking
advantage by writing rules that will in-
hibit not only business, but job cre-
ation. That is why we are on the floor
today, and this is why Republicans will
pass this bill, because we are talking
about the real problems today that the
average American has.

Americans want to see themselves in
a good job, a job that is located near
their home, a job that provides good
access not only for them, to provide
more goods and services for their fam-
ily, but for communities to survive the
onslaught of rules and regulations
where it seems like Washington knows
better than people back home about
how to provide not just jobs, but to
make things better for people that are
in their own environment.

So, Mr. Speaker, that is why we are
here. Republicans are going to stay
after this. We deeply believe that what
we are doing today is offering the
American people a good solution to a
huge, huge problem.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Again, I would remind my colleague
that what we are doing today is consid-
ering three rules that will bring for-
ward legislation that is going abso-
lutely nowhere. And when the gen-
tleman talks about the power of Con-
gress, he is right; Congress does have
power.

Congress has the power to actually
pass a universal background check, to
make sure that there are no loopholes
in our law that allows criminals or sus-
pected terrorists from getting weapons
that they could use against our people.
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Congress could pass a no fly, no buy
bill, which says that if you are on an
FBI terrorist watch list, then you
should not be able to go to a gun store
and buy a gun. So we have the power to
do some important things for the
American people. Unfortunately, this
leadership in this House refuses to
bring these important priorities to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. CROW-
LEY), the vice chairman of the Demo-
cratic Caucus.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I sense
a bit of frustration in the voice of my
good friend from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS)
in appealing to Democrats to focus on
the issue before us.

We are focusing on the issue before
us, the issue of gun violence in Amer-
ica today. If we learn nothing from 2
weeks ago, we should have learned this:
it is no longer business as usual, and
we are going to use whatever tactics
we need to to get on this floor votes on
no fly, no buy and on universal back-
ground checks. We are not going to set-
tle for what is being cooked up right
now as we speak in the Rules Com-
mittee, which has taken the Cornyn
language in the Senate that will pro-
vide for a 3-day background check,
which law enforcement has said over
and over and over again will not work.

So I can understand the frustration
that I’'m hearing, but I have to say get
used to it because you are going to be
frustrated for some time longer until
we get on the floor a vote on those two
measures that we have asked for.

Now, Mr. Speaker, while most Ameri-
cans were celebrating the anniversary
of our Nation’s independence this last
weekend, hundreds more were mourn-
ing the loss of loved ones. Because in
the past 72 hours—in just these 72
hours—and since we have gotten these
statistics, this number has probably
grown. What we know is that 94 people
died and 248 were injured due to gun vi-
olence in America. That is one person
killed or injured about every 12 min-
utes. At the end of the day, that num-
ber will have increased at pretty much
that same pace.

Now, I know we could not have pre-
vented all of these senseless deaths and
injuries, but perhaps if this House ma-
jority had allowed action in some
meaningful way to improve our gun
laws, we could have prevented just
some of them.

Would that not have been worth it to
have prevented just some of them?

Democrats in the House have been
calling on Speaker RYAN and Repub-
lican leadership to, at the very least,
consider, debate, and vote on the re-
forms we are requesting.
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But not even the lowest common de-
nominator, keeping firearms out of the
hands of suspected terrorists, would be
put to a vote on this floor. Until today
maybe or maybe tomorrow. Caving in
to the pressure—not that the House
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Democrats bore—the House Repub-
licans have finally decided to address
this issue, sort of, kind of.

The legislation we will consider this
week doesn’t really make Americans
safer. In fact, it does just the opposite.
The bill will actually create a brand-
new loophole just for terror suspects.
That is right, despite Republicans’ de-
scription of the bill, individuals who
are being investigated for links to ter-
rorist groups won’t be kept from buy-
ing a gun under their bill. Instead, they
will get the firearm they tried to buy
just because their background check
wasn’t completed in 72 hours, even if
the background check fails at hour 73.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, we have
called this the Charleston loophole be-
cause it is how Dylan Roof, who opened
fire on a Bible study group at the AME
church in Charleston, South Carolina,
received his gun. He failed his back-
ground check, but not within 3 days, so
he got his gun. And now the terror sus-
pects will have that same opportunity.

Now, given this, you would think the
Republicans would provide the funding
needed to complete background checks
and make them faster, but not under
the bill they have proposed.

So let’s just call it what it is. More
than the Charleston loophole, it is a
brand-new ‘‘anywhere loophole’ for
terrorists. And dare I mention that all
the other loopholes in our background
check system will remain open under
the legislation that they are stirring
up in the Committee on Rules.

So, Mr. Speaker, let’s be under no il-
lusion. I get the frustration on the
other side of the aisle. More frustration
to come until we get a vote on this
floor for universal background checks
that are long enough for law enforce-
ment to do their job and we get a vote
on this floor on the no fly, no buy leg-
islation.

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

Once again, what we are here to do
today is to bring forth a bill that would
bring about the constitutional author-
ity that would give a clearer under-
standing and meaning to not only the
legislative process, the executive proc-
ess, but also the judicial process where-
by there would be an understanding of
the laws that are passed and rules and
regulations which very understandably
must be given to a branch of govern-
ment, in this case the executive, to
look at the law which the executive
signed to determine its implementa-
tion.

The facts of the case are that years
later, this administration comes in and
uses that same law which was very spe-
cific, which rules and regulations were
passed for, and create new and onerous
roadblocks and problems for not only
industry, but also the development of
jobs and job creation. And it is an ap-
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parent administration policy that they
will use this as their advantage rule-
making authority to prevent further
opportunities for us to grow jobs and
job creation in this country.

Mr. Speaker, I really could not be
here at a more genuine time and say
that just last month this great country
only netted adding 28,000 jobs—net
28,000 jobs—and yet we had millions
and millions of young people who had
just graduated from high school or col-
lege who should be seeking an oppor-
tunity to help themselves into a line of
business, into a career, into an oppor-
tunity to sustain themselves, their way
of life, their city, their State, and this
great Nation.

But the sign is there that said: No
jobs available; we are not interested;
we cannot hire more people; no thank
you. And the number one reason back
from industry, from employers, from
people who want to make America
stronger is rules and regulations, rules
and regulations coming out of Wash-
ington, D.C., that are harming job cre-
ation, that are impediments to effec-
tively being able to create new jobs.

That is uncertainty. That is agency
power that specifically targets all sorts
of industry in this country. And they
are doing it for a reason—to the demise
of the free enterprise system of Amer-
ica on behalf of Washington, D.C.,
unnamed, unknown bureaucrats who
hide behind their rules and regulations.

We, as Members of Congress, are get-
ting questions: Hey, what about our
generation having jobs? What about
our communities that cannot have jobs
and job creation?

Ask the coal industry in West Vir-
ginia. The war on West Virginia, Ohio,
Virginia, people who are in an industry
not only that has a lineage in this
country, but who have adapted them-
selves very rapidly in the environment
that we are in.

How about truckers, men and women
who are engaged in moving goods and
services back and forth? How about
bankers? How about financial services
people who look up and see a regu-
latory scheme that keeps coming after
them? How about my old industry that
I spent 16 years at, the telecommuni-
cations industry, that would wish to
put an extra some $18 billion a year
more in investment in the ground, up
in the air, and available to people, $18
billion they would like to put into the
ground for people to have better serv-
ices?

No. The rules and regulations out of
Washington, D.C.—and that is why you
see the Democratic Party today talk-
ing about something else, because they
are protecting this administration.
They are protecting these people who
write rules and regulations who are
making sure that we only have 1 per-
cent GDP growth and, Mr. Speaker,
only 28,000 net new jobs last year in the
middle of summer in 2016. Meanwhile,
we look up and India is at a 7.9 percent
GDP growth rate. We are minuscule.
We can’t sustain what we have, Mr.
Speaker. That is why we are here.
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I understand the Democrats are frus-
trated. They are frustrated because
their utopia of this idea of this land
that would be just a giveaway isn’t
working because people don’t have
jobs, and that is why people are shoot-
ing each other—drug gangs, drug car-
tels, people who we have allowed to be
in this country who shouldn’t be here.
That is why, because there are not jobs
for people to do, and they are taking it
out on each other.

So we are going to stay on the floor.
We are going to get our work done here
on this bill, and it is about jobs and job
creation, but more important, it is
back to the original intent of what we
believe that those people who write the
rules, that the rules and the laws
should better be in line with what they
wrote in the original intent.

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

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

I appreciate the gentleman from
Texas’ defense of what I think is a
lousy and meaningless piece of legisla-
tion. It is going nowhere. And just so
people can put it in perspective, basi-
cally what it is about is easing up on
regulations on polluters and big cor-
porations that, quite frankly, don’t
care about average working people.

But be that as it may, let me make
clear to my colleagues, both Democrats
and Republicans, that when I am ask-
ing Members to defeat the previous
question, you can still vote on this
meaningless and lousy piece of legisla-
tion. It would just also allow us to
bring up the no fly, no buy legislation
as well, the bipartisan no fly, no buy
legislation.

The underlying bill that the gen-
tleman from Texas is talking about is
a purely partisan document. And if we
want to talk about how we get this
economy moving even faster, maybe we
ought to talk about how we work in a
bipartisan way to do that, not con-
stantly bringing partisan documents
like this to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2%2 minutes to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
MEEKS).

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous
question. It has nothing to do with the
bad bill, as indicated.

Mr. Speaker, for years Democrats in
this House and a majority of the Amer-
ican people have demanded a vote on
gun safety bills. After hundreds of
thousands of Americans have lost their
lives to a gun, Republican leadership is
bringing up an NRA-written bill that
does little to make our communities
safer. Republicans aren’t serious about
gun reform, not even preventing sus-
pected terrorists on the no-fly list, like
the one in Orlando, from buying a gun.

It is ridiculous, absolutely ridiculous
that suspected terrorists can still buy
guns at gun shows or online without
completing a background check, and it
is downright irresponsible for this loop-
hole to continue to put guns in the
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hands of those who shouldn’t have
them. It is just as irresponsible for Re-
publicans to allow the NRA and gun
manufacturers to dictate how the gun
industry is regulated. That is insane.

Should we also allow the tobacco in-
dustry to write a bill regulating ciga-
rettes?

The answer to that is no.

We should protect the people who
elected us, not the interests of the gun
lobby. With 33,000 friends and family
members dying by a gun every year, it
is truly upsetting that these bills fail
on very short or real reform that would
protect American lives.

During the civil rights movement,
when legislation was slow in moving,
Dr. Martin Luther King asked the
question: How long? He said: No matter
how difficult the moment or how frus-
trating the hour, not long.

And so today the question is: How
long before someone who is on the no-
fly list can no longer buy a gun?

I say not long because truth crushed
to Barth will rise again.

How long before the NRA run the Re-
publican Congress?

Not long because no lie can live for-
ever.

How long before the Republicans
keep good bills from the floor?

Not long because you shall reap what
you Sow.

What we have and what we will have
is legislation that will help reduce gun
violence because the arc of the moral
universe bends toward justice, and jus-
tice requires us to have a vote that will
save American lives because Americans
are sick and tired of being sick and
tired of gun violence.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from Il-
linois (Ms. KELLY).

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in opposition to the rule and un-
derlying bill. I, instead, urge consider-
ation of H.R. 1217, the Public Safety
and Second Amendment Rights Protec-
tion Act. This bipartisan bill has the
support of 186 Members of Congress and
it would simply require every firearm
sale to conduct a background check. It
is a commonsense bill that 90 percent
of Americans support and that would
save lives.

Right now anyone can buy a gun on-
line or at a gun show without a back-
ground check. I ask you, Mr. Speaker,
how does that make sense?

By not requiring background checks
for gun shows or online purchases, we
are inviting bad guys to access guns.
We have a gaping hole in our system
that must be closed. It is time for the
House to take action on gun violence.

This week we finally have a gun bill
on the floor, except that it isn’t a gun
violence prevention bill. It is a bill
written by the big gun lobby that
would give the Attorney General just
72 hours to determine if someone on
the no-fly list should be able to pur-
chase a gun. To call this a gun violence

July 5, 2016

protection bill is disrespectful and dis-
honors the millions of victims of gun
violence.

What will it take for this House to
take action on a real gun violence bill?

When Congresswoman Gabby Giffords
was shot, Congress did nothing. When
innocent schoolchildren were slaugh-
tered in Newtown, this House did noth-
ing. As thousands of Americans each
month continue to fall victim to gun
violence, this House does nothing.

O 1600

This past weekend, the world lost a
great man, Elie Wiesel. He famously
said that the opposite of love isn’t
hate; it’s indifference.

My Republican colleagues for too
long have been indifferent to America’s
gun violence epidemic. They have been
indifferent to grieving mothers. They
have been indifferent to dying children.
They have been indifferent to commu-
nities that have lost hope for their fu-
ture. They are indifferent to 90 percent
of the American people who want ex-
panded background checks.

The American people are sick of this
inaction. I am one of these Americans.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. I can think of
at least 185 other Americans in this
Chamber right now who want to vote
on a real gun violence prevention bill.

Mr. Speaker, call a vote on H.R. 1217.
This is the people’s House. The people
and their Representatives are speak-
ing. We implore you to find the courage
to stand up against the gun lobby and
call a vote on this commonsense, bipar-
tisan bill.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, once again, I urge my
colleagues to defeat the previous ques-
tion so that we can bring up bipartisan
legislation that would allow the Attor-
ney General to bar the sale of firearms
and explosives to those on the FBI’s
terrorist watch list.

Mr. Speaker, enough is enough is
enough is enough. The American people
demand action. We are supposed to be
the greatest deliberative body in the
world. It is time we act like it.

Vote ‘“no” to defeat the previous
question and vote ‘‘no”’ on the rule.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, my friends failed to tell
you that we know of not one person—
not one—that has used the terrorist
watch list as an excuse to buy a gun
and do things.

What they are forgetting to tell you
is that we do have a problem with ter-
rorists and people in this country. The
President of the United States is not,
in my opinion and in many other peo-
ple’s opinion, taking executive and af-
firmative action against this. They
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can’t even call terrorism what it really
is. That is our problem. But today, Mr.
Speaker, we are on the floor trying to
debate a bill which we are going to be
voting on in a few minutes.

In 2014, Mr. Speaker, 224 laws were
enacted by Congress during the cal-
endar year, yet 3,554 rules were passed
by agencies. That means that there
were 16 rules issued for every law.

Mr. Speaker, the administration is
attempting to smother, to overrun the
free enterprise system in favor of ad-
ministrations that are not for job cre-
ation, that are not for raising GDP.
They have a 7-year history of trying to
kill the free enterprise system.

We are here for the American people
to talk about jobs and job creation and
more investment in America. As long
as you have got an administration that
is all about issuing some 3,564 new
rules in exactly 1 year, you have got a
problem. That is why we are here.

Mr. Speaker, I know what we are try-
ing to do, and so do they. This legisla-
tion restores all Americans’ basic
rights and it also helps this body. For
that reason, I urge my colleagues to
support this rule and the underlying
bill.

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 796 OFFERED BY

MR. MCGOVERN

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

SEC. 6. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1076) to increase public
safety by permitting the Attorney General
to deny the transfer of a firearm or the
issuance of firearms or explosives licenses to
a known or suspected dangerous terrorist.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judiciary.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. All points of order against provisions in
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the
Committee shall rise and report the bill to
the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions. If
the Committee of the Whole rises and re-
ports that it has come to no resolution on
the bill, then on the next legislative day the
House shall, immediately after the third
daily order of business under clause 1 of rule
XIV, resolve into the Committee of the
Whole for further consideration of the bill.

SEC. 7. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1076.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

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

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

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

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

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

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

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

on
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1270, RESTORING ACCESS
TO MEDICATION ACT OF 2015

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 793 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 793

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 1270) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the
amendments made by the Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act which disqualify ex-
penses for over-the-counter drugs under
health savings accounts and health flexible
spending arrangements. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on Ways and Means now printed in the bill,
an amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 114-60 shall be considered as adopted.
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill, as amended, and on any further
amendment thereto, to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Ways and Means; and (2) one
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The gentleman from Texas is
recognized for 1 hour.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 793 provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 1270, the Restoring Access
to Medication Act.

The rule provides 1 hour of debate,
equally divided between the majority
and minority of the Committee on
Ways and Means. Further, the rule
makes in order an amendment in the
nature of a substitute consisting of the
text of the Rules Committee print con-
sidered previously during the Rules
Committee hearing on this measure. As
is standard with all legislation per-
taining to the Tax Code, the Com-
mittee on Rules made no further
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amendments in order; however, the
rule affords the minority the cus-
tomary motion to recommit.

Under the rule, we will be consid-
ering commonsense policies from three
different bills that empower individ-
uals and families as healthcare con-
sumers, while protecting taxpayer dol-
lars. BEach bill advanced through reg-
ular order and was favorably reported
out of the Committee on Ways and
Means.

H.R. 1270, the Restoring Access to
Medication Act, would eliminate bar-
riers created in the Affordable Care Act
for those who want to purchase over-
the-counter medications with funds
from their health savings accounts.
Congresswoman LYNN JENKINS of Kan-
sas introduced this bipartisan, bi-
cameral bill to cut through the bureau-
cratic red tape created in the Presi-
dent’s healthcare law.

H.R. 5445, the Health Care Security
Act, introduced by Congressman PAUL-
SEN and myself, eliminates certain bur-
densome limitations on health savings
accounts to help consumers take back
control of their health spending deci-
sions.

Finally, H.R. 4723, also introduced by
Congresswoman JENKINS, protects tax-
payers by recovering improper pay-
ments of Affordable Care Act subsidies.

At the end of last month, the Speak-
er’s Task Force on Health Care Reform
released the Republican plan to replace
the Affordable Care Act and modernize
the American healthcare system. Good
policy that will stand the test of time
requires hard work, compromise, and
the scrutiny of the American people.

As, unfortunately, we learned during
the run-up to the Affordable Care Act,
policy hastily crafted by government
bureaucrats behind closed doors results
in devastating consequences. While we
are committed to large-scale reform,
real people are struggling as we speak,
and we are not waiting to take action.
These bills are an important example
of the work that is going on right now
to advance Member-driven solutions
that will improve health care for all
Americans.

Mr. Speaker, the post-Affordable
Care Act world is riddled with flaws,
but one of its biggest problems is the
failure to promote consumer-driven
health care. Expanding the use of
health savings accounts could go a long
way to reverse this trend.

Health savings account plans give
consumers incentives to manage their
own healthcare costs by coupling a tax-
favored savings account used to pay
medical expenses with a high-deduct-
ible health plan that meets certain re-
quirements for deductibles and out-of-
pocket expense limits. The funds in the
health savings account are owned by
the individual, controlled by the indi-
vidual, and may be rolled over from
year to year.

Health savings accounts are not a
novel idea. They have been available
since 2004. In fact, their precursor, the
medical savings account, is enjoying
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its 20th anniversary of being signed
into law this month as part of the Ken-
nedy-Kassebaum Act back in 1996.

Current HSA ©policy is extraor-
dinarily restrictive, making it harder
for consumers to take advantage of
them. While I have spent several years
in developing extensive reforms to tap
the potential for health savings ac-
counts for consumers, H.R. 5445 in-
cludes meaningful improvements that
can actually get across the finish line
today.

Deductibles and out-of-pocket limits
have been steadily growing. Congress
should be taking steps to make it easi-
er for Americans to save, not restrict-
ing their options. Unfortunately, cur-
rent law limits health savings account
contributions to levels that are lower
than the combined annual limits on
deductibles and out-of-pocket expenses.
H.R. 5445 resolves this discrepancy by
raising the individual and family con-
tribution limits for health savings ac-
counts to equal the annual limit on
deductibles and out-of-pocket costs.

Another problem in current law re-
duces the flexibility of HSAs for mar-
ried couples. Under current law, if both
spouses are HSA-eligible and age 55 or
older, they must open separate HSA ac-
counts to be able to make the max-
imum available contribution. Individ-
uals should not be forced to jump
through hoops just to save for their
health care. H.R. 5445 would allow both
spouses to deposit catch-up contribu-
tions into a single health savings ac-
count.

Finally, H.R. 5445 will take steps to
ensure that HSA funds can reliably be
used for medical expenses. Under cur-
rent law, taxpayers may use HSA funds
only for qualified medical expenses in-
curred after the establishment of the
HSA, which might be some time after
the establishment of the associated
high-deductible health plan.

If, for example, the taxpayer pur-
chases an HSA-eligible health plan and
then immediately incurs medical ex-
penses before opening the HSA, the
taxpayer may not use-tax favored HSA
funds to pay those expenses. H.R. 5445
would treat HSAs opened within 60
days after gaining coverage under an
HSA-eligible plan as having been
opened on the same day as the health
plan. This would allow for a reasonable
grace period between the time of cov-
erage through an HSA-eligible plan and
establishment of the actual health sav-
ings account.

H.R. 1270, the base bill, makes com-
monsense, patient-centered reforms to
help defray costs for individuals.

Over-the-counter medications, such
as allergy or cold medications, proton
pump inhibitors, antibiotic ointment,
or pain relievers were historically eli-
gible expenditures for a health savings
account and other similar tax-favored
healthcare accounts. However, the Af-
fordable Care Act created a require-
ment in Federal law that forces the
accountholders to go to their doctor to
obtain a prescription for these over-

July 5, 2016

the-counter medications before pur-
chasing them with their health savings
account or flexible savings account.

Individuals who fail to jump through
these hoops and purchase over-the-
counter medications without a pre-
scription face a tax penalty for making
a nonqualified distribution. This policy
drives unnecessary utilization of doc-
tors’ services, decreases access to rea-
sonable over-the-counter medications,
and discourages people from taking
control of saving for their healthcare
needs.

H.R. 1270 repeals this harmful provi-
sion of the President’s healthcare law,
puts the consumer back in the driver’s
seat, and allows sufficient access to ap-
propriate medication.
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Last but not least, H.R. 4723 fulfills
our duty as stewards of the tax dollars
of hardworking Americans. Improper
subsidy payments are treated to arbi-
trary and inconsistent standards. This
is surely not good governance. The pol-
icy of H.R. 4723 will ensure that every-
one who receives improper Affordable
Care Act subsidy overpayments will be
treated identically. This commonsense
solution is a straightforward approach
to saving billions of tax dollars for
hardworking Americans.

Instead of empowering individuals,
the Affordable Care Act erected bar-
riers to consumer-driven health care.
The combined policies in H.R. 1270 are
an attempt to instill some of the ra-
tionality of a market-based system
into the chaotic world of the Afford-
able Care Act. H.R. 1270 makes tar-
geted but important reforms to
strengthen the integrity of the
healthcare system and improve access
to quality care. This legislation is an-
other example of the concrete actions
that are being taken to return power to
individual healthcare consumers.

I encourage colleagues to improve
the state of health care in America and
vote for the rule and the underlying
bill, H.R. 1270.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Texas for
yielding me the customary 30 minutes.
I appreciate having an opportunity to
debate the rule because, as we learned
a couple of weeks ago, we are not al-
ways guaranteed that right.

I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, with regard
to the underlying bill that would be
considered if this rule were passed,
H.R. 1270, the so-called Restoring Ac-
cess to Medication Act of 2015, I will in-
sert into the RECORD the Statement of
Administration Policy, which says that
if the President were presented with
H.R. 1270, he would veto the bill.

Let me just read the first paragraph
so my colleagues know why.

He says: “The Administration
strongly opposes House passage of H.R.
1270, which would create new and un-
necessary tax breaks that dispropor-
tionately benefit high-income people,



July 5, 2016

increase taxes for low- and middle-in-
come people, and do nothing to im-
prove the quality of or address the un-
derlying costs of health care.”
STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY
H.R. 1270—THE RESTORING ACCESS TO MEDICA-

TION ACT OF 2015—REP. JENKINS, R-KS, AND 39

COSPONSORS

The Administration strongly opposes
House passage of H.R. 1270, which would cre-
ate new and unnecessary tax breaks that dis-
proportionately benefit high-income people,
increase taxes for low- and middle-income
people, and do nothing to improve the qual-
ity of or address the underlying cost of
health care.

The Affordable Care Act is working and is
fully integrated into an improved American
health care system. Discrimination based on
pre-existing conditions is a thing of the past.
Thanks to the Affordable Care Act, 20 mil-
lion more Americans have health insurance.
And under the Affordable Care Act, we have
seen the slowest growth in health care prices
in 50 years, benefiting all Americans.

H.R. 1270 would repeal the Affordable Care
Act’s provisions that limit the use of flexible
savings accounts for over-the-counter
drugs—provisions that help fund the law’s
coverage improvements and expansions. The
bill also would provide additional tax breaks
that disproportionately benefit those with
higher income by expanding tax-preferred
health savings accounts. These changes
would do little to reduce health care costs or
improve quality. To fund these new high-in-
come tax breaks, H.R. 1270 would increase
taxes paid by low- and middle-income fami-
lies by removing the law’s limit on repay-
ment of premium tax credits available
through the Health Insurance Marketplaces.

Rather than refighting old political battles
by once again voting to repeal parts of the
Affordable Care Act, Members of Congress
should be working together to grow the
economy, strengthen middle-class families,
and create new jobs.

If the President were presented with H.R.
1270, he would veto the bill.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, like
the previous bill we considered, this is
a bill that is going nowhere. And it is,
I guess, the 64th time that we have
voted and considered a bill to either re-
peal or undermine the Affordable Care
Act, but we have yet to consider one
piece of legislation, not even one, to
deal with the issue of preventing any
additional gun violence in this coun-
try.

For some reason, the leadership of
this House can’t find the time to have
that debate and to bring such legisla-
tion to the floor, like the legislation
we have been advocating for, which is
the no fly, no buy legislation, which
says that if you are on the FBI ter-
rorist watch list and you cannot fly on
an airplane, that you ought not to be
able to go in and buy a gun.

And the other piece of legislation
would be one that would close all these
loopholes that are currently in our
background check laws; loopholes that
say that, while you need to get a back-
ground check when you go into a li-
censed gun dealer, you don’t need one
if you buy a gun online or if you buy a
gun at a gun show.

I mean, how ridiculous is that?

And for the life of me, why that kind
of initiative is controversial or so dif-
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ficult to get to the House floor is be-
yond me. I just don’t get it.

The number of mass shootings in the
United States of America continues to
increase. There were 372 mass shoot-
ings in the United States in 2015, kill-
ing 475 people and wounding 1,870 peo-
ple.

Why isn’t there more alarm about
those statistics by my friends on the
other side of the aisle?

There were 64 school shootings in
2015. I mean, nobody should have to
worry about the safety of their child
when they send them to school in the
morning. Nobody should have to worry
about their safety if they go into a
movie theater or if they go into a
church or if they go into a nightclub.

Yet gun violence is at an epidemic
level in this country, and we can’t
seem to get the leadership in this
House to want to do anything about it.

Now, I guess in response to the sit-in
that the Democrats did 2 weeks ago,
and to the growing calls that I know
my colleagues are getting from con-
cerned citizens, they are trying to
bring a bill to the floor that essentially
was written by the National Rifle Asso-
ciation, which I guess is a sound bite.
But other than that, you can’t say
much about it because it would still
allow people on the terrorist watch list
to be able to get guns.

So, Mr. Speaker, I would just say to
my colleagues that they can talk all
they want about bills that are going
nowhere, about meaningless pieces of
legislation. That is their right. But we
have the right—unless my colleagues
want to take that away from us, too—
to speak about the issue that, quite
frankly, is in the forefront of the minds
of the American people.

Every public opinion poll shows that
85, 90, 95 percent, Democrats and Re-
publicans, support the commonsense
gun safety legislation that we have
proposed, and yet we can’t even get a
vote. The greatest deliberative body in
the world, and we can’t deliberate on
the great issues confronting our coun-
try. We have to deliberate on issues
that are going nowhere, issues that
amount to nothing more than a press
release written in the basement of the
Republican Congressional Committee. I
think that is shameful.

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

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON).

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to vote
against this rule so we can bring up an
amendment that will keep our con-
stituents safe; a bill that would say if
you are on the terrorist watch list, you
can’t buy a gun; and an amendment
that says that if you buy a gun, you
should have a background check.

Federal law says that if you buy a
gun at a licensed dealer, you have to
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get a background check. So about 60
percent of the guns that are purchased
are purchased in a situation where a li-
censed dealer is involved, and they go
through a background check. The rea-
son for this is to make sure that crimi-
nals, the dangerously mentally ill, do-
mestic abusers, and terrorists can’t get
their hands on firearms. It makes it
more difficult for them to get their
hands on firearms, so it is our first line
of defense.

The problem is about 40 percent of
the guns that are purchased are able to
go around that requirement for a back-
ground check. Now, the irony is the
places where they buy them. They buy
them online. They buy them at gun
shows. And if you go to a gun show or
if you go omnline, there are licensed
dealers that sell guns there. And if you
go to the table that the licensed dealer
has and try and buy a gun, you have to
get a background check.

Well, if you can’t pass a background
check, you can go to the next table,
you can find an individual selling guns
at a gun show, and you can buy the
same gun without going through a
background check.

Thirty-four States allow guns to be
sold through commercial sales without
the benefit of a background check. This
is tragic. Even if you are from one of
the 16 States that don’t allow it, all
you have to do is, all a terrorist, a
criminal, or a domestic abuser, all they
have to do is just drive to the State
next door that doesn’t require back-
ground checks, buy the gun, and bring
it back to your neighborhood.

Now we know this happens. We know
this. I have a friend, Elvin Daniels,
from Wisconsin, whose sister was
threatened by her husband. She got a
restraining order. The husband went to
the gun store to try and buy a gun, and
because there was a restraining order,
he was prohibited from buying that
gun. So he went online, he bought the
same gun he was prohibited from buy-
ing in the gun store, killed Elvin’s sis-
ter and two other people.

Background checks work. We know
that in the licensed dealers arena,
where you have to have a background
check, 170 felons a day are prohibited
from buying guns. Fifty domestic abus-
ers a day are stopped from buying
guns. Yet we allow an avenue for do-
mestic abusers, the dangerously men-
tally ill, criminals, and terrorists to go
straight down the road and buy a gun
without the benefit of a background
check.

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

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Now, I
want to emphasize there is nothing
about either one of our measures—as a
matter of fact, they are Republican
bills that we are trying to bring to the
floor—there is nothing about either
one of them that is against the Second
Amendment.

The



H4218

I am a gun owner. I believe strongly
in the Second Amendment. And the Su-
preme Court spelled out specifically in
the Heller decision that individuals
have a right to own firearms. But they
also said that there can be certain re-
strictions, restrictions such as crimi-
nals, terrorists, domestic abusers, dan-
gerously mentally ill; they can’t have
guns. Well, you can’t do that unless
you have a background check.

Now, 70 of my friends across the aisle
voted to augment the funding for the
background check system, $20 million
they voted to add to the system.

How can you vote to fund a system,
spend 20 million taxpayer dollars to
fund a system that you won’t require
people to use? It is absurd.

What are you afraid of? What are you
afraid of that you won’t bring this bill
to the floor for a vote?

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I am happy to yield 2% minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO).

Mr. TAKANO. I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
may be wondering why my colleagues
and I are focusing on gun violence
today and not on this financial services
appropriations bill which, I should add,
is loaded with poison pill riders.

The reason is simple. We refuse to
continue treating gun violence as busi-
ness as usual in America. Forty-nine
were killed in Orlando. We took a mo-
ment of silence, then it was business as
usual.

Fourteen were killed in San
Bernardino. We took a moment of si-
lence, then it was business as usual.

Nine were killed in Roseburg. We
took a moment of silence, then it was
business as usual.

Nine more were killed in Charleston.
We took a moment of silence, then it
was business as usual.

Thirty-three thousand were killed by
gun violence last year. We took a mo-
ment of silence, then it was business as
usual.

I cannot, in good conscience, debate a
rule on an appropriations bill when so
many of our communities continue to
suffer from gun violence every day.

I hear my Republican colleagues say
this is our democracy at work, but a
Congress that rejects two gun violence
prevention bills that are supported by
90 percent of Americans is not democ-
racy at work.

I hear my Republican colleagues say
we don’t have the votes. Then prove it.
Bring these bills to the floor. I am bet-
ting they pass.

Every day that goes by, these fire-
arms become more powerful and our
failure to act becomes more reckless. I
implore my Republican friends to dis-
obey the gun lobby, hold a vote, and
let’s pass legislation that will save
American lives.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUFFMAN).

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, it
seems that when it comes time to at-
tempt another repeal of the Affordable
Care Act, House Republicans are will-
ing to bring an unlimited number of
bills to this floor, consume an almost
unlimited amount of this House’s re-
sources. It seems that Congress is al-
ways ready to act and always ready to
have debates and votes on their favor-
ite issues for their favorite special in-
terests.

But when it comes to the worsening
gun violence epidemic in America, we
are back to the moments of silence. We
are back to the banging of the gavel,
the 30 seconds, at best, of silence, fol-
lowed by another bang of that gavel
and the resumption of business as
usual; no meaningful debates, no mean-
ingful votes.

And we are now hearing that this
week we are going to get a glorified
moment of silence, a bill, written and
blessed by the NRA, that would not
keep guns out of the hands of terrorists
or other dangerous people because it
imposes a completely arbitrary 72-hour
time window within which standards
must be met that are simply
unachievable.

The prosecutor, the U.S. attorney,
the Attorney General, must somehow,
within this 72-hour window, marshal
evidence that meets a probable cause
standard that an individual is about to
commit an act of terror, serve process
on this individual, make sure that indi-
vidual has been able to hire an attor-
ney, and give that individual the op-
portunity to show up at a hearing and
present their side of the case.
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If none of that happens within 72
hours, guess what. They get to proceed
right to their gun purchase.

So this is not meaningful gun vio-
lence reform. This is window dressing.
This is cosmetic. It is a glorified mo-
ment of silence.

If we defeat the previous question on
the 4,000th attempt to repeal or under-
mine ObamaCare, we can get serious
about this issue. We can show the
American people that we are listening
to their voices and that we take seri-
ously the thousands of people who are
killed by gun violence each and every
year. We can bring forward bills that
will make a difference—and that is
what we should do, Mr. Speaker.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am going to urge that
we defeat the previous question. If we
do, I will once again offer an amend-
ment to the rule to bring up no fly, no
buy, bipartisan legislation that would
give the Attorney General the author-
ity to bar the sale of firearms and ex-
plosives to those on the FBI’s terrorist
watch list.

July 5, 2016

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. ESTY).

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican people sent us here to solve prob-
lems. They sent us here to work to-
gether to help the American people.

Frankly, the American people are
getting pretty frustrated. We noticed a
little bit of frustration break out on
the floor of this body 2 weeks ago, and
they did that because, although we are
hearing today about the consumer
reigns supreme, the American people
are afraid. They are afraid right now
because you have to worry when you
are praying in a church, when you are
teaching or have your child in a first
grade classroom, when you are playing
in a park, walking down a street, or en-
joying a Saturday night at a nightclub
that a dangerous person with a gun
may cut you down.

That is the most fundamental right
we all have as Americans, our right to
our very lives, and we have not been al-
lowed the opportunity to even debate
this matter in the 3% years that I have
been in Congress.

The time has passed. The time has
passed for handwringing and for mo-
ments of silence. We have two bills.
They are bipartisan bills. They will
make a meaningful difference and save
lives. We should call them up this
week. The time is now.

If you are too dangerous to get on an
airplane because you are dangerous to
the national security of this country,
you should not be free to buy an arse-
nal. We should pass no fly, no buy.

Fundamentally, we need to have ex-
panded background checks on all sales
of guns. None of this other legislation
works. If we don’t ask whether you are
a dangerous, forbidden, prohibited per-
son from buying a weapon, then even
closing the terrorist watch list will be
of no meaning because you can just go
online, as so many Americans now do,
and avoid the law.

It is our job to help fix problems and
to make things right. We are not doing
our job if we are not debating—much
less even voting on—legislation that
will save lives. The time has come to
act. The time is now: no fly, no buy
this week; expanded background
checks this week.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Massachusetts for
yielding

I come to the floor again to ask my
Republican colleagues to bring to the
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floor two commonsense proposals that
will significantly reduce gun violence
in this country. We have, each day it
feels like—certainly regularly—come
to the floor of the House and observed
moments of silence. That is what we
have done. We have spent one moment,
said, and done nothing as our commu-
nities continue to be ravaged by gun
violence. There are many of us who be-
lieve we have a responsibility to do
more than to just observe moments of
silence.

So these two bills are overwhelm-
ingly supported by the American peo-
ple. The first bill says that if you are
determined to be too dangerous to get
on an airplane, if you are a suspected
terrorist barred from getting on an air-
plane because it is too dangerous, then
you should also be prevented from
going into a gun store and buying as
many guns as you want.

The American people should know
this: between 2004 and 2014, over 2,000
individuals on the terrorist watch list
went into a gun store and bought guns.
Ninety-five percent of the American
people who have been killed by terror-
ists since September 11 in this country
were Killed with a firearm. We have al-
lowed more than 2,000 individuals on
that watch list, that terrorist watch
list, to go into a gun store. We must
stop that.

No fly, no buy: if you are too dan-
gerous to get on a plane, then you are
too dangerous to buy a gun. We owe it
to those we serve, the people who sent
us here, to end this practice and close
this loophole.

The second bill is to ensure that
there are universal background checks.
Background checks work. Every day,
171 attempted purchases by felons are
stopped because of criminal back-
ground checks; 48 attempted purchases
by domestic abusers and 19 attempted
purchases by fugitives are stopped
every single day in those sales where
background checks occur. But some re-
ports are that up to 35 percent of gun
sales don’t have a background check
because they happen on the Internet or
they happen at gun shows.

Background checks make sense.
Ninety percent of the American people
support universal background checks.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island.

Mr. CICILLINE. Universal back-
ground checks will require that all gun
sales be subjected to that important
safeguard.

This is about our solemn responsi-
bility to keep our constituents safe. We
can’t pass a bill that is going to elimi-
nate every single instance of gun vio-
lence, but I will tell you this: we can do
a lot to significantly reduce gun vio-
lence in this country. These two bills
are an important first step, broadly
supported by the American people. I
know that I speak for so many of my
constituents when I say that we have a
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moral responsibility to do something
to respond to the carnage of gun vio-
lence in this country.

I had an event in Rhode Island at the
National Day of Action, and a couple
came up to me. They said: Congress-
man, we lost our son at Virginia Tech.
When we saw you and your colleagues
sitting down on the House floor, we
thought finally someone is trying to do
something about it.

Let’s respond to those parents and to
all the other parents who have lost a
child to gun violence. Let’s pass these
two bills and show the American people
we can get something done that will
help keep them safe.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Republican
colleagues to bring those bills to the
floor, and I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
a letter from 141 of the Nation’s lead-
ing medical and public health organiza-
tions, a letter sent to all Members of
Congress that urges us to end the dra-
matic and chilling effect of the current
rider language restricting gun violence
research, which, apparently, in the wis-
dom of the people who run this House,
thought they would prevent the Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention
the ability to do research into this,
which shows you just how powerful the
National Rifle Association is in this
House of Representatives.

APRIL 6, 2016.

Hon. THAD COCHRAN,

Chairman, Appropriations Committee, U.S. Sen-
ate, Washington, DC.

Hon. BARBARA MIKULSKI,

Vice Chairwoman, Appropriations Committee,
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC.

Hon. HAROLD ROGERS,

Chairman, Appropriations Committee, House of
Representatives, Washington, DC.

Hon. NITA LOWEY,

Ranking Member, Appropriations Committee,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR/REPRESENTATIVE: The un-
dersigned health care, public health, sci-
entific organizations and research univer-
sities representing over 1 million members
across the country urge you to end the dra-
matic chilling effect of the current rider lan-
guage restricting gun violence research and
to fund this critical work at the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC).

In 1996, Congress passed the so-called
Dickey amendment as a rider to the Labor-
Health and Human Services-Education Ap-
propriations bill. The language stated that
the CDC could not fund research that would
‘‘advocate or promote gun control,” and the
language has remained in each subsequent
annual funding bill. At the same time, Con-
gress cut CDC funding for this research. Al-
though the Dickey amendment does not ex-
plicitly prevent research on gun violence,
the combination of these two actions has
caused a dramatic chilling effect on federal
research that has stalled and stymied
progress on gathering critical data to inform
prevention of gun violence for the past 20
years. Furthermore, it has discouraged the
next generation of researchers from entering
the field.

Gun violence is a serious public health epi-
demic resulting in the senseless deaths of an
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average of 91 Americans, and another 108 gun
injuries, each and every day. A central part
of preventing future tragedies is through
conducting rigorous scientific research as
this has been a proven successful approach in
reducing deaths due to other injuries.

Health care providers and public health
professionals are overwhelmed in emergency
departments, clinics, offices, and commu-
nities with the victims of mass shootings,
homicides, suicides, accidental shootings,
and firearm injuries. Medical professionals
and our communities work to address the
devastating and long-lasting physical and
emotional effects of gun violence on victims,
their families and their friends, but are ham-
pered by the insufficient body of evidence-
based research to use to point communities
toward proven gun violence prevention pro-
grams and policies.

Former Representative Jay Dickey (R-
AR), author of the current language that has
effectively restricted gun violence research,
recently noted that, ‘‘it is my position that
somehow or someway we should slowly but
methodically fund [gun] research until a so-
lution is reached. Doing nothing is no longer
an acceptable solution.”

Here are some of the critical questions
that enhanced research would help us an-
swer:

(1) What is the best way to protect toddlers
from accidentally firing a firearm? Safe fire-
arm storage works, but what kinds of cam-
paigns best encourage safe storage? What
safe storage methods are the most effective
and most likely to be adopted? What should
be the trigger pull on a firearm so a toddler
can’t use it?

(2) What are the most effective ways to
prevent gun-related suicides? Two-thirds of
firearm related deaths are suicides. Are fire-
arm suicides more spontaneous than non-
firearm suicides? Do other risk factors vary
by method? How do we prevent it in different
populations active military, veterans, those
with mental illness, law enforcement or cor-
rectional officers, the elderly, or teenagers?

(3) What is the impact of the variety of
state policies being enacted? How are dif-
ferent policies around safe storage, mental
health, public education, and background
checks impacting firearm injuries and
deaths?

The CDC’s National Center for Injury Pre-
vention and Control is an important part of
answering these types of questions. Public
health uniquely brings together a com-
prehensive approach connecting the complex
factors that result in violence and injuries
including clinical, social, criminal, mental
health, and environmental factors.

The impact of federal public health re-
search in reducing deaths from car accidents,
smoking and Sudden Infant Death Syndrome
has been well proven. Decades ago, we did
not know infant car seats should be rear-fac-
ing. Robust research on car accidents and
subsequent legislation has helped save hun-
dreds of thousands of lives without pre-
venting people from being able to drive. It’s
time to apply the same approach to reducing
gun violence in our communities.

As professionals dedicated to the health of
the nation and to the application of sound
science to improving the lives of our fellow
Americans, we urge you to take action this
year. Americans deserve to know that we are
working with the best tools and information
in the fight to reduce gun violence deaths
and injuries.

As Congress works to craft the FY 2017
Labor-HHS-Education Appropriations bill,
we urge you to provide the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention with funding for
research into the causes and prevention of
gun violence.

Thank you for your consideration. We look
forward to working with you to improve
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health and protect the safety of all Ameri-
cans.
Sincerely,

Academic Consortium for Integrative Medi-
cine & Health

Academic Pediatric Association

Alameda Health System Department of
Emergency Medicine

American Academy of Family Physicians

American Academy of Pediatrics

American Association for the Advancement
of Science

American Association of Colleges of Phar-
macy

American Association of Nurse Practitioners

American College of Emergency Physicians

American College of Emergency Physicians,
California Chapter

American College of Occupational and Envi-
ronmental Medicine

American College of Physicians

American Congress of Obstetricians and
Gynecologists

American Educational Research Association

American Geriatrics Society

American Medical Association

American Medical Student Association

American Medical Women’s Association

American Pediatric Society

American Psychiatric Association

American Psychological Association

American Public Health Association

American Society for Clinical Pathology

American Society of Hematology

American Thoracic Society

American Trauma Society

Arkansas Public Health Association

Asociacion de Salud Publica de Puerto Rico

Association for Psychological Science

Association of American Universities

Association of Medical School Pediatric De-
partment Chairs

Association of Population Centers

Association of Public and Land-grant Uni-
versities

Big Cities Health Coalition

Boulder County Public Health

Brigham Psychiatric Specialties

California Center for Public Health Advo-
cacy

California Public Health Association-North

Center for Science and Democracy at the
Union of Concerned Scientists

Central Oregon Medical Society

Champaign-Urbana Public Health District

Chicago Center for Psychoanalysis

Chicago chapter Physicians for Social Re-
sponsibility

Colorado Public Health Association

Committee of Interns and Residents/SEIU
Healthcare

Congregation Gates of Heaven

Consortium of Social Science Associations

Council of State and Territorial Epidemiolo-
gists

Cure Violence

Delaware Academy of Medicine/Delaware
Public Health Association

Doctors Council SEIU

Doctors for America

Eastern Association for the Surgery of Trau-
ma

Federation of Associations in Behavioral and
Brain Sciences

Florida Chapter of the American Academy of
Pediatrics, Inc.

Futures Without Violence

Georgia Public Health Association

Hawaii Public Health Association

Health Officers Association of California

Houston Health Department

Illinois Public Health Association

International Society for Developmental
Psychobiology

Iowa Chapter Physicians for Social Responsi-
bility

Iowa Public Health Association

JPS Health Network
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Kansas Public Health Association

Koop Institute

KU Department of Preventive Medicine and
Public Health

Law and Society Association

Lee County Health Department

Local Public Health Association of Min-
nesota

Louisiana Center for Health Equity

Maine Public Health Association

Maryland Academy of Family Physicians

Minnesota Public Health Association

Montana Public Health Association

National AHEC Organization

National Association of County and City
Health Officials

National Association of Medical Examiners

National Association of Nurse Practitioners
in Women’s Health

National Association of Social Workers

National Association of State Emergency
Medical Services Officials

National Association of State Head Injury
Administrators

National Black Nurses Association

National Hispanic Medical Association

National Medical Association

National Network of Public Health Insti-
tutes

National Physicians Alliance

National Violence Prevention Network

Nevada Public Health Association

New Hampshire Public Health Association

New Mexico Public Health Association

North Carolina Public Health Association

Ohio Public Health Association

Oregon Academy of Family Physicians

Oregon Physicians for Social Responsibility

Oregon Public Health Association

Pediatric Policy Council

Physicians for Social Responsibility, Arizona
Chapter

Physicians for a National Health Program
NY Metro Chapter

Physicians for Reproductive Health

Physicians for Social Responsibility/North-
east Ohio

Physicians for
consin

Physicians for Social Responsibility, Arizona
Chapter

Physicians for
York

Physicians for the Prevention of Gun Vio-
lence

Population Association of America

Prevention Institute

Psychonomic Society

Public Health Association of Nebraska

Public Health Association of New York City

Public Health Institute

Research!America

RiverStone Health

Safe States Alliance

San Francisco Bay Area Chapter, Physicians
for Social Responsibility

Society for Adolescent Health and Medicine

Society for Advancement of Violence and In-
jury Research

Society for Mathematical Psychology

Society for Pediatric Research

Society for Psychophysiological Research

Society for Public Health Education

Society of Experimental Social Psychology

Society of General Internal Medicine

Southern California Public Health Associa-
tion

Southwest Ohio Society of Family Medicine

Student National Medical Association

Suicide Awareness Voices of Education

Texas Doctors for Social Responsibility

Texas Public Health Association

Trauma Foundation

Tri-County Health Department

Trust for America’s Health

United Physicians of Newtown

Vermont Public Health Association

Virginia Public Health Association

Social Responsibility Wis-

Social Responsibility/New
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Washington Chapter of the American Acad-
emy of Pediatrics

Washington State Public Health Association

Wellness Institute of Greater Buffalo

Whiteside County Health Department

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMPSON).

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

When I spoke earlier, I asked: What
are you afraid of? Why won’t you bring
these bills to the floor?

I think back to when I met with the
parents of some of the children who
were killed in one of the most horrific
incidents in our country, the terrible,
terrible incident at Sandy Hook Ele-
mentary School, and listening to the
parents and hearing their stories, and I
can’t help but think to myself: Are you
more afraid to bring this bill to the
floor for a vote than those kids were
hiding for their lives in those class-
rooms? Are you more afraid than those
movie-goers in Aurora, Colorado, who
were hiding, trying not to be killed?
Are the people who were praying in
Charleston when they were gunned
down, are you more afraid; is this more
frightening than what they experienced
or San Bernardino or Orlando? What is
stopping you from bringing common-
sense, pro-Second Amendment gun vio-
lence prevention legislation to the
floor for a vote?

Gun owners are for this. I am a gun
owner. I have told you that before. As
a matter of fact, I am proud to say I
am one of the 26 Democrats who were
labeled by the rightwing media for
being hypocrites because we owned
guns and we want to pass gun violence
prevention legislation.

As a matter of fact, I bought a gun.
I bought it before the break but picked
it up during the break because, in Cali-
fornia, not only are you required to get
a background check, but there is a
cooling-off period that they require.
You have to wait 10 days.

So before the break, I bought a gun
from a very close friend of mine, some-
one whom I have known for over 25, 30
years, yet the law says background
check. It wasn’t a problem. I took it in,
left the gun. My friend signed the
paper. I signed the paper. Ten days
later, over this last break, I came and
picked it up. It is no big deal.

Why would you want to sell a gun to
someone who may be a criminal, dan-
gerously mentally ill, a domestic
abuser, or a terrorist?

These bills make sense. Bring them
to the floor, and let’s vote.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend for yielding to me be-
cause I must rise in strong opposition
to H. Res. 794 and H.R. 5485. They as-
sault the District of Columbia’s right
to govern itself.
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This bill contains undemocratic,
harmful, Big Government riders that
prohibit the D.C. government from
spending its local funds, consisting of
local taxes and fees, as it deems nec-
essary.

In addition, the Republican-led Rules
Committee has allowed Representative
GARY PALMER to offer an amendment
and interfere with my jurisdiction to
keep D.C. from spending its local funds
to enforce its own employment non-dis-
crimination law.

This bill repeals the D.C. budget au-
tonomy referendum, which allows D.C.
to spend its local funds after a 30-day
review period.

The Rules Committee prevented me
from offering my amendments to
strike the provisions in this bill that
prohibit D.C. from spending its local
funds on taxing and regulating mari-
juana sales and on abortion services for
low-income women.

Let’s see the results.

While recreational marijuana use is
legal under D.C. law, Congress has
uniquely prohibited the city from
spending its local funds to set up a tax
and regulatory system. This rider,
therefore, has been referred to as the
Drug Dealer Protection Act.

As one marijuana dealer told the
press, the rider is ‘‘a license for me to
print money.”

Regulating marijuana, like alcohol,
would allow D.C., instead of violent
drug gangs, to control marijuana pro-
duction, distribution, sales, and rev-
enue collection.

Every State has the authority to
spend its own funds on abortion serv-
ices for low-income women, and 17
States fund these services. The rider in
this bill effectively prevents low-in-
come women in D.C. from exercising
their constitutional right to abortion,
just affirmed by the Supreme Court, by
depriving them of necessary funds.

Republicans claim to support devolv-
ing Federal authority to State and
local governments. Here is your
chance. That support should not end at
the D.C. border. The Constitution al-
lows, but does not require, Congress to
legislate on local D.C. matters.

The Rules Committee had a choice to
allow me to offer my amendments on
the floor to strike the D.C. marijuana
and abortion riders as well as to block
the amendment on the D.C. non-dis-
crimination law. In our democracy in
the 21st century, these decisions should
not be difficult because these are pure-
1y local matters.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. BURGESS. I yield myself 2 min-
utes, Mr. Speaker.

I just want to again clarify what we
have under consideration at this time,
three different bills, a rule that would
allow votes on three different bills that
empower individuals and families as
healthcare consumers while protecting
taxpayer dollars. Each of these bills did
advance through regular order and was
favorably reported out of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.
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H.R. 1270, the Restoring Access to
Medication Act, would eliminate bar-
riers created in the Affordable Care Act
for those who want to purchase over-
the-counter medications with funds
from their health savings account. H.R.
5445, the Health Care Security Act, in-
troduced by Congressman PAULSEN and
myself, eliminates certain burdensome
limitations on health savings accounts
to help consumers take back control of
their healthcare spending decisions. Fi-
nally, H.R. 4723, also introduced by
Congresswoman JENKINS, protects tax-
payers by recovering improper over-
payments from subsidies awarded
under the Affordable Care Act.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. CLARKE).

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to express
my opposition to the rule being de-
bated on the floor this evening, but
also take this opportunity to remind
the Speaker that the American people
are waiting. They are waiting for us to
bring commonsense gun violence pre-
vention measures to this floor.

Mr. Speaker, every day in New York
City and in the Borough of Brooklyn,
people are hurt and killed by gun vio-
lence. Too many families hold fear and
sorrow in their hearts from their expe-
riences with senseless gun violence.

Mr. Speaker, people in my district
and from all over our Nation have been
demanding action. You and your Re-
publican colleagues cannot continue to
ignore their pleas and their pain.

Well, I cannot ignore their pleas and
their pain, and my Democratic col-
leagues will not either. Enough is
enough. Congress must act to protect
the lives of Americans. Congress must
do more than hold a moment of silence
to absolve you, Mr. Speaker, of your
role in the death and destruction due
to gun violence.

For me and many in this Nation, gun
violence is personal and it has hit
home. My colleague, former New York
City Councilman James E. Davis, was
gunned down in the chambers of the
New York City Council before me and
his colleagues, the New Yorkers who
visited our gallery, and the children,
who were part of our audience on that
infamous day. Whether it is in the leg-
islative chamber of city hall, in a the-
ater, an elementary school, or a night
club, gun violence must end.

Mr. Speaker, I will work tirelessly,
relentlessly here on Capitol Hill to pro-
tect our communities from the ever-
present threat of gun violence. I will
continue to stand with all people of
goodwill to demand action on the legis-
lation that puts an end to this crisis. I
will be their voice here in Washington,
D.C.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.
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Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the remainder of my time.

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by saying
that it is frustrating for not only many
of us on this side of the aisle, but I am
sure it must be frustrating to the
American people who are watching this
debate that here we are debating a bill
that would essentially be the 64th bill
that we have debated and voted on to
either repeal or undermine the Afford-
able Care Act.

We all know this bill is not going
anywhere, and I doubt very much that
we will see much action in the Senate,
but we know that the President will
definitely veto it. This is not like the
other bills that we have been dealing
with in this Congress, bills that really
are more designed for press releases
and sound bites than for really, actu-
ally, making people’s lives better.

In the aftermath of Orlando where
49—49—of our brothers and sisters were
murdered, the best that the leadership
of this House could do was have a mo-
ment of silence. I have to tell you, peo-
ple that I have talked to in the after-
math of that moment of silence viewed
that as the ultimate inaction by Con-
gress because all we do is moments of
silence when there are massacres. We
don’t do moments of silence after each
individual loses a life to gun violence
in this country because we would never
have time to do anything else if we did.
But people are just so angry that the
people who serve in this Chamber don’t
seem to have the political will to do
anything about it. I mean, massacre
after massacre after massacre cannot
be the new norm.

Last Wednesday, a number of us par-
ticipated in a national day of action all
across the country in an attempt to try
to raise awareness of ways to prevent
gun violence. I did one in Worcester,
Massachusetts, where I am from. We
had a grandmother, Beverly Spring,
who talked about how she lost not only
one grandson to gun violence, but she
lost two grandchildren to gun violence.

Does anybody have any idea the
heartache that this woman and moth-
ers and fathers and grandmothers and
grandfathers have gone through who
have lost their loved ones to gun vio-
lence? Does anyone have any idea the
pain of those family members whose
loved ones were lost in Orlando or Au-
rora or Sandy Hook? Or I could go
right down the list of massacres.

I am asking my colleagues here to
give us an opportunity to have a debate
and to have a vote on two common-
sense gun safety legislative initiatives.
One is no fly, no buy. And the other is
let’s have our background check sys-
tem be universal so that people who
have criminal backgrounds or who
have a history of mental illness do not
go to gun shows to buy guns or go on-
line to buy guns.

That is why I am urging my col-
leagues to defeat the previous question.
If we defeat the previous question, we
could vote on the underlying bill, but
we could vote on this sensible piece of
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legislation. Enough is enough. Let’s do
something. Let’s not just sit around
here and continue to be indifferent.
The American people expect more of us
than what they have seen.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, today’s rule provides
for consideration of an important bill
to correct some of the most egregious
changes in the Affordable Care Act
that affected individuals’ ability to
save for their own healthcare needs. I
was happy to be able to work with Mr.
PAULSEN, Ms. JENKINS, and Mr. KIND,
who each contributed to the underlying
legislation which will be considered by
the House following the passage of to-
day’s rule.

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 793 OFFERED BY

MR. MCGOVERN

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

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1076) to increase public
safety by permitting the Attorney General
to deny the transfer of a firearm or the
issuance of firearms or explosives licenses to
a known or suspected dangerous terrorist.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judiciary.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. All points of order against provisions in
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the
Committee shall rise and report the bill to
the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions. If
the Committee of the Whole rises and re-
ports that it has come to no resolution on
the bill, then on the next legislative day the
House shall, immediately after the third
daily order of business under clause 1 of rule
XIV, resolve into the Committee of the
Whole for further consideration of the bill.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1076.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

on
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5485, FINANCIAL SERV-
ICES AND GENERAL GOVERN-
MENT APPROPRIATIONS  ACT,
2017

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 794 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 794

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5485) making
appropriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

SEC. 2. (a) After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. The bill shall be considered
as read through page 265, line 9. Points of
order against provisions in the bill for fail-
ure to comply with clause 2 or clause 5(a) of
rule XXI are waived except as follows: begin-
ning with ‘‘: Provided further’ on page 122,
line 19, through ‘2012 on page 122, line 22.
Where points of order are waived against
part of a paragraph, points of order against a
provision in another part of such paragraph
may be made only against such provision
and not against the entire paragraph.

(b) No amendment to the bill shall be in
order except those printed in the report of
the Committee on Rules accompanying this
resolution, amendments en bloc described in
section 3 of this resolution, and pro forma
amendments described in section 4 of this
resolution.

(c) Each amendment printed in the report
of the Committee on Rules shall be consid-
ered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment except as provided by
section 4 of this resolution, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole.

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules or against amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of this resolution are
waived.

SEcC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or his designee to offer amendments en
bloc consisting of amendments printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to
this section shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Appro-
priations or their respective designees, shall
not be subject to amendment except as pro-
vided by section 4 of this resolution, and
shall not be subject to a demand for division
of the question in the House or in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.
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SEC. 4. During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Appropriations
or their respective designees may offer up to
10 pro forma amendments each at any point
for the purpose of debate.

SEC. 5. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 6. Section 1201 of H.R. 5485 shall be
considered to be a spending reduction ac-
count for purposes of section 3(d) of House
Resolution 5.

SEC. 7. During consideration of H.R. 5485,
section 3304 of Senate Concurrent Resolution
11 shall not apply.

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

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

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 794 provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 5485, the Financial Serv-
ices and General Government Appro-
priations Act for fiscal year 2017.

The rule provides 1 hour of debate
equally divided between the chair and
the ranking minority member of the
Committee on Appropriations. The res-
olution also provides for consideration
of 70 amendments to H.R. 5485, and pro-
vides the minority the customary mo-
tion to recommit.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 5485, the Financial
Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act for fiscal year 2017,
provides $10.9 billion for the Internal
Revenue Service, maintains the cur-
rent $2.1 billion level for taxpayer serv-
ices, and provides a further $290 million
to improve customer service such as
phone call and correspondence response
times, fraud prevention, and cybersecu-
rity.

For the past several years, the Amer-
ican public has viewed the Federal In-
ternal Revenue Service as one that tar-
gets organizations for their political
affiliation, slowing down approval for
tax-exempt status, and attempting to
chill their First Amendment-protected
speech. House Republicans have ex-
posed the many violations that have
taken place at the Internal Revenue
Service, and the bill before us con-
tinues to reflect the close eye that
Congress continues to have on this
agency, reining in their ability to fur-
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ther chill speech by manipulating the
Tax Code.

To achieve this, the bill includes lan-
guage that prohibits the Internal Rev-
enue Service from using funds to target
specific individuals or groups exer-
cising their First Amendment rights,
and further prohibits the White
House—under the current administra-
tion or the next one, from either polit-
ical party—from using the Internal
Revenue Service to scrutinize their po-
litical opponents. This protection of
the right to freedom of speech is crit-
ical, and, of course, I urge all Members
to support it.

The bill also provides $1.5 billion for
the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, almost an identical figure to last
yvear’s request. The bill keeps the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission fo-
cused on critical information tech-
nology initiatives and methods to help
the Commission better serve investors.
It also rescinds the balance of what is
known as the Securities and Exchange
Commission’s reserve fund, a slush
fund that was created under the Dodd-
Frank law that can be spent by the
SEC without congressional oversight.
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To assist Congress in its constitu-
tionally obligated checks and balances
of the executive branch, the bill in-
cludes language to increase the over-
sight of another creation of the Dodd-
Frank Act—the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau. Currently, this
agency is wholly unaccountable to the
American people as its funding was
placed in the Dodd-Frank legislation
outside of the yearly appropriations
process, leaving little legislative check
on that agency.

As it exists today, the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau draws its
funds on autopilot directly from the
Federal Reserve. This bill would place
the CFPB into the regular, annual ap-
propriations process and, in doing so,
would increase the transparency and
the accountability of its actions and
allow for the appropriate oversight
from Congress.

Additionally, the bill replaces the
single-person leadership structure of
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau with a more balanced, five-person
commission that mirrors those of other
financial regulators, such as the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission and
the CFTC.

The bill also includes $692 million for
the Executive Office of the President,
which, in addition to providing funds
for White House staff, also includes
critical funding for drug control ef-
forts, such as the High Intensity Drug
Trafficking Areas and Drug Free Com-
munities Support Programs. In his
budget request this year, the President
sought to reduce funding for these pro-
grams by $70 million. This bill keeps
those important programs intact and
actually increases their funding by a $5
million mark. The bill further includes
a provision that requires the Office of
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Management and Budget to release in-
formation on the expected costs of ex-
ecutive orders and Presidential memo-
randa.

H.R. 5485 also includes $725 million as
the Federal payment to the Nation’s
Capital City, the District of Columbia,
which includes funding for public safe-
ty resources and security costs as well
as $45 million for the Scholarships for
Opportunity and Results Act, which is
an important program to help children
in our Nation’s Capital get the edu-
cation they deserve and to choose the
educational path that best fits their
needs. The bill includes $7 billion to
the Federal court system, which will
improve public safety, bolster the secu-
rity of courtrooms, and improve the
speed and efficiency of processing Fed-
eral cases.

The consideration of appropriations
bills each year is the core function of
the Congress. With the passage of to-
day’s rule, the House will be taking an-
other step in completing that responsi-
bility. I urge support for the rule and
for the underlying bill.

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

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

I thank and appreciate the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) for
yielding me the customary 30 minutes.
As we all remember, 2 weeks ago, we
were not given that courtesy to have 30
minutes to debate the rule. We also had
no debate on the underlying bill that
was brought up 2 weeks ago. In any
event, I appreciate his yielding me the
time.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to this rule, which
provides for the consideration of H.R.
5485, the Financial Services and Gen-
eral Government Appropriations Act.

I hope there is a strong bipartisan
vote against this rule for, among other
things, in the Rules Committee, they
denied my colleague, Representative
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY, the right to
offer his amendment, which would pre-
vent discrimination against lesbian,
gay, bisexual, and transgender people.

For the life of me, Mr. Speaker, I
cannot figure out why my Republican
friends think it is so controversial—or
that it is a poison pill—to put in stat-
ute language that bars Federal con-
tractors from discriminating against
the LGBT community. Yet this amend-
ment, which is perfectly germane, was
not allowed to be made in order. I
think that that alone should encourage
both Democrats and Republicans to
vote against this rule.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the under-
lying bill is awful as it undermines key
elements of the Affordable Care Act; it
undermines key elements of the Dodd-
Frank financial reform; it diminishes
women’s access to legal health serv-
ices; it meddles in the District of Co-
lumbia’s internal affairs; it undermines
the President’s Cuba policy; it prevents
the fair treatment of Internet content
in order to benefit the interests of a
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few large corporations; and the bill re-
wards tax cheats, not honest, hard-
working Americans, by its failing to
provide sufficient funding to enforce
tax law.

For all of those reasons, I urge my
colleagues to vote against the under-
lying bill as well.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
the President’s Statement of Adminis-
tration Policy, which says, if presented
with this bill, he will veto it.

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY
H.R. 5485—FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL

GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2017—
REP. ROGERS, R-KY
The Administration strongly opposes

House passage of H.R. 5485, making appro-
priations for financial services and general
government for the fiscal year (FY) ending
September 30, 2017, and for other purposes.

The bill’s reductions in funding for the In-
ternal Revenue Service (IRS) exacerbate the
damaging reductions inflicted on the IRS
since 2010, and irresponsibly cut funding for
the agencies charged with implementing
Wall Street reform. The bill also underfunds
the Federal Trade Commission’s efforts to
promote economic competition.

Furthermore, the legislation includes high-
ly problematic ideological provisions, includ-
ing provisions that restrict the IRS’s ability
to implement the Affordable Care Act (ACA),
interfere with important new regulations de-
signed to protect consumers from risky or
abusive lending, and undermine the principle
of home rule for the District of Columbia.
These provisions also prevent the Federal
Communications Commission from pro-
moting a free and open internet and encour-
aging competition in the set-top box market,
impacting millions of broadband and cable
customers. Furthermore, these provisions
would bar Federal agency efforts to reduce
the risks and costs of flood disasters. Despite
these shortcomings, the Administration wel-
comes the bill’s investments in entrepre-
neurship and small business financing.

In October 2015, the President worked with
congressional leaders from both parties to
secure the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015
(BBA), which partially reversed harmful se-
questration cuts slated for FY 2017. By pro-
viding fully-paid-for equal dollar increases
for defense and non-defense spending, the
BBA allows for investments in FY 2017 that
create jobs, support middle-class families,
contribute to long-term growth, and safe-
guard national security. The Administration
looks forward to working with the Congress
to enact appropriations that are consistent
with that agreement, and fully support eco-
nomic growth, opportunity, and our national
security priorities. However, the Administra-
tion strongly objects to the inclusion of
problematic ideological provisions that are
beyond the scope of funding legislation.

If the President were presented with H.R.
5485, his senior advisors would recommend
that he veto the bill.

The Administration would like to take this
opportunity to share additional views re-
garding the Committee’s version of the bill.
Department of the Treasury

Internal Revenue Service (IRS). The Admin-
istration strongly objects to the $766 million
reduction in funding for the IRS compared to
the FY 2017 Budget request. This reduction
would bring IRS funding to FY 1993 levels, in
real terms, hindering the agency’s efforts to
provide robust service to taxpayers, improve
enforcement operations, and implement new
statutory responsibilities. Furthermore,
these reductions would negatively impact ef-
forts aimed at deficit reduction, with en-
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forcement revenues in FY 2017 estimated to
be more than $11 billion lower than if FY
2010 staffing levels had been maintained. In
addition, the Administration strongly op-
poses sections of the bill that limit IRS fund-
ing and transfers to carry out implementa-
tion of the ACA, under which millions of in-
dividuals have signed up for coverage
through the Health Insurance Marketplaces.
The Administration also objects to provi-
sions that unnecessarily encumber IRS oper-
ations with burdensome reporting require-
ments and that would constrain enforcement
of tax laws.

Departmental Offices. The Administration
appreciates the support for targeted invest-
ments in Department-wide cybersecurity en-
hancements. However, the Administration
objects to the bill’s defunding of the Depart-
ment’s Systems and Capital Investment Pro-
gram and is disappointed that the bill fails
to permit funding for oversight and adminis-
tration of the Gulf Coast Restoration Trust
Fund to be paid from the Trust Fund. In
total, the bill would require a $27.4 million
reduction in funding from the comparable
level in the FY 2017 Budget request for core
Departmental Offices Salaries and Expenses.

Community Development Financial Institu-
tion (CDFI) Fund. The Administration appre-
ciates the Committee’s support for the CDFI
Fund, which is funded above the FY 2017
Budget request. However, the Administra-
tion is disappointed that the bill provides
neither the $22 million requested for the
Healthy Food Financing Initiative, which of-
fers financial and technical assistance to ex-
pand the availability of healthy food options
in distressed communities, nor the $10 mil-
lion requested for the Small Dollar Loan
Program to expand access to small dollar
loans in underserved communities and com-
bat predatory lending. The Administration
also appreciates the continuation of the
CDFI Bond Guarantee Program, but is con-
cerned about the $250 million limitation on
new commitments, which is below the pro-
gram’s annual average commitment level.
This lower level of commitment authority
would unnecessarily constrain the provision
of long-term capital in low-income and un-
derserved communities.

Office of Financial Research (OFR) and Fi-
nancial Stability Oversight Council (FSOC).
The Administration strongly opposes section
130 of the bill, which would subject OFR and
FSOC to the annual appropriations process
beginning in FY 2018. This language would
hinder the independence of these entities and
limit their ability to develop critical market
analysis and improve regulator coordination
if future funding shortfalls prevent informa-
tion technology (IT) investments or the hir-
ing of highly-skilled staff. The Administra-
tion also opposes onerous new procedural re-
quirements that could effectively prohibit
FSOC from formally designating nonbank fi-
nancial companies whose material financial
distress could pose a threat to U.S. financial
stability. In addition, the Administration
strongly opposes section 129 of the bill,
which would require OFR to publish notice
90 days prior to issuing any report, rule, or
regulation; research reports are intended to
provide independent analysis of the facts,
unswayed by public or political sentiment.

Digital Accountability and Transparency Act
of 2014 (DATA Act). The Administration ap-
preciates that the Committee fully funded
the FY 2017 Budget request for the Bureau of
the Fiscal Service for Government-wide im-
plementation of the DATA Act, and urges
the Congress to fully fund the FY 2017 Budg-
et request for the Department of the Treas-
ury’s own implementation of the DATA Act.
This funding supports efforts to provide
more transparent Federal spending data,
such as updating information technology
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systems, changing business processes, and
linking financial and Federal award data
with the Award ID.

Ezxecutive Office of the President (EOP)

EOP Funding and Operations. The Adminis-
tration objects to section 621 of the bill,
which would continue a prohibition on pay-
ing salaries and expenses for certain White
House staff positions and impinge on the
President’s ability to organize EOP oper-
ations. The Administration appreciates fund-
ing for Presidential transition costs but
strongly objects to the lack of funding for
Unanticipated Needs, which would severely
hamper the President’s ability to meet unex-
pected requirements for the furtherance of
the national interest, security, or defense.
The Administration also objects to the fund-
ing level in the bill for the National Security
Council, which is $2.1 million below the FY
2017 Budget request.

Office of Management and Budget (OMB).
The Administration strongly opposes the
funding level in the bill for OMB, which is
$10 million below the FY 2017 Budget re-
quest. This reduction would significantly di-
minish OMB’s ability to carry out its mis-
sion. The Administration also objects to con-
tinuation of bill language that would require
burdensome OMB cost estimates to accom-
pany the issuance of all Executive Orders, as
well as language that requires OMB to sub-
mit a report to the Congress estimating the
costs of implementing the Dodd-Frank Act,
an onerous and duplicative report of limited
value.

Information Technology Owversight and Re-
form (ITOR). The Administration strongly
opposes the funding level in the bill for the
ITOR account, which is $10 million below the
FY 2017 Budget request. ITOR funds impor-
tant efforts to improve the most critical
public-facing Federal digital services
through the application of best practices in
product design and engineering by the U.S.
Digital Service and its agency partners. The
ITOR fund also supports efforts to protect
Federal systems through implementation of
leading solutions to address new and con-
stantly evolving advanced, persistent cyber-
threats, drive value in Federal IT invest-
ments, and implement the Federal Informa-
tion Technology Acquisition Reform Act.
The bill’s reductions to these initiatives
would undermine efforts to secure the Na-
tion’s highest value information targets and
build on successful reforms to the Federal
Government’s management of IT resources,
which have resulted in about $3.6 billion in
cost savings and avoidance.

General Services Administration (GSA)

Overall GSA Funding. Funding for GSA is
an integral part of supporting agencies in
their performance of critical missions. The
bill’s funding level would undermine GSA’s
ability to deliver services, impacting agen-
cies Government-wide.

Federal Buildings Fund (FBF). The Adminis-
tration finds the bill’s funding level for the
FBF unacceptable at nearly $934 million
below the FY 2017 Budget request and the an-
ticipated level of rent collections from other
Federal agencies in FY 2017. The bill also de-
nies critical construction funding for the
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) Head-
quarters project and the next phase of the
Department of Homeland Security’s head-
quarters consolidation at St. Elizabeths,
Washington, D.C. Since FY 2011, the Com-
mittee has chosen to fund the FBF at levels
billions below what GSA collects in rent
from agencies. Underfunding construction
and renovation is particularly damaging, as
the Government must be a good steward of
its own assets, able to take advantage of op-
portunities to save money over the long
term and maintain its buildings adequately



July 5, 2016

to avoid more costly failures in the future.
Further, the practice of chronically under-
funding the FBF is unfair to other Federal
agencies, who are no longer receiving the
space and services that they are paying for,
as well as to the other appropriations sub-
committees who are providing funds that are
never used for their intended purpose.

FBI Headquarters. The Administration
strongly urges the Congress to provide the
full request in the FY 2017 Budget for the
new consolidated FBI headquarters facility.
The bill provides only $200 million, $559 mil-
lion below the FY 2017 Budget request for
GSA for construction of the new FBI head-
quarters. In total, the FY 2017 Budget re-
quests $1.4 billion for the FBI headquarters
project—3$646 million for FBI and $759 million
for GSA’s Federal Building Fund. Full fund-
ing of the FY 2017 Budget request is required
for GSA to award a design and construction
contract for the project this year. Absent a
new, modern, and secure headquarters facil-
ity, the ability of the FBI to fully support its
critical national security and law enforce-
ment missions may be compromised.

Information Technology (IT) Modernization
Fund. The Administration is concerned that
the Committee does not provide the re-
quested $100 million for the IT Modernization
Fund (ITMF), part of a larger $3.1 billion re-
quest in the FY 2017 Budget that creates a
revolving fund to retire and replace legacy
IT systems across Government. Absent fund-
ing for the ITMF, the cost to operate and
maintain legacy systems, as well as security
vulnerabilities and other risks, would con-
tinue to grow.

Unified Shared Services Management (USSM).
The Administration urges the Congress to
support the $56 million requested in the FY
2017 Budget for the establishment of the
USSM, a new organization housed in GSA
that would serve as an integration body for
the shared services environment. The fund-
ing is needed to give the USSM a stable fund-
ing source.

Small Business Administration (SBA)

SBA Support for Businesses. The Adminis-
tration appreciates the strong support for
small businesses through the bill’s robust
funding for the SBA’s business loan and en-
trepreneurial development programs. The
SBA’s business loan programs would support
over $46 billion in lending to small busi-
nesses in FY 2017, and the increased funding
for technical assistance and development
programs would ensure business owners can
effectively deploy capital to grow their busi-
nesses and create good jobs. However, the
Administration opposes the elimination of
funding for Regional Innovation Cluster
grants and Growth Accelerators, as these in-
novative programs help regions leverage
their unique assets to create jobs by turning
entrepreneurial ideas into sustainable high-
growth small businesses.

Disaster Loans Program. The Administra-
tion urges the Congress to utilize the dis-
aster relief cap adjustment authorized in the
Budget Control Act of 2011 to fund the $159
million FY 2017 Budget request for SBA’s ad-
ministrative costs associated with major dis-
asters. By not utilizing the cap adjustment,
the bill makes unnecessary reductions to
other programs to accommodate this line of
support to small businesses after a disaster
has struck.

Other Independent Agencies

Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC).
The Administration strongly objects to the
funding level of $1.55 billion for SEC, which
is $226 million below the FY 2017 Budget re-
quest. The bill would hinder SEC’s enforce-
ment, examination, and market oversight
functions and undercut investor protections
strengthened by Wall Street Reform that
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benefit both consumers and Main Street. The
bill would also shortchange SEC’s core pro-
grams by mandating that funding for IT ini-
tiatives increase by $50 million over the FY
2016 enacted level and prohibiting authorized
IT spending from the agency’s mandatory
Reserve Fund. Taken together, these provi-
sions would inhibit SEC’s ability to improve
oversight and examination functions in a
way that investors expect and deserve. The
SEC is fee-funded and its funding level has
no impact on the deficit, nor does it impact
the amount of funding available for other
agencies.

Consumer  Financial  Protection  Bureau
(CFPB). The Administration strongly op-
poses sections 502 and 503 of the bill that sub-
ject CFPB to annual appropriations and po-
liticizes its leadership, which would severely
weaken its independence and undermine its
ability to serve the most vulnerable con-
sumer populations. In addition, the Adminis-
tration strongly opposes sections 506, 637,
638, and 639 of the bill that undermine key
consumer protections by preventing the
CFPB from finalizing or implementing pay-
day lending and arbitration regulations and
would amend the Truth in Lending Act to
deny borrowers protections from certain
high-cost loans. These are problematic, ideo-
logical provisions that are beyond the scope
of this bill.

Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC).
The Administration objects to the total
funding level of $120 million for CPSC, an $11
million reduction below the FY 2017 Budget
request. This funding level would signifi-
cantly impede CPSC’s public safety mission
intended to safeguard consumers, particu-
larly children, from hidden hazards that con-
tinue to cause death and severe injuries, in-
cluding its ability to expand the import sur-
veillance program through which CPSC iden-
tifies hazardous products that can cause in-
jury or death before these goods can enter
the U.S. market. In addition, the Adminis-
tration objects to section 510 of the bill that
would continue to prohibit CPSC from using
funds to finalize or implement mandatory
standards for recreational off-highway vehi-
cles (ROVs) until CPSC commissions and
completes a study with the National Acad-
emy of Sciences. This provision could indefi-
nitely delay CPSC’s ability to complete rule-
making on ROVs, potentially compromising
public safety. The language also would un-
dermine the Commission’s statutory inde-
pendence and authority to write public safe-
ty regulations, interfering with its regu-
latory independence and public safety mis-
sion.

Election Assistance Commission (EAC). The
Administration urges the Congress to pro-
vide the full $9.8 million requested for EAC
in the FY 2017 Budget, including $1.5 million
for the National Institute of Standards and
Technology. The $4.9 million provided in the
bill is half of the funding requested in the FY
2017 Budget. Such a significant reduction
would severely limit EAC’s ability to assist
State and local entities administer Federal
elections, test and certify voting equipment,
and provide information about voting system
standards.

Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The Administration strongly opposes the
deep reductions to the funding level for FCC,
which is $563 million, or 14 percent, below the
FY 2017 Budget request. These reductions un-
necessarily force FCC to scale back impor-
tant work on public safety and wireless spec-
trum, delay efforts to modernize IT systems,
and undermine efforts to save the taxpayers
money by consolidating office space and im-
proving oversight of the Universal Service
Fund. The Administration objects to the $106
million cap on auction program funding,
which is $18 million, or 15 percent, below the
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FY 2017 Budget request. This would severely
harm the FCC’s efforts to modernize its auc-
tion infrastructure to support the increas-
ingly complex auctions of the future, which
have the potential to return tens of billions
of dollars to the U.S. Treasury.

FCC, Open Internet Order. The Administra-
tion strongly objects to sections 630, 631, and
632 that aim at delaying or preventing imple-
mentation of FCC’s net neutrality order. The
order, which was issued after a lengthy rule-
making process that garnered input from
four million Americans, ensures a level play-
ing field that is increasingly vital to the fu-
ture of the Nation’s digital economy and on-
line competition. For almost a century, U.S.
law has recognized that companies who con-
nect Americans to the world have special ob-
ligations not to exploit the monopoly they
enjoy over access in and out of Americans’
homes or businesses. It is common sense that
the same philosophy should guide any serv-
ice that is based on the transmission of in-
formation—whether a phone call, or a packet
of data. The FCC’s rules recognize that
broadband service is of the same importance,
and must carry the same obligations as so
many of the other vital services do. These
carefully-designed rules have already been
implemented in large part with little to no
impact on the telecommunications compa-
nies making important investments in the
U.S. economy, and would ensure that neither
the cable company nor the phone company
would be able to act as a gatekeeper, re-
stricting what Americans can do or see on-
line. The appropriations process should not
be used to overturn the will of both an inde-
pendent regulator and millions of Americans
on this vital issue.

FCC, Set-top Rule. The Administration op-
poses section 636 that aims at delaying the
FCC from adopting or enforcing new rules to
open the video set-top box market to addi-
tional competition. Currently, 99 percent of
cable and satellite TV consumers rent set-
top boxes directly from the cable providers,
costing households an average of $230 per
year. The FCC is already committed to a
lengthy, thorough rulemalcing process that
would establish a robust record of comment
and analysis from companies, non-profit or-
ganizations, and academics. The current pro-
vision unnecessarily interferes with these
long-established processes by requiring a
delay of at least 270 days, and probably much
longer, and a redundant, potentially costly
study.

Federal Trade Commission (FTC). The Ad-
ministration is concerned that the Com-
mittee is underfunding the efforts by the
FTC and the Department of Justice’s (DOJ)
Antitrust Division to protect American con-
sumers from criminal cartel practices—such
as price fixing, fraud, and currency manipu-
lation—and anticompetitive mergers. Since
2010, the number of proposed $1 billion ‘‘mega
mergers’’ reviewed annually by the FTC and
DOJ’s Antitrust Division has more than dou-
bled. Anticompetitive mergers can harm
American consumers significantly by raising
prices, reducing quality, limiting output, re-
stricting consumer choice, and stifling inno-
vation in markets such as healthcare and
pharmaceuticals, defense contracting, en-
ergy and petroleum, cable television and
internet, cell phones and service, airline
travel, appliances, and common food items.
The bill provides $317 million for the FTC,
$25 million below the FY 2017 Budget re-
quest.

United States Postal Service. The Adminis-
tration strongly opposes new language in the
bill that would roll back cost saving meas-
ures implemented by the Postal Service over
the last four years. The Administration is
also disappointed that language under the
Payment to the Postal Service Fund account
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would prohibit the Postal Service from
modifying its delivery schedule to better
adapt to its current business environment.
Each year, the President’s Budget has pro-
posed balanced reforms to provide the Postal
Service with the operational flexibility to
continue to meet its universal service obli-
gation and implement structural changes
that would help put it on a sustainable tra-
jectory. While the Congress has failed to act,
the Postal Service has undertaken signifi-
cant administrative reforms under existing
authority to reduce expenses. Despite these
efforts, since FY 2012 the Postal Service has
been forced to default each year on scheduled
payments to reduce its unfunded liability for
retiree health benefits and is expected to de-
fault on an additional $5.8 billion due during
FY 2016. The Postal Service estimates that
reversing four years of service changes would
increase its operating deficit by roughly $1.5
billion annually and impose an additional
$500 million in one-time costs.

Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board
(PCLOB). The Administration objects to the
funding level of $8.3 million in the bill for
the PCLOB, which is $1.8 million, or more
than 17 percent, below the FY 2017 Budget re-
quest. The funding level provided would im-
pair PCLOB’s ability to maintain sufficient
staff to independently and robustly assess
the multi-billion dollar counterterrorism en-
terprise’s efforts to balance privacy and civil
liberties. The Congress and the Executive
Branch have asked the Board to analyze a
number of complex issues that are subject to
ongoing public debate, including electronic
surveillance. The impact of the funding re-
duction on the Board’s staffing would hinder
its ability to satisfy these requests.

Udall Foundation. The Administration op-
poses the elimination of funding requested in
the FY 2017 Budget for the Udall Foundation,
which provides education and research re-
sources to American Indians and Alaska Na-
tives. In addition, through the U.S. Institute
for Environmental Conflict Resolution, the
Foundation provides mediation services for
conflicts involving Federal agencies or inter-
ests. The Administration urges the Congress
to fully fund the Udall Foundation at the $5
million level included in the FY 2017 Budget
request.

District of Columbia (D.C.)

D.C. Local Budget Autonomy. The Adminis-
tration does not object to the one-year shut-
down exemption in section 816 of the bill,
which would allow D.C. to spend local funds
in the event of a lapse in appropriations in
FY 2018. However, the Administration
strongly objects to section 817 of the bill,
which repeals the D.C. Local Budget Auton-
omy Act of 2012. The residents of the District
and their elected leaders deserve to have the
same ability as other U.S. residents and
elected leaders to determine how to use their
local revenues. Such authority is funda-
mental to a well-functioning democracy and
the denial of such authority is an affront to
the residents and leaders of the District. The
Administration urges the Congress to adopt
provisions included in the FY 2017 Budget re-
quest that would permanently allow the Dis-
trict to use local funds without congres-
sional action.

Restrictions on the District’s Use of Local
Funds. The Administration strongly opposes
language in the bill that bars the elected
leaders of the District of Columbia from de-
termining how to use local revenues. Specifi-
cally, the Administration strongly opposes
section 810 of the bill, which prohibits the
District from using both Federal and local
funds for abortion services for low-income
women. Longstanding policy prohibits Fed-
eral funds from being used for abortions, ex-
cept in cases of rape or incest, or when the
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life of the woman would be endangered, but
restrictions on the District’s use of local
funds for abortion services is contrary to the
principle of home rule. In addition, the Ad-
ministration strongly opposes the restriction
in section 809(b) of the bill on the use of both
Federal and local funds for regulatory or leg-
islative activity pertaining to recreational
use of marijuana, which was approved by
D.C. voters. The Administration urges the
Congress to adopt the provisions in the FY
2017 Budget request that limit the abortion
and recreational marijuana restrictions to
Federal funds.

D.C. Syringe Services Program. The Adminis-
tration strongly opposes the restriction in
the bill on the use of Federal funds for the
District’s syringe services program. This is
contrary to current law, which prohibits the
use of Federal funds for syringe services pro-
grams only in locations where local authori-
ties determine such programs to be inappro-
priate.

D.C. Education Funding. The Administra-
tion strongly opposes the $20 million funding
level in the bill for the Tuition Assistance
Grant Program (TAG), which is $20 million
below the FY 2017 Budget request level. TAG
provides grants of up to $10,000 per year to
District residents to cover the difference be-
tween in-State and out-of-State tuition at
public colleges and universities and helps to
make college affordable for many low-in-
come District residents. In addition, the Ad-
ministration opposes the $30 million funding
level in the bill for D.C. public schools,
which is $10 million below the FY 2017 Budg-
et request, and the Administration strongly
opposes the additional $12 million the bill
provides for the Opportunity Scholarship
Program (OSP), a private school voucher
program. The Administration appreciates
the bill’s support for evaluation and adminis-
tration of OSP and will continue to use
available OSP funds to support students re-
turning to the program until they complete
school, but strongly opposes additional fund-
ing for more vouchers. The Administration
remains focused on improving the quality of
public schools for all children rather than
supporting a handful of students in private
schools.

D.C. Water and Sewer Authority. The Ad-
ministration opposes the bill’s lack of fund-
ing for D.C. Water and urges the Congress to
provide the $14 million included in the FY
2017 Budget request for ongoing work on the
combined sewer overflow project.

Mr. McGOVERN. Here we are again,
Mr. Speaker, for the third time, talk-
ing about a rule to consider a bill that
is going nowhere. We are doing this at
a time when a vast majority of our
constituents want us to do something
about preventing more gun violence in
this country. Mass shootings have be-
come unacceptably commonplace in
the United States of America, and we
have a responsibility to do more to
keep guns out of the wrong hands. The
shooting in Orlando was the largest
mass shooting in our country’s history.
This is a moment of truth, and we can-
not have another moment of silence
without some action.

We are pleading with the Speaker of
the House, and we are pleading with
our Republican colleagues to allow us
to bring two bipartisan bills to the
floor for consideration so that we can
debate them and vote on them. One is
the no fly, no buy legislation. If you
are too dangerous to fly on an airplane
because you are on the terrorist watch
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list, according to the FBI, then you are
too dangerous to buy a gun. It
shouldn’t be controversial. The second
is to eliminate the loopholes in our
background check system, which says
that you have to go through a back-
ground check if you go to a licensed
gun dealer but that you can get around
that by going to a gun show or by buy-
ing a gun online.

Overwhelming numbers of Democrats
and Republicans, according to the lat-
est public opinion polls, think both of
these ideas are smart, commonsense
approaches. The only thing that is
standing in the way is the Republican
leadership in this House.

Mr. Speaker, please schedule these
bills for a vote. No, we will not be sat-
isfied with the NRA bill that you want
to bring to the floor this week that, ba-
sically, is nothing but a press release
but will not keep guns out of the hands
of people who are suspected of being
terrorists.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that we can
reach some sort of accomodation with
our Republican friends. We are not
going away. This issue is too impor-
tant, and it is about time we acted. Si-
lence and indifference can no longer be
tolerated in this Chamber.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
bring up no fly, no buy. It is bipartisan
legislation that will give the Attorney
General the authority to bar the sale of
firearms and explosives to those who
are on the FBI’s terrorist watch list.

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMPSON) to discuss our
proposal.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I want to reiterate what
it is we are trying to do by defeating
the previous question and bringing up
commonsense, pro-Second Amendment,
gun violence prevention legislation.

We don’t think that terrorists, crimi-
nals, or the dangerously mentally ill
should have easy access to firearms.
We believe that we should do every-
thing possible to make sure that ter-
rorists, criminals, and the dangerously
mentally ill can’t get their hands on
firearms. That is why it is so impor-
tant to pass the no fly, no buy and to
pass the background check legislation.

We know that background checks
work. Every day, 170 felons are pre-
vented from buying a gun because of
the background check, and 50 domestic
abusers are prevented from buying a
gun because of the background check.
That is every day. The bill that we are
talking about expands the background
checks to include all commercial sales.
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As the gentleman from Massachu-
setts just explained, there are loop-
holes. In some States, you can go on-
line and buy a gun without having a
background check. In some States, you
can go to a gun show and buy a gun
without having a background check.
That is absolute foolishness.

Now, we are not talking about re-
quiring family members to do back-
ground checks. We are not talking
about requiring your next-door neigh-
bor to do a background check. We are
not talking about requiring your hunt-
ing buddy or your shooting buddy to
get a background check.

We are talking about gun sales
through commercial sales—gun shows,
newspaper ads, online sales—because
we know it works. It is our first line of
defense against the criminals, terror-
ists, and the dangerously mentally ill
from being able to easily access fire-
arms.

It was once explained that the Fed-
eral Government set up a system to
screen these folks to make sure that
the criminals, the terrorists, the do-
mestic abusers, and the dangerously
mentally ill didn’t get firearms. What
they said is, if you buy it from a li-
censed dealer, you have to have a back-
ground check, but if you buy it from a
gun show or if you buy it online, you
don’t have to have one.

The juxtaposition has been made
that this is a lot like setting up a
screening system after 9/11 that says
that all passengers have to go through
a metal detector so they don’t bring
guns, knives, and explosives on the air-
plane, but only 60 percent of you have
to do that. The other 40 percent can go
around—you can get on the airplane
with whatever you have in your pock-
et. Then you choose which one goes in
the 40 percent line and which one goes
in the 60 percent line.

It doesn’t make sense. We need to
have background checks to make sure
that criminals, that the dangerously
mentally ill, that domestic abusers,
and that terrorists don’t get their
hands on weapons.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I can’t believe that our
friends on the other side of the aisle
want criminals, terrorists, and the dan-
gerously mentally ill to have easy ac-
cess to firearms. As a matter of fact,
there was an amendment on this floor
that beefed up the funding for the sys-
tem that checks on the background
checks, and 76 Republicans voted to in-
crease the funding by $20 million—a $20
million funding augmentation to the
NICS system. Now you are telling us,
“Well, we supported the funding, but
we don’t want people to use the sys-
tem.” That is an out-and-out waste of
taxpayer money.

Not bringing these bills up is an out-
and-out shameless ordeal on the part of
the leadership. You need to bring these

The
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bills to the floor. We need to have a
vote. We need to do everything we can
to make sure our constituents are
safe—safe in places of worship, safe in
the movie theater, safe in school. We
need to make sure that we do all we
can to keep our constituents safe.
Bring it up for a vote.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. ESTY).

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, people who
are watching may wonder: What are
these folks talking about? They are
talking about a rule. What is this
about? If you just tuned in, I will tell
you what it is about.

One hundred thousand Americans
have died from guns in the last 3%

years, and this body—this House of
Representatives, this U.S. House of
Representatives, the people’s House—

has done nothing, nothing at all, not
one little thing. The time has long
passed for marking the deaths of Amer-
icans by guns when we could help to
prevent them. The time has passed for
moments of silence. We need to take
action, and the action needs to be now
because, while we wait, Americans die.

What makes the news are the mass
shootings. Sadly, they are becoming
more frequent, and they are becoming
more horrific. Every single day, Ameri-
cans are dying in small towns, in big
cities. They are dying in bedrooms,
dying in domestic violence arguments,
dying on the streets of Hartford and
Chicago. It often doesn’t even make
the news, but, believe me, those fami-
lies know their loved ones are gone.
Their friends know—their friends at
church, those in the neighborhood.

It is in the ripple of those deaths that
we could do something that has us
here—that has us here all day, that had
us here all night 2 weeks ago. We will
keep raising our voices because the
American people depend on us to not
just talk but to take action, and that is
within our power.

[ 1715
Ninety-three percent of the American

people support background checks.
Ninety-three percent. That is more
probably than like chocolate ice

cream. We can do this. More than that
support, keeping guns out the hands of
terrorists, there is nothing controver-
sial about these proposals.

It seems to have become an article of
faith that, if the gun lobby is opposed
to it, that it is too dangerous for politi-
cians to act.

I will tell you what is too dangerous.
It is too dangerous to our constituents
for us not to act. It is too dangerous for
them to have this institution not listen
to their cries, to their weeping, to their
pleading.

It is time for us to be strong, to be
resolute. And whether it is the gun
lobby or whatever it is that keeps you
from protecting American lives with
passing bipartisan commonsense legis-
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lation, it is time to let go of those fears
because the fears of the American peo-
ple depend on us relieving them, and
we can only do that by taking action.
We are the body that is elected to do
that. And the States are trying, but
they can’t get the job done without our
help.

It is up to us to do what our sworn
duty is to do, to protect and defend the
American people. We can’t defend them
from all harms, but we can do our job
with this.

Background checks work. They save
lives. They save uniform police offi-
cers. They save folks in domestic vio-
lence situations. It is time for us to do
our job.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. JUDY CHU).

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to oppose this rule and
to speak about a critical issue. We
must stop the senseless gun violence in
this country.

Last Wednesday, at my SpeakOut to
stop gun violence, a courageous young
man stood up to tell his story. Josh
Stepakoff here was the victim of a
mass shooting when he was 6 years old
and miraculously survived it. He was
finishing a game at his home away
from home, the North Valley Jewish
Community Center in Los Angeles. He
assumed that the strange man in front
of him was a construction worker and
that what he held at his hip was a
power drill.

How could he know that this man
was a neo-Nazi carrying a semiauto-
matic weapon and hundreds of rounds
of ammunition intent on killing as
many people as he could?

Two of those bullets hit Josh, barely
missing his spine and vital organs. The
physical and mental damage changed
Josh’s life forever, and now he and his
mother have devoted their lives to
stopping gun violence.

The NRA is saying that the way to
keep people safe is by making more
guns available to everybody. If this is
the solution, the U.S. would be the
safest place in the world. Instead, we
face danger from guns everywhere,
even movie theaters, elementary
schools, and churches.

Enough is enough. We must pass
commonsense gun violence prevention
laws now. Now is the time to pass no
fly, no buy and the comprehensive
background check bills.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I am in
strong opposition to the rule, to this
flawed financial services bill, but that
is not why I have risen to speak.

I have risen to speak today because
the American people are crying out.
They are crying out for a vote on legis-
lation that makes a real impact on the
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epidemic of gun violence in our coun-
try.

Last week, in my district, Stratford,
Connecticut, I stood in front of the
Victoria Soto School, demanding com-
monsense gun violence legislation.

When the gunman began firing at
Sandy Hook Elementary, Vicki Soto
hid her students in the closet. She died
protecting them. The AR-15 was on the
floor by her body. She was a hero. She
committed her time, her effort, and her
life to protecting and caring for chil-
dren.

The school is a fitting tribute to
Vicki and her life’s work. There, chil-
dren can be children. But it is also a
stark reminder of the real and heart-
breaking cost of gun violence, and it is
a visible reminder of what is at stake
and why we need comprehensive gun
violence legislation now.

We must take action for Victoria, for
the Soto family. I watch how her par-
ents suffer and her siblings suffer every
single day, but we need to do that for
the Soto family and for every family
like them who know grief most of us
will never understand.

We must now act for the families in
Aurora, the families in Newtown, the
families in San Bernardino, the fami-
lies in Orlando, and the families of
those who are killed every single day
on the streets of every city in this Na-
tion.

You know, we cannot heal the hole in
their heart, but what we can do is what
we have been charged to do in this in-
stitution, and that is to vote on public
policy that makes a difference in the
lives of the people that we have sworn
to serve to uphold their rights.

That is why I urge commonsense gun
legislation; universal background
checks; and no fly, no buy. Let’s keep
guns out of the hands of terrorists.

I would go further. I would ban as-
sault weapons. I want to see gun vio-
lence prevention research done. I want
to see the mental health services that
we need additionally to protect people
in this Nation from gun violence. But I
think that what we can conclude is
that not one more death.

While moments of silence are good
things to do, we cannot just have one
more moment of silence. The American
people deserve real, concrete gun vio-
lence prevention legislation. That is
what our job is to do. We can do it.
That is what we have been elected to
do.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from

Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK), my col-
league.
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.

Speaker, there is an African proverb
that says: “When you pray, move your
feet.”

But this Congress meets our gun vio-
lence crisis with only deadly silence.
Forty-nine people massacred on a
dance floor, silence. First graders and
their teachers shot in their elementary
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school, silence. Students and professors
shot in their college classrooms, si-
lence. Parishioners shot after Bible
study in their church, silence. Social
workers and disabled clients shot at a
holiday party, silence. Moviegoers shot
watching a film, silence. Our colleague
shot while meeting with constituents,
silence. Neighborhood sidewalks and
parks transformed into blood-soaked
memorials, silence.

Over the past 12 years, gun violence
has claimed more American lives than
war, AIDS, and illegal drug overdoses
combined. Since Newtown, tens of
thousands of lives have been lost to
this deadly crisis.

Yet the number of bills that have
been debated and passed by this Con-
gress to help prevent such deaths, to
put an end, to start to slow this vio-
lence: zero.

Inaction is a choice. Inaction is cost-
ing lives, and that is why I am asking
this House to have a vote that we per-
form our basic responsibilities as Mem-
bers of Congress and members of our
communities. Let’s debate and vote on
two commonsense measures to curb
gun violence. Let’s vote on expanding
background checks and preventing sus-
pected terrorists from being able to
buy a gun.

Why is this so paralyzing? It is wide-
ly supported by the American people.
Why is the only proposal scheduled for
a vote drafted by the NRA?

Does House leadership really believe
that our Constitution and liberties are
so fragile that we have to tolerate car-
nage like we saw in Orlando rather
than risk a vote?

These proposals are widely supported
by people of all types of political
ideologies. The American people get it.
They understand we could protect our
constitutional rights and take rea-
soned steps to reduce gun violence.

Moments of silence should be where
the action begins. Sadly, in this Con-
gress, it is the only action ever taken.

No more silence. I urge us to bring up
these two practical proposals for a
vote. Our communities and our democ-
racy deserve that.

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

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

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, about 10
days ago, something extraordinary
happened on this House floor. Members
violated the rules, and they sat in.

Some folks asked me the question:
“Peter, why did you do that? Why did
you join in that?”

I had to think hard about it because
it is not something that should be done
in anything close to mnormal cir-
cumstances.

The reason was that, since Newtown,
when there have been one mass shoot-
ing after another—San Bernardino; Or-
lando the most recent—Congress has
responded with a moment of silence
followed by complete and utter inac-
tion.
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Congress is not doing its job. The
issue of what gun legislation we should
pass is debatable.

Why won’t we debate it? Why won’t
Congress face the fact that the job of
Congress is to come up with policies
that are going to provide protection to
American citizens from this gun vio-
lence?

There is legislation out there. Two
things that are very sensible: if you are
on a terrorist watch list, you can’t buy
a gun; if you are subject to a back-
ground check, you can’t evade it by all
the loopholes. We should debate those.
And then those of our citizens who dis-
agree with us, they can vote against us
or they can vote for us.

What we have no right to do is to fail
to do our job, so I joined with other
Members of Congress sitting here basi-
cally saying: Let’s debate, let’s discuss,
but let’s act. Let’s not run the other
way in cowardly disrespect of our re-
sponsibilities in the expectation that
our citizens who sent us here rightly
have that we address the issue of gun
violence and be held accountable by
them for at least making an effort,
honestly, to do the job they have given
us to do.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
rise in strong opposition to the rule,
but I would like to speak to the two
pieces of legislation that we are im-
ploring our colleagues to bring to the
floor: the no fly, no buy and universal
background checks.

Since the House adjourned on June
23, at least 522 more Americans have
been killed in incidents of gun violence
just since we adjourned; men, women,
children, sons, daughters, fathers, and
mothers. We dishonor the lives of those
we have lost to gun violence with this
NRA-written bill that we are taking up
this week rather than the two com-
monsense gun safety proposals pending
before the Congress.

Just in case anyone doesn’t under-
stand, we have a gun violence epidemic
in this country, different from every
other country in the world. We Kkill
each other with guns at a rate 297
times higher than Japan, 49 times
higher than France, and 33 times high-
er than Israel, just to give you an ex-
ample.

So far this year, more than 6,300 peo-
ple have been killed and more than
13,000 wounded in incidents of gun vio-
lence, and that includes 1,600 children.
On average, 31 Americans are murdered
with guns every single day and 151 are
treated for gun assaults in an emer-
gency room.

This issue of making sure terrorists
or suspected terrorists don’t have ac-
cess to guns and making sure there are
universal background checks is not
controversial anywhere else in Amer-
ica except in Congress. It is widely sup-
ported by the American people, 85 and
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90 percent. These are commonsense
proposals to keep guns out of the hands
of people who shouldn’t have them.

Behind each of the numbers I just
mentioned, each of those statistics, are
real families who have been crushed
and heartbroken by gun violence. Let’s
do the right thing. Bring these bills to
the floor, debate them, make your ar-
guments, and take a vote.
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Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1%2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. MATSUI).

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, we lose
over 30,000 people a year to gun vio-
lence. We must never forget that that
number is made up of thousands of in-
dividual stories: a family grieving over
the death of a child, a teenager missing
a friend at school, a son who must get
used to spending holidays every year
without a parent.

One of my constituents in Sac-
ramento lost her cousin and her cous-
in’s son to gun violence right before
Christmas. She wrote to me and said,
“I would like to see a world where such
crime is minimized . . . if not erased.
Gun control is an important and essen-
tial step in the path toward non-
violence.”

We must listen to these stories that
have become all too common. Just over
the weekend, another person in my
community was shot and killed. Every
moment we don’t act matters. Must we
feel vulnerable in our churches, send-
ing our children to theaters or to the
schools?

We are not going to accept this
bloodshed any longer. We must disarm
the hate and vote on real solutions for
the American people. Democrats are
calling for a vote on two pieces of bi-
partisan, commonsense legislation. We
must not wait any longer to answer the
call for action.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New Hampshire (Ms. KUSTER).

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
oppose the rule, but I also want to join
my colleagues in urging the Speaker to
bring forward a vote on these two com-
monsense gun reforms.

I took an oath of office to uphold the
Constitution and to protect my con-
stituents. And while we were home
over the holiday recess, going to pa-
rades and celebrating our independence
and celebrating our history, time after
time I spoke with constituents from all
different backgrounds. I am from a
rural district. Hunting is important to
us. People hunt for their food. They
want to protect their family. I respect
the Second Amendment, and I respect
their right.

But the question that I got is people
do not understand why we cannot have
a debate in this hallowed Hall about
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protecting our constituents. People
watched as an entire community was
massacred simply going out to dance
and enjoy the evening. The American
people watched as children died in
schools, as one of our colleagues was
shot in a shopping center, as people
died in a church. We should be able to
go to Bible study; we should be able to
go to the movies; we should be able to
go to the shopping centers; and cer-
tainly, our children should be able to
go to school.

My constituents, Mr. Speaker, who
are gun owners, who care about pro-
tecting their families and their homes,
who care about their right to enjoy
hunting with their families, my con-
stituents are asking, Mr. Speaker:
Please bring these two commonsense
issues to the floor so that we can pro-
tect our families.

When someone has taken an oath of
allegiance to ISIS and has evil intent
in their heart, help us to protect our
constituents.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I urge all of
my colleagues to vote against the
rule—the underlying bill is terribly
flawed—but I also urge my colleagues
to work with us to try to bring two
commonsense pieces of legislation to
the floor. The first is the no fly, no buy
legislation. If you are on a terrorist
watch list and you are too dangerous to
fly, then you ought to be too dangerous
to buy a gun.

Just so my colleagues understand
this, according to the Government Ac-
countability Office, since 2004, nearly
2,600 suspects on the FBI terrorist
watch list have successfully purchased
weapons in the United States. Ninety-
one percent of all suspected terrorists
who attempted to purchase guns in the
last 12 years walked away with the
weapon that they wanted. That should
trouble every single person in this
Chamber.

The other piece of legislation is to
strengthen our background checks so
we get rid of these loopholes so that ev-
erybody who wants to buy a gun goes
through a background check; they
can’t escape going through a back-
ground check by going to a gun show or
buying a gun online.

That is it. That is all we are asking
for.

Mr. Speaker, we had 9 people mur-
dered in Charleston, 12 in Aurora, 14 in
San Bernardino, 26 in Sandy Hook, and
49 innocent people murdered in Or-
lando. Maybe the numbers are getting
too big for some of my colleagues to
fully comprehend how horrendous this
all is. Sometimes I feel that with all
these numbers that some of us are los-
ing the human ability to feel what is
happening here. These people had fami-
lies. These people’s lives were cut short
for no good reason.

We can do something about it. The
legislation that we have proposed here
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is not going to solve everything, but if
it could save one life, then it is worth
it. But inaction and indifference and si-
lence can no longer be tolerated. We
will not have business as usual in this
House until we address some of these
issues.

The American people want us to do
this. They are waiting for us. Please,
Mr. Speaker, schedule these pieces of
legislation for debate and vote. No, we
are not going to be satisfied with the
NRA bill that will come up to the floor
under a closed rule that you want us to
take. That is just unacceptable. Give
us a vote on this legislation. I urge my
colleagues to defeat the previous ques-
tion so we can have that vote.

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time to close.

Mr. Speaker, I would remind Mem-
bers that today’s rule provides for the
consideration of the Financial Services
and General Government Appropria-
tions Act for the fiscal year 2017. This
is an important piece of legislation to
fund the Federal Government. I urge
support for the rule and the underlying
bill.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
opposition to this rule and bill. The rule and
bill are assaults on the District of Columbia’s
right to govern itself. This bill contains three
undemocratic, harmful, big-government riders
that prohibit the D.C. government from spend-
ing its local funds, consisting of local taxes
and fees, as it deems necessary. In addition,
the Republican-led Rules Committee has al-
lowed Representative GARY PALMER to offer
an amendment to block D.C. from spending its
local funds to enforce a local employment
non-discrimination law, the Reproductive
Health Non-Discrimination Act.

The bill repeals D.C.’s budget autonomy ref-
erendum, which allows D.C. to spend its local
funds after a 30-day congressional review pe-
riod. Astonishingly, House Republicans appear
to be so afraid of a local jurisdiction spending
its local funds without the approval of a federal
body, the U.S. Congress, that they will be vot-
ing for a second time in a little over a month
to repeal the referendum. | will offer an
amendment to strike the repeal of the ref-
erendum.

However, the Rules Committee prevented
me from offering my amendments to strike the
provisions in this bill that prohibit D.C. from
spending its local funds on taxing and regu-
lating marijuana sales and on abortion serv-
ices for low-income women.

Four states have legalized the possession
of marijuana for recreational use, and they ei-
ther have set up a tax and regulatory system
or are in the process of doing so. While rec-
reational use is legal under D.C. law, Con-
gress has uniquely prohibited D.C. from
spending its local funds to set up a tax and
regulatory system.

This rider has been referred to as the Drug
Dealer Protection Act. As one marijuana deal-
er told the press, the rider is “a license for me
to print money.” Regulating marijuana like al-
cohol would allow D.C., instead of violent drug
gangs, to control marijuana production, dis-
tribution, sales and revenue collection.

Every state has authority to spend its own
funds on abortion services for low-income
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women, and 17 states fund these services.
This rider effectively prevents low-income
women in D.C. from exercising their constitu-
tional right to abortion by depriving them of
necessary funds.

Remarkably, this bill could have been even
more harmful to the District of Columbia.
Three amendments were filed to block D.C.
gun safety laws, but they were not made in
order. There was no way the Republican lead-
ership could bring these deadly amendments
to the floor so soon after Orlando. Represent-
ative Thomas Massie filed two amendments.
One would have allowed handguns, shotguns
and rifles to be carried, openly or concealed,
on the streets of the nation’s capital. The other
would have blocked D.C. from enforcing its
enhanced penalties for carrying a gun in
schools and other places where children con-
gregate. Representative DAVID SCHWEIKERT
filed an amendment that would have allowed
people to get a concealed carry permit without
demonstrating a “good cause” for needing
one.

These amendments presented a threat not
only to D.C. residents, but also to the millions
who visit the nation’s capital and the high-
ranking federal officials and foreign dignitaries
who travel around the city daily.

Republicans claim to support devolving fed-
eral authority to state and local governments.
That support should not end at the D.C. bor-
der. The Constitution allows, but does not re-
quire, Congress to legislate on local D.C. mat-
ters. The Rules Committee had a choice to
allow me to offer my amendments on the floor
to strike the D.C. marijuana and abortion rid-
ers, as well as to block the Palmer amend-
ment. In our American democracy in the 21st
century, that choice should not have been dif-
ficult.

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 794 OFFERED BY

MR. MCGOVERN

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

SEC. 8. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1076) to increase public
safety by permitting the Attorney General
to deny the transfer of a firearm or the
issuance of firearms or explosives licenses to
a known or suspected dangerous terrorist.
The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. All points of order against con-
sideration of the bill are waived. General de-
bate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judiciary.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. All points of order against provisions in
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the
Committee shall rise and report the bill to
the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions. If
the Committee of the Whole rises and re-
ports that it has come to no resolution on
the bill, then on the next legislative day the
House shall, immediately after the third
daily order of business under clause 1 of rule
XIV, resolve into the Committee of the
Whole for further consideration of the bill.
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SEC. 9. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 1076.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

on

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 30, 2016.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
June 30, 2016 at 3:01 p.m.:

That the Senate relative to the death of
Pat Summitt S. Res. 516.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

PATIENT ACCESS TO DURABLE
MEDICAL EQUIPMENT ACT OF 2016

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5210) to improve access to durable
medical equipment for Medicare bene-
ficiaries under the Medicare program,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5210

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Patient Ac-
cess to Durable Medical Equipment Act of
2016’ or the “PADME Act”.

SEC. 2. INCREASING OVERSIGHT OF TERMI-
NATION OF MEDICAID PROVIDERS.

(a) INCREASED OVERSIGHT AND REPORTING.—

(1) STATE REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Sec-
tion 1902(kk) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396a(kk)) is amended—

(A) by redesignating paragraph (8) as para-
graph (9); and



July 5, 2016

(B) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

¢“(8) PROVIDER TERMINATIONS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on July 1,
2018, in the case of a notification under sub-
section (a)(41) with respect to a termination
for a reason specified in section 455.101 of
title 42, Code of Federal Regulations (as in
effect on November 1, 2015) or for any other
reason specified by the Secretary, of the par-
ticipation of a provider of services or any
other person under the State plan (or under
a waiver of the plan), the State, not later
than 21 business days after the effective date
of such termination, submits to the Sec-
retary with respect to any such provider or
person, as appropriate—

‘(i) the name of such provider or person;

‘“(ii) the provider type of such provider or
person;

‘“(iii) the specialty of such provider’s or
person’s practice;

‘“(iv) the date of birth, Social Security
number, national provider identifier, Federal
taxpayer identification number, and the
State license or certification number of such
provider or person;

‘“(v) the reason for the termination;

‘“(vi) a copy of the notice of termination
sent to the provider or person;

‘‘(vii) the date on which such termination
is effective, as specified in the notice; and

‘“(viii) any other information required by
the Secretary.

‘“(B) EFFECTIVE DATE DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘effective
date’ means, with respect to a termination
described in subparagraph (A), the later of—

‘(i) the date on which such termination is
effective, as specified in the notice of such
termination; or

‘“(ii) the date on which all appeal rights ap-
plicable to such termination have been ex-
hausted or the timeline for any such appeal
has expired.”.

(2) CONTRACT REQUIREMENT FOR MANAGED
CARE ENTITIES.—Section 1932(d) of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396u-2(d)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

¢“(6) CONTRACT REQUIREMENT FOR MANAGED
CARE ENTITIES.—With respect to any contract
with a managed care entity under section
1903(m) or 1905(t)(3) (as applicable), no later
than July 1, 2018, such contract shall include
a provision that providers of services or per-
sons terminated (as described in section
1902(kk)(8)) from participation under this
title, title XVIII, or title XXI be terminated
from participating under this title as a pro-
vider in any network of such entity that
serves individuals eligible to receive medical
assistance under this title.”.

(3) TERMINATION NOTIFICATION DATABASE.—
Section 1902 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396a) is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

“(11) TERMINATION NOTIFICATION DATA-
BASE.—In the case of a provider of services or
any other person whose participation under
this title, title XVIII, or title XXI is termi-
nated (as described in subsection (kk)(8)),
the Secretary shall, not later than 21 busi-
ness days after the date on which the Sec-
retary terminates such participation under
title XVIII or is notified of such termination
under subsection (a)(41l) (as applicable), re-
view such termination and, if the Secretary
determines appropriate, include such termi-
nation in any database or similar system de-
veloped pursuant to section 6401(b)(2) of the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act
(42 U.S.C. 139%cc note; Public Law 111-148).”.

(4) NO FEDERAL FUNDS FOR ITEMS AND SERV-
ICES FURNISHED BY TERMINATED PROVIDERS.—
Section 1903 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396b) is amended—

(A) in subsection (i)(2)—
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(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking the
comma at the end and inserting a semicolon;

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘or”’
at the end; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘(D) beginning not later than July 1, 2018,
under the plan by any provider of services or
person whose participation in the State plan
is terminated (as described in section
1902(kk)(8)) after the date that is 60 days
after the date on which such termination is
included in the database or other system
under section 1902(11); or’’; and

(B) in subsection (m), by inserting after
paragraph (2) the following new paragraph:

‘“(3) No payment shall be made under this
title to a State with respect to expenditures
incurred by the State for payment for serv-
ices provided by a managed care entity (as
defined under section 1932(a)(1)) under the
State plan under this title (or under a waiver
of the plan) unless the State—

‘““(A) beginning on July 1, 2018, has a con-
tract with such entity that complies with
the requirement specified in section
1932(d)(5); and

‘“(B) beginning on January 1, 2018, complies
with the requirement specified in section
1932(d)(6)(A).”.

(5) DEVELOPMENT OF UNIFORM TERMINOLOGY
FOR REASONS FOR PROVIDER TERMINATION.—
Not later than July 1, 2017, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services shall, in con-
sultation with the heads of State agencies
administering State Medicaid plans (or waiv-
ers of such plans), issue regulations estab-
lishing uniform terminology to be used with
respect to specifying reasons under subpara-
graph (A)(v) of paragraph (8) of section
1902(kk) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1396a(kk)), as amended by paragraph (1), for
the termination (as described in such para-
graph) of the participation of certain pro-
viders in the Medicaid program under title
XIX of such Act or the Children’s Health In-
surance Program under title XXI of such
Act.

(6) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
1902(a)(41) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 139%6a(a)(41l)) is amended by striking
‘“‘provide that whenever’’ and inserting ‘‘pro-
vide, in accordance with subsection (kKk)(8)
(as applicable), that whenever”’.

(b) INCREASING AVAILABILITY OF MEDICAID
PROVIDER INFORMATION.—

(1) FFS PROVIDER ENROLLMENT.—Section
1902(a) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1396a(a)) is amended by inserting after para-
graph (77) the following new paragraph:

“(78) provide that, not later than January
1, 2017, in the case of a State plan (or a waiv-
er of the plan) that provides medical assist-
ance on a fee-for-service basis, the State
shall require each provider furnishing items
and services to individuals eligible to receive
medical assistance under such plan to enroll
with the State agency and provide to the
State agency the provider’s identifying in-
formation, including the name, specialty,
date of birth, Social Security number, na-
tional provider identifier, Federal taxpayer
identification number, and the State license
or certification number of the provider;”.

(2) MANAGED CARE PROVIDER ENROLLMENT.—
Section 1932(d) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396u-2(d)), as amended by subsection
(a)(2), is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

“(6) ENROLLMENT OF PARTICIPATING PRO-
VIDERS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Beginning not later
than January 1, 2018, a State shall require
that, in order to participate as a provider in
the network of a managed care entity that
provides services to, or orders, prescribes, re-
fers, or certifies eligibility for services for,
individuals who are eligible for medical as-
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sistance under the State plan under this title
(or under a waiver of the plan) and who are
enrolled with the entity, the provider is en-
rolled with the State agency administering
the State plan under this title (or waiver of
the plan). Such enrollment shall include pro-
viding to the State agency the provider’s
identifying information, including the name,
specialty, date of birth, Social Security
number, national provider identifier, Federal
taxpayer identification number, and the
State license or certification number of the
provider.

‘“(B) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
subparagraph (A) shall be construed as re-
quiring a provider described in such subpara-
graph to provide services to individuals who
are not enrolled with a managed care entity
under this title.”.

(c) COORDINATION WITH CHIP.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2107(e)(1) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1397gg(e)(1)) is
amended—

(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (B),
(©), D), (E), (F), (&), ), (D, J), XK), L),
(M), (N), and (O) as subparagraphs (D), (E),
), (&), ), (D, (I), K), (M), (N), (0), (P),
(Q), and (R), respectively;

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraphs:

‘(B) Section 1902(a)(39) (relating to termi-
nation of participation of certain providers).

“(C) Section 1902(a)(78) (relating to enroll-
ment of providers participating in State
plans providing medical assistance on a fee-
for-service basis).”’;

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (K) (as
redesignated by subparagraph (A)) the fol-
lowing new subparagraph:

‘(L) Section 1903(m)(3) (relating to limita-
tion on payment with respect to managed
care).”’; and

(D) in subparagraph (P) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (A)), by striking ‘“‘(a)(2)(C) and
(h)” and inserting ‘‘(a)(2)(C) (relating to In-
dian enrollment), (d)(5) (relating to contract
requirement for managed care entities),
(d)(6) (relating to enrollment of providers
participating with a managed care entity),
and (h) (relating to special rules with respect
to Indian enrollees, Indian health care pro-
viders, and Indian managed care entities)”’.

(2) EXCLUDING FROM MEDICAID PROVIDERS
EXCLUDED FROM CHIP.—Section 1902(a)(39) of
the Social Security Act (42 TU.S.C.
1396a(a)(39)) is amended by striking ‘‘title
XVIII or any other State plan under this
title” and inserting ‘‘title XVIII, any other
State plan under this title (or waiver of the
plan), or any State child health plan under
title XXI (or waiver of the plan)”.

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed as changing
or limiting the appeal rights of providers or
the process for appeals of States under the
Social Security Act.

(e) OIG REPORT.—Not later than March 31,
2020, the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services shall
submit to Congress a report on the imple-
mentation of the amendments made by this
section. Such report shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) An assessment of the extent to which
providers who are included under subsection
(11) of section 1902 of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 1396a) (as added by subsection
(a)(3)) in the database or similar system re-
ferred to in such subsection are terminated
(as described in subsection (kk)(8) of such
section, as added by subsection (a)(1)) from
participation in all State plans under title
XIX of such Act (or waivers of such plans).

(2) Information on the amount of Federal
financial participation paid to States under
section 1903 of such Act in violation of the
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limitation on such payment specified in sub-
sections (1)(2)(D) and (m)(3) of such section,
as added by subsection (a)(4) of this section.

(3) An assessment of the extent to which
contracts with managed care entities under
title XIX of such Act comply with the re-
quirement specified in section 1932(d)(5) of
such Act, as added by subsection (a)(2) of
this section.

(4) An assessment of the extent to which
providers have been enrolled under section
1902(a)(78) or 1932(d)(6)(A) of such Act (42
U.S.C. 13%a(a)(78), 1396u-2(d)(6)(A)) with
State agencies administering State plans
under title XIX of such Act (or waivers of
such plans).

SEC. 3. REQUIRING PUBLICATION OF FEE-FOR-
SERVICE PROVIDER DIRECTORY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1902(a) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 13%a(a)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (80), by striking ‘‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (81), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (81) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘‘(82) provide that, not later than January
1, 2017, in the case of a State plan (or waiver
of the plan) that provides medical assistance
on a fee-for-service basis or through a pri-
mary care case-management system de-
scribed in section 1915(b)(1) (other than a pri-
mary care case management entity (as de-
fined by the Secretary)), the State shall pub-
lish (and update on at least an annual basis)
on the public Website of the State agency ad-
ministering the State plan, a directory of
the physicians described in subsection (mm)
and, at State option, other providers de-
scribed in such subsection that—

““(A) includes—

‘‘(i) with respect to each such physician or
provider—

‘(I) the name of the physician or provider;

‘“(IT) the specialty of the physician or pro-
vider;

‘“(III) the address at which the physician or
provider provides services; and

“(IV) the telephone number of the physi-
cian or provider; and

‘‘(ii) with respect to any such physician or
provider participating in such a primary care
case-management system, information re-
garding—

““(I) whether the physician or provider is
accepting as new patients individuals who
receive medical assistance under this title;
and

‘“(IT) the physician’s or provider’s cultural
and linguistic capabilities, including the lan-
guages spoken by the physician or provider
or by the skilled medical interpreter pro-
viding interpretation services at the physi-
cian’s or provider’s office; and

‘(B) may include, at State option, with re-
spect to each such physician or provider—

‘(i) the Internet website of such physician
or provider; or

‘‘(ii) whether the physician or provider is
accepting as new patients individuals who
receive medical assistance under this title.”.

(b) DIRECTORY PHYSICIAN OR PROVIDER DE-
SCRIBED.—Section 1902 of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a), as amended by section
2(a)(3), is further amended by adding at the
end the following new subsection:

“‘(mm) DIRECTORY PHYSICIAN OR PROVIDER
DESCRIBED.—A physician or provider de-
scribed in this subsection is—

‘(1) in the case of a physician or provider
of a provider type for which the State agen-
cy, as a condition on receiving payment for
items and services furnished by the physi-
cian or provider to individuals eligible to re-
ceive medical assistance under the State
plan, requires the enrollment of the physi-
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cian or provider with the State agency, a
physician or a provider that—

‘“(A) is enrolled with the agency as of the
date on which the directory is published or
updated (as applicable) under subsection
(a)(82); and

‘(B) received payment under the State
plan in the 12-month period preceding such
date; and

‘“(2) in the case of a physician or provider
of a provider type for which the State agency
does not require such enrollment, a physi-
cian or provider that received payment
under the State plan (or waiver of the plan)
in the 12-month period preceding the date on
which the directory is published or updated
(as applicable) under subsection (a)(82).”.

(¢) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by
subsection (a) shall not be construed to
apply in the case of a State (as defined for
purposes of title XIX of the Social Security
Act) in which all the individuals enrolled in
the State plan under such title (or under a
waiver of such plan), other than individuals
described in paragraph (2), are enrolled with
a medicaid managed care organization (as
defined in section 1903(m)(1)(A) of such Act
(42 U.S.C. 1396b(m)(1)(A))), including prepaid
inpatient health plans and prepaid ambula-
tory health plans (as defined by the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services).

(2) INDIVIDUALS DESCRIBED.—An individual
described in this paragraph is an individual
who is an Indian (as defined in section 4 of
the Indian Health Care Improvement Act (25
U.S.C. 1603)) or an Alaska Native.

(d) EXCEPTION FOR STATE LEGISLATION.—In
the case of a State plan under title XIX of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et
seq.), which the Secretary of Health and
Human Services determines requires State
legislation in order for the respective plan to
meet one or more additional requirements
imposed by amendments made by this sec-
tion, the respective plan shall not be re-
garded as failing to comply with the require-
ments of such title solely on the basis of its
failure to meet such an additional require-
ment before the first day of the first cal-
endar quarter beginning after the close of
the first regular session of the State legisla-
ture that begins after the date of enactment
of this Act. For purposes of the previous sen-
tence, in the case of a State that has a 2-year
legislative session, each year of the session
shall be considered to be a separate regular
session of the State legislature.

SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF THE TRANSITION TO NEW
PAYMENT RATES FOR DURABLE
MEDICAL EQUIPMENT UNDER THE
MEDICARE PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services shall extend the transi-
tion period described in clause (i) of section
414.210(g)(9) of title 42, Code of Federal Regu-
lations, from June 30, 2016, to September 30,
2016 (with the full implementation described
in clause (ii) of such section applying to
items and services furnished with dates of
service on or after October 1, 2016).

(b) STUDY AND REPORT.—

(1) STUDY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services shall conduct a study
that examines the impact of applicable pay-
ment adjustments upon—

(i) the number of suppliers of durable med-
ical equipment that, on a date that is not be-
fore January 1, 2016, and not later than Sep-
tember 1, 2016, ceased to conduct business as
such suppliers; and

(ii) the availability of durable medical
equipment, during the period beginning on
January 1, 2016, and ending on September 1,
2016, to individuals entitled to benefits under
part A of title XVIII of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.) or enrolled under
part B of such title.
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(B) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the following definitions apply:

(i) SUPPLIER; DURABLE MEDICAL EQUIP-
MENT.—The terms ‘‘supplier’” and ‘‘durable
medical equipment’” have the meanings
given such terms by section 1861 of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x).

(ii) APPLICABLE PAYMENT ADJUSTMENT.—
The term ‘‘applicable payment adjustment’
means a payment adjustment described in
section 414.210(g) of title 42, Code of Federal
Regulations, that is phased in by paragraph
(9)(1) of such section. For purposes of the pre-
ceding sentence, a payment adjustment that
is phased in pursuant to the extension under
subsection (a) shall be considered a payment
adjustment that is phased in by such para-
graph (9)@d).

(2) REPORT.—The Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall, not later than Sep-
tember 10, 2016, submit to the Committees on
Ways and Means and on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives, and
to the Committee on Finance of the Senate,
a report on the findings of the study con-
ducted under paragraph (1).

SEC. 5. EXCLUSION OF PAYMENTS FROM STATE
EUGENICS COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAMS FROM CONSIDERATION IN
DETERMINING ELIGIBILITY FOR, OR
THE AMOUNT OF, FEDERAL PUBLIC
BENEFITS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, payments made under
a State eugenics compensation program
shall not be considered as income or re-
sources in determining eligibility for, or the
amount of, any Federal public benefit.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

(1) FEDERAL PUBLIC BENEFIT.—The term
‘““Federal public benefit’”> means—

(A) any grant, contract, loan, professional
license, or commercial license provided by
an agency of the United States or by appro-
priated funds of the United States; and

(B) any retirement, welfare, health, dis-
ability, public or assisted housing, postsec-
ondary education, food assistance, unem-
ployment benefit, or any other similar ben-
efit for which payments or assistance are
provided to an individual, household, or fam-
ily eligibility unit by an agency of the
United States or by appropriated funds of
the United States.

(2) STATE EUGENICS COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAM.—The term ‘‘State eugenics compensa-
tion program’ means a program established
by State law that is intended to compensate
individuals who were sterilized under the au-
thority of the State.

SEC. 6. DEPOSIT OF SAVINGS INTO MEDICARE IM-
PROVEMENT FUND.

Section 1898(b)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 139iii(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ““$0° and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000"".

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill, including an ex-
change of letters between the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce and
the Committee on Ways and Means.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?
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There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, the bipartisan bill be-
fore us accomplishes several important
objectives. Since 2003, the durable med-
ical equipment, DME, competitive bid-
ding program has required DME sup-
pliers in certain large, densely popu-
lated areas to compete for contracts to
serve Medicare beneficiaries in those
areas. This market-based competition
has saved the Medicare program and
beneficiaries billions of dollars in sav-
ing and reduced cost sharing.

Since 2009, CMS has had the author-
ity to expand the program to addi-
tional areas, and in 2014 the agency
published a final rule that will expand
competitive bidding to all areas of the
country. Beginning January 1, 2016,
CMS began phasing in new regional re-
imbursement rates for noncompetitive
bid areas using a 50-50 blend of old and
new rates. Starting July 1, rates will
be based on the new calculations.

To ensure we have a full appreciation
of the impact of the phase-in, the bill
continues the 50-50 blend payment for
an additional 3 months. It also requires
HHS to report to Congress on any ac-
cess issues caused by the blended rate
before the full rate change can go into
effect.

The bill also improves access to qual-
ity healthcare providers for vulnerable
Medicaid patients and includes legisla-
tion that recently passed the House
406-0.

In this legislation, we again reiterate
the House’s support to address two im-
portant issues that plague Medicaid
beneficiaries: first, State Medicaid pro-
grams too often suffer from waste,
fraud, and abuse; and, second, too
many Medicaid patients may have a
hard time finding a doctor.

The bill would ensure healthcare pro-
viders terminated from Medicare or
one State’s Medicaid program for rea-
sons of fraud, integrity, or quality are
also terminated from other State Med-
icaid programs. The Office of Inspector
General at HHS has previously found
that 12 percent of terminated providers
were participating in a State Medicaid
program after the same provider was
terminated from another State Med-
icaid program. It is critical that fraud-
ulent providers are not allowed to de-
fraud taxpayers or harm patients
across the board.

The bill also requires State Medicaid
programs to provide Dbeneficiaries
served under fee-for-service or primary
care case management programs an
electronic directory of physicians par-
ticipating in the program. This impor-
tant effort will address a critical chal-
lenge of Medicaid patients in accessing
certain types of care, such as obtaining
specialty care or dental care. Medicaid
patients would now have better infor-
mation by simply applying require-
ments similar to those in place for
Medicaid-managed care plans to fee-
for-service and/or primary care case
management programs.
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Finally, the bill includes legislation
by Mr. MCHENRY and Mr. BUTTERFIELD
that ensures that payments made
under a State eugenics compensation
program cannot be considered as in-
come in determining eligibility for any
Federal public benefit. Simply put, the
bill prevents any funds from such a
compensation program to be counted
as income for purposes of receiving any
Federal benefits.

According to the Congressional Budg-
et Office, H.R. 5210, as amended, would
be completely offset over the budget
window. We will provide more time to
understand the impact of DME pay-
ment changes on Medicare bene-
ficiaries. We will also enact common-
sense reforms that help protect Med-
icaid beneficiaries, improve access to
care, and enact an important clarifica-
tion for those eligible for certain State
compensation programs.

I want to thank Ranking Member
PALLONE and his staff as well as the
Committee on Ways and Means for
their work on this compromise, and I
urge my colleagues to support H.R.
5210, as amended.

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

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC, June 21, 2016.
The Hon. FRED UPTON,
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN UPTON: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 5210, the ‘‘Patient Access to Du-
rable Medical Equipment Act of 2016, on
which the Committee on Ways and Means
was granted an additional referral.

In order to allow H.R. 5210 to move expedi-
tiously to the House floor, I agree to waive
formal consideration of this bill. The Com-
mittee on Ways and Means takes this action
with our mutual understanding that by fore-
going consideration on H.R. 5210 at this
time, we do not waive any jurisdiction over
subject matter contained in this or similar
legislation, and that our Committee will be
appropriately consulted and involved as this
bill or similar legislation moves forward.
Our Committee also reserves the right to
seek appointment of an appropriate number
of conferees to any House-Senate conference
involving this or similar legislation, and
asks that you support any such request.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter confirming this understanding, and
would request that you include a copy of this
letter and your response in the Congres-
sional Record during the floor consideration
of this bill. Thank you in advance for your
cooperation.

Sincerely,
KEVIN BRADY,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, June 21, 2016.
The Hon. KEVIN BRADY,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 5210, the ‘‘Patient
Access to Durable Medical Equipment Act of
2016, on which the Committee on Ways and
Means was granted an additional referral.

I appreciate your agreeing to waive formal
consideration of H.R. 5210 in order to allow
the bill to move expeditiously to the House
floor.
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I agree that by foregoing consideration on
H.R. 5210 at this time, the Committee on
Ways and Means does not waive any jurisdic-
tion over subject matter contained in this or
similar legislation, and that the Committee
will be appropriately consulted and involved
as this bill or similar legislation moves for-
ward. I also agree that the Committee re-
serves the right to seek appointment of an
appropriate number of conferees to any
House-Senate conference involving this or
similar legislation, and I will support any
such request.

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter
and this response in the Congressional
Record during the floor consideration of this
bill.

Sincerely,
FRED UPTON,
Chairman.

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

I thank my colleague, Mr. PITTS. It is
a pleasure to be working with him and
with Mr. PALLONE and Mr. UPTON.

This legislation, as Mr. PITTS indi-
cated, is going to give some relief to
communities, particularly rural com-
munities, from the imposition of
changes in how charges are made in
competitive bidding processes that
have a significant potential to make
inaccessible durable medical equip-
ment.

I was a cosponsor, but the lead spon-
sor is here, Dr. PRICE, a good colleague
and a really good doctor. Dr. PRICE,
Legislator PRICE, came up with a pret-
ty good bill that is going to help Geor-
gia but also help rural Vermont, so I
appreciate that.
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The bottom line, the DME Competi-
tive Bidding Program was created in
2003. It was aimed at a goal all of us
have. It was trying to lower spending
on durable medical equipment. It was
well-intended, but it has had some seri-
ous consequences, especially for rural
providers, like in Vermont, and I am
sure parts of Georgia and other rural
parts of the country.

By the way, when we do something,
it can have a good intention, it can
even accomplish some of its goals, but
I think it always makes sense for us on
both sides to step back after there is
some history—this went in in 2003—and
take a look, kick the tires. What are
some of the improvements that we can
make so that we get back to the origi-
nal intention and don’t do harm that is
unnecessary? And that is what the
Price legislation is doing.

In January 2016, the Competitive Bid-
ding Program began its nationwide
rollout. That was under the new CMS
guidelines. As a result, the rural areas
saw significant cuts. It really does
jeopardize access to this important
equipment for beneficiaries.

The CMS continued its rollout in
July with a second round of cuts. It
further slashed reimbursement rates
for DME across rural America, includ-
ing Vermont.

In Vermont, we have an excellent
equipment provider, Yankee Medical,
that is reasonable in its price and in-
credibly good in its service. It will
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bring equipment to people all across
rural Vermont. That is such a benefit
for folks who can’t get out of their
homes.

The rural areas do have different
challenges than urban areas. It is much
more challenging for stakeholders to
absorb these cuts. For instance, a
small business in rural Vermont in a
noncompetitively bid area may not
have a large amount of Medicare-re-
lated businesses and, therefore, might
not be able to afford the prices that a
business in a much larger populated
area could offer.

So this legislation is going to put on
hold for 3 months what these prices
will be. It is going to allow time for
some adjustment and, hopefully, for us
to consider other positive reforms that
will be helpful to maintaining access to
important healthcare equipment for
folks in rural Vermont and rural Amer-
ica.

The bill contains a couple of other
provisions, one of which I will speak
about. My colleague on the Energy and
Commerce Committee, Mr. BUCSHON,
was the lead sponsor and I was his co-
sponsor. As a way to pay for this—and
that was cracking down on this Medi-
care fraud, where there has been a fail-
ure administratively—when a provider
is found to be fraudulent in one dis-
trict, that fraud is not then commu-
nicated to all other districts or States,
so that fraudulent provider tries to
just take their operation elsewhere.
This is going to require that notifica-
tion and it is going to shut down that
fraud much more quickly, saving
money, and then helping us to pay for
this.

So this is practical legislation, the
result of a compromise by the chair-
man and ranking member of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, Mr.
PITTS, and some of my colleagues. Mr.
LOEBSACK of Iowa played a very, very
active role in this legislation. Of
course, Dr. PRICE did as well.

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE), the distinguished
Budget Committee chairman.

Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania for his work
on this and his interest and passion for
healthcare issues and the work that we
do in this House. I also want to thank
the gentleman from Vermont for his
kind words and the work he has done
on this; and the gentleman from Iowa
as well, who has been instrumental in
moving this legislation forward.

Mr. Speaker, many Medicare bene-
ficiaries rely on a set of healthcare
products and services that are classi-
fied as durable medical equipment, or
DME. DME is often life-improving or

lifesaving; things like blood sugar
monitors, canes, crutches, hospital
beds, power wheelchairs, and even

things like oxygen supplies and tanks.
Without access to these items, many
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Medicare beneficiaries would not be
able to survive or would see their qual-
ity of life greatly diminished.

In January 2016, Medicare started to
slash reimbursement rates for these
products and services as part of a na-
tionwide rollout of their Competitive
Bidding Program.

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that
this program is neither competitive
nor is it a real bidding process. CMS
now wants to extend these substandard
rates and this substandard program to
other areas, as you have heard, includ-
ing rural regions of our Nation, where
these new rates will oftentimes not
even cover the cost of the delivery of
the item or the service, which means
they just won’t happen.

In addition, this CMS program has
failed to hold bidders to account. It has
failed to produce rates that are finan-
cially sustainable for those who are
trying to provide these service and
items to patients.

The National Minority Quality
Forum has data that demonstrates this
program is driving up costs through
avoidable hospital bills and inpatient
admissions, increasing out-of-pocket
payments by patients, and has led to
increased mortality rates. Mr. Speaker,
that is more people dying in our Nation
because of this program.

In just my home State of Georgia,
there has been a 20 percent decrease in
the number of DME suppliers between
2013 and 2016. The number of medical
equipment supply stores in our State
has similarly decreased by nearly 40
percent.

The legislation we have before us
today, H.R. 5210, would provide a 3-
month delay in the cuts, hopefully al-
lowing for work to be done to come up
with a real solution.

This legislation represents a bipar-
tisan commitment to ensure that Medi-
care beneficiaries continue receiving
critical care provided through durable
medical equipment, particularly those
living in the rural areas of our Nation
who would be disproportionately
harmed by cuts in reimbursements.

Again, this delay will, hopefully, pro-
vide policymakers additional time to
come up with a consensus on a long-
term solution. Every effort must be
made to protect access to quality
health care for seniors.

I want to thank, again, my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for
their work on this issue. I want to,
once again, commend Chairman PITTS
for his work on this issue.

I urge adoption of the bill.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I urge sup-
port for this bipartisan bill, H.R. 5210.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | cannot sup-
port a delay in the expansion of the competi-
tive bidding program. Competitive bidding for
durable medical equipment, prosthetics,
orthotics, and supplies (DMEPOS) has saved
the Medicare program billions of dollars. And
lowering costs for the Medicare program
means lower copayments for Medicare bene-
ficiaries.
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Over the years, it has been widely docu-
mented by the HHS Office of Inspector Gen-
eral and the Government Accountability Office
that Medicare payments for DMEPOS far ex-
ceeded reasonable costs. This is why Con-
gress passed legislation requiring competitive
bidding for DMEPOS incrementally. Since
2011, CMS has closely monitored all bene-
ficiaries in the competitive bidding areas, and
there have been no access concerns. Health
outcomes are steady compared to before
Medicare began the competitive bidding pro-
gram. CMS will continue to monitor health out-
comes, and until we see any concerns, | do
not believe we should stop the progress in
saving money for both beneficiaries and the
Medicare program.

That said, the Medicaid policies in this legis-
lation were passed by the House in March of
this year, 406-0, after consideration by the
House Energy and Commerce Committee.
The first policy, the Medicaid DOC Act, is an
initiative first introduced by Reps. COLLINS and
TONKO and would require states that partici-
pate in fee-for-service Medicaid to publish
electronic provider directories. It's important
for patients to know what providers participate
in the Medicaid program. States are required
to provide electronic directories in managed
care, but the same requirement does not exist
across the full Medicaid program. The Com-
mittee worked throughout the legislative proc-
ess to streamline this policy with current fed-
eral provider directory regulations in Medicaid
managed care. The legislation details the min-
imum items that must be included in a pro-
vider directory, but also allows states to go be-
yond these standards.

The second policy is an initiative first intro-
duced by Reps. BUCSHON, WELCH, and
BUTTERFIELD and would provide CMS with crit-
ical tools to keep patients safe, protect tax-
payer dollars, and protect the integrity of the
Medicaid program. The ACA included a provi-
sion that prohibited disqualified providers from
Medicare or one state Medicaid program from
simply crossing state lines and receiving pay-
ments in another state Medicaid program. Un-
fortunately, as drafted, the law has been hard
to implement, because states don’'t have a
consistent or standardized way of knowing
when a specific provider has been terminated
by Medicare or another state. States are not
currently required to report this information,
and if it is reported, it is in many differing for-
mats, limiting the data’s usability. This provi-
sion would require all states to report informa-
tion on fraudulent providers to the Secretary
for inclusion in a currently existing termination
database that is accessible to all states. The
legislation also requires the Secretary to de-
velop uniform criteria for states to use when
submitting information. | supported both of
these commonsense policies in the past, and
| continue to support them today.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, this bill,
H.R. 5210, the Patient Access to Durable
Medical Equipment Act, delays the implemen-
tation of recent changes to durable medical
equipment payments.

For the past several years, Medicare has
been reforming how we pay for DME, includ-
ing items like oxygen tanks, walkers, or hos-
pital beds.

In much of the country, CMS uses competi-
tive bidding to determine how much DME
costs. But in some communities, primarily in
rural areas, CMS pays under the DME fee
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schedule. Under this payment system, there is
no competitive market to drive prices down.

Nonpartisan, independent experts, including
MedPAC and the Government Accountability
Office, have warned us that Medicare is over-
paying for DME through the fee schedule.

To address this problem, CMS has been
phasing in new payments that will reduce
DME costs under the fee schedule based on
competitive bidding pricing. These lower pay-
ments are scheduled to be fully phased in by
July.

Getting DME costs under control is critical.
Higher prices result in increased Medicare
spending and, even more importantly, they
force beneficiaries to pay more out of pocket.

At the same time, some DME suppliers and
beneficiary groups have expressed concerns
that lowering the price for DME too far could
hinder beneficiary access to important equip-
ment.

To address this issue, the bill before us pro-
vides a compromise that will institute a tem-
porary delay of the lower DME fee schedule
payments for three months. This pause will
allow us to gather more data on how the new
payment rates impact beneficiary access.

That being said, it's not entirely clear that
this delay is necessary. CMS has already
been carefully monitoring access to DME. Just
this month, the agency released data showing
that payment cuts have not caused any harm
to suppliers or to beneficiaries.

Even as we have significantly reduced
spending, suppliers continue to accept the re-
formed payment rates, and there is no evi-
dence that beneficiary access to high quality
DME has been hindered.

This bill will give us three more months to
verify that this is the case. This is only a short-
term freeze, and if the evidence continues to
show that the new payment rates are working,
there will be no reason for us to delay any
longer.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PiTTs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5210, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SUPPORTING AMERICA’S
INNOVATORS ACT OF 2016

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4854) to amend the Investment
Company Act of 1940 to expand the in-
vestor limitation for qualifying ven-
ture capital funds under an exemption
from the definition of an investment
company, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4854

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Supporting

America’s Innovators Act of 2016”°.
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SEC. 2. INVESTOR LIMITATION FOR QUALIFYING
VENTURE CAPITAL FUNDS.

Section 3(c)(1) of the Investment Company
Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a-3(c)(1)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting after ‘‘one hundred per-
sons’’ the following: ‘‘(or, with respect to a
qualifying venture capital fund, 250 per-
sons)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(C) The term ‘qualifying venture capital
fund’ means any venture capital fund (as de-
fined pursuant to section 203(1)(1) of the In-
vestment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80b-
3(1)(1)) with no more than $10,000,000 in in-
vested capital, as such dollar amount is an-
nually adjusted by the Commission to reflect
the change in the Consumer Price Index for
All Urban Consumers published by the Bu-
reau of Labor Statistics of the Department
of Labor.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. MAXINE
WATERS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4854, Supporting America’s Innovators
Act of 2016; and I want to thank the
sponsor of the legislation, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY).

Mr. Speaker, it is no secret that 7
yvears after our last recession appar-
ently ended, our economy continues to
trudge along at historically weak rates
of growth and job creation.

Three points: The most recent jobs
report showed that only 38,000 jobs
were created during the month of May.
That was the worst report since 2010;

New business startups in the country
are near a 20-year low;

And, finally, American families and
small businesses are finding it ex-
tremely difficult to obtain credit in
order to expand their businesses or pur-
chase a home.

More than ever, Mr. Speaker, Ameri-
cans are looking at us, their elected
Representatives in Congress, to help
get our economy back on track and
create opportunities for people that
have struggled for too long.

Fortunately, over the last 5 years,
the Financial Services Committee has
stepped up to the plate and passed a
number of bipartisan pieces of legisla-
tion. Most notably, in 2012, Congress
passed the JOBS Act, which is one of
the few bright spots. In April, the Cap-
ital Markets and GSE Subcommittee
held a hearing to examine the positive
impacts that the JOBS Act has had,
and to consider further ways that we
can work across the aisle to promote
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job growth. But for just about every
measure the JOBS Act has been a re-
sounding success, there is more that
Congress can be doing.

So today, Mr. Speaker, the House
will consider a couple of measures that
will build upon the success of the JOBS
Act. The first is this one. This measure
is Supporting America’s Innovation
Act of 2016.

What will the bill do?

First, it would fix what is known as
the 99 investor problem. That is, under
current securities law, once a venture
capital fund gains more than 99 inves-
tors, it would have to become reg-
istered with the SEC under the Invest-
ment Company Act of 1940.

Just in case there is any confusion,
registering with the SEC isn’t free. It
creates a number of costs and regu-
latory burdens on small venture funds
that hinder the ability to deploy vital
capital for startup businesses.

What is more, the current investor
cap was put in place way back in 1940,
at a time when nobody had ever heard
of Silicon Valley, and venture capital
did not play anywhere near the role it
does today.

So while the JOBS Act raised the
registration threshold for private com-
panies from 500 to 2,000 investors, it did
not concurrently raise the threshold
for investors acting as a coordinated
group.

As Kevin Laws, COO of AngelList,
told our subcommittee back in April:

With online fundraising and general solici-
tation becoming more common because of
the JOBS Act, companies are bumping up
against the limit more frequently. The limit
of 99 investors now acts as a brake on the
amount of capital that they can raise.

So, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, the
solution envisioned under this legisla-
tion is simple. It simply bumps the
number from 100 to 250, and it clarifies
that registration would not be trig-
gered until the fund crossed a thresh-
old of $10 million invested in a par-
ticular company.

This legislation is simple. It is
straightforward. It would allow ven-
ture capital funds to continue to play
the important role they do in our econ-
omy without any of the burden having
to deal with any unnecessary regula-
tion.

So, once again, I thank the sponsor
of the underlying bill, and I urge my
colleagues to support it.

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

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

Mr. Speaker and Members, this bill,
H.R. 4854, is an example of how the two
sides can work together. I worked with
Mr. MCHENRY on this legislation. It
just goes to show that when the oppo-
site side of the aisle is not focused on
trying to destroy and undo Dodd-
Frank, we can get to doing some cred-
ible legislation.

So I am very, very pleased about this
legislation. It is another piece of legis-
lation intended to help our Nation’s
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startups and the venture capitalists
who take a chance on them by pro-
viding a targeted exemption for certain
venture capital funds.

It is also a piece of legislation that
appropriately balances the ability of a
startup to raise capital with the need
to protect investors in the startup.
When we fail to strike this balance, in-
vestors suffer, small businesses suffer;
and when taken to the extreme, our en-
tire economy can suffer.

During consideration of this bill in
committee, Mr. MCHENRY and I offered
an amendment to create a new exemp-
tion for qualifying venture capital
funds that have no more than 250 inves-
tors and only $10 million in invested
capital. These smaller funds will allow
angel investor groups to better pool
their resources among more accredited
investors to make targeted, high-im-
pact investments in the very compa-
nies they create the most jobs:
startups.

This structure is used today by
AngelList, a company that matches in-
vestors meeting certain income and
asset thresholds to pool their money
into a special purpose fund and invest
together in startup companies.
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Importantly, both the companies and
the investors benefit from this struc-
ture, compared with making hundreds
of smaller direct investments. A com-
pany, for example, only has a single
point of contact, the angel fund advised
by fiduciary, rather than hundreds of
investors who all must individually ap-
prove corporate actions such as acqui-
sitions and expanding ownership.

Investors also like this structure be-
cause they can delegate monitoring the
startups they invest in to the invest-
ment adviser to fund. Such monitoring
may be significant, considering that in-
vestors typically diversify among 30 to
80 companies.

H.R. 4854, as amended, is appro-
priately tailored to only certain ven-
ture capital funds, which must invest
at least 80 percent of their committed
capital in the equity of small compa-
nies. Under the bill, those funds must
have no more than 250 investors and no
more than $10 million in this invested
capital, ensuring that they are small
enough that investors are able to mon-
itor and manage their investments
with the funds.

This language ensures that we aren’t
creating a loophole for other invest-
ment companies, like mutual funds, to
avoid regulation, nor are we providing
relief to other private funds, like hedge
funds or private equity funds, that
have very little restrictions and inves-
tor protections.

Finally, I would like to express my
appreciation of Mr. MCHENRY’s efforts
to make changes to this bill addressing
some of the concerns of investor advo-
cates, like the Consumer Federation of
America and Americans for Financial
Reform. His efforts have made this a
good bill that deserves our support.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY), the sponsor of
the legislation.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman of the Capital Markets
and Government Sponsored Enterprises
Subcommittee, and I rise today to sup-
port the Supporting America’s
Innovators Act.

Mr. Speaker, these days, American
small businesses are facing a capital
crisis. This is particularly true for
early-stage companies and startups.

Despite the headlines from Silicon
Valley, the truth is that the vast ma-
jority of early-stage companies are not
securing venture capital funding. In-
deed, almost 80 percent of startup in-
vestment goes to just three States in
these United States.

Meanwhile, angel investing for these
early-stage companies is challenging.
Investing in startup companies is in-
herently risky, which is why the
wealthy investors who qualify to be-
come angels often shy away from it.

This is why we need to address the
challenges facing angel investing. This
is accomplished by changing our
mindset and creating a regulatory
framework that encourages innovation
and growth, while ensuring that share-
holder and investor protections remain
strong.

Ranking Member WATERS and I pro-
posed an amendment that would in-
crease the cap of investors from 100 to
2560 for accredited investors of angel
funds, and this would only apply to
qualifying venture funds narrowly tai-
lored to early-stage investing.

What we have before us in the full
House is a great work of compromise,
and I thank the ranking member, Ms.
WATERS, for her diligent work, working
with my staff and her staff together
over many long hours to come up with
this compromise that we have that
will, I believe, garner bipartisan sup-
port like it did in the Financial Serv-
ices Committee. I do thank the ranking
member for working diligently to
make this outcome possible.

The result of our proposed amend-
ment and what we have before us al-
lows for early-stage companies to raise
the capital they need by opening up
angel investing to more accredited in-
vestors.

This is a good bill. It is a compromise
bill, and I am pleased that this legisla-
tion enjoyed wide support. I urge my
colleagues to support it and vote for it,
and let’s get this thing done and signed
by the President.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Speaker and Members, again, I am
very pleased to join with Mr. MCHENRY
on this legislation. I really have no fur-
ther requests for time, and I am going
to yield back the balance of my time
because I am so looking forward to get-
ting back to the discussion that we are
going to have later on this evening on
guns and gun violence.
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I want my constituents to know I
have not abandoned that issue. Others
have not abandoned that issue. We 1look
forward to really debating whether or
not we are going to make sure that
people who are on the no-fly list cer-
tainly can’t buy guns, and we want uni-
versal background checks. I know this
has nothing to do with this bill, but I
will just take this opportunity to say
that.

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

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY).

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today because of the economic impor-
tance of what we are doing. We are try-
ing to help grow the economy, create
jobs across this country in a more
fruitful way than just in pockets of
prosperity across this country. In areas
that are like my district in rural west-
ern North Carolina or the ranking
member’s district that is an urban dis-
trict, we want to have prosperity in all
50 States, in all communities, and the
economic opportunities that our con-
stituents are desirous of, and I urge the
adoption of this bill to help expand
economic opportunity.

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

Again, I thank the gentleman, and I
thank the bipartisan nature of what we
are doing here on the floor this evening
with this legislation and the two pieces
of legislation that follow. It shows the
American public that this House, when
we work together across the aisle and
focus our attention on these important
economic issues, can get things done.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
GARRETT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4854, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

FIX CROWDFUNDING ACT

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4855) to amend provisions in the
securities laws relating to regulation
crowdfunding to vraise the dollar
amount limit and to clarify certain re-
quirements and exclusions for funding
portals established by such Act, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:
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H.R. 4855

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the
Crowdfunding Act”’.

SEC. 2. CROWDFUNDING VEHICLES.

(a) AMENDMENTS TO THE SECURITIES ACT OF
1933.—The Securities Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C.
T7a et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 4A(f)(3), by inserting ‘‘by any
of paragraphs (1) through (14) of” before
“‘section 3(c)”’; and

(2) in section 4(a)(6)(B), by inserting after
“any investor’ the following: ¢‘, other than a
crowdfunding vehicle (as defined in section
2(a) of the Investment Company Act of
1940),”".

(b) AMENDMENTS TO THE INVESTMENT COM-
PANY ACT OF 1940.—The Investment Company
Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a-1 et seq.) is amend-
ed—

(1) in section 2(a), by adding at the end the
following:

‘(65) The term
means a company—

‘“(A) whose purpose (as set forth in its or-
ganizational documents) is limited to acquir-
ing, holding, and disposing securities issued
by a single company in one or more trans-
actions and made pursuant to section 4(a)(6)
of the Securities Act of 1933;

‘“(B) which issues only one class of securi-
ties;

“(C) which receives no compensation in
connection with such acquisition, holding, or
disposition of securities;

‘(D) no associated person of which receives
any compensation in connection with such
acquisition, holding or disposition of securi-
ties unless such person is acting as or on be-
half of an investment adviser registered
under the Investment Advisers Act of 1940 or
registered as an investment adviser in the
State in which the investment adviser main-
tains its principal office and place of busi-
ness;

‘“(E) the securities of which have been
issued in a transaction made pursuant to
section 4(a)(6) of the Securities Act of 1933,
where both the crowdfunding vehicle and the
company whose securities it holds are co-
issuers;

‘(F') which is current in its ongoing disclo-
sure obligations under Rule 202 of Regulation
Crowdfunding (17 C.F.R. 227.202);

“(G) the company whose securities it holds
is current in its ongoing disclosure obliga-
tions under Rule 202 of Regulation
Crowdfunding (17 C.F.R. 227.202); and

‘““(H) is advised by an investment adviser
registered under the Investment Advisers
Act of 1940 or registered as an investment ad-
viser in the State in which the investment
adviser maintains its principal office and
place of business.”’; and

(2) in section 3(c), by adding at the end the
following:

‘(15) Any crowdfunding vehicle.”’.

SEC. 3. CROWDFUNDING EXEMPTION FROM REG-
ISTRATION.

Section 12(g)(6) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 781(g)(6)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“The Commission’ and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘section 4(6)”’ and inserting
‘“‘section 4(a)(6)’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(B) TREATMENT OF SECURITIES ISSUED BY
CERTAIN ISSUERS.—AnN exemption under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be unconditional for se-
curities offered by an issuer that had a pub-
lic float of less than $75,000,000 as of the last
business day of the issuer’s most recently
completed semiannual period, computed by

“Fix

‘crowdfunding vehicle’
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multiplying the aggregate worldwide number
of shares of the issuer’s common equity secu-
rities held by non-affiliates by the price at
which such securities were last sold (or the
average bid and asked prices of such securi-
ties) in the principal market for such securi-
ties or, in the event the result of such public
float calculation is zero, had annual reve-
nues of less than $50,000,000 as of the issuer’s
most recently completed fiscal year.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KNIGHT). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT)
and the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. MAXINE WATERS) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and
enter in extraneous material on this
bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4855. This is the Fix Crowdfunding Act.
Once again, I thank the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY),
the sponsor of the bill, which also
passed the Financial Services Com-
mittee in June with a vote of 57-2.

Let’s get into it, Mr. Speaker.

Title III of the JOBS Act, known as
the crowdfunding title, is one of the
most promising provisions of that law,
and so, by opening the door for equity
crowdfunding to literally millions of
Americans, people who want to invest
in companies that they believe in, title
IIT has the potential to further democ-
ratize our capital markets, and doing
so will create opportunities for Main
Street to generate wealth.

Unfortunately, in part due to provi-
sions added by the Senate during con-
ference negotiations and in part due to
problems with the SEC’s implementa-
tion of title III, equity crowdfunding in
the United States may never reach its
full potential.

As SEC Commissioner Mike Piwowar
noted in his dissent to the SEC’s rules
that came out last year, he said: ‘“The
rules will spin a complex web of provi-
sions and requirements for compliance

Such burdens will spook many
small businesses from pursuing crowd-
funding as a viable path to raising cap-
ital.”

Fortunately, once again, the Finan-
cial Services Committee has stepped up
to the plate to address these problems;
and fortunately, we have Mr. MCHENRY
here, who has put forward his Crowd-
funding Act to fix it.

The Fix Crowdfunding Act would ad-
dress some of these issues, and it does
so in two important ways. First, the
bill would enable special purpose vehi-
cles, as defined by the bill, to be con-
sidered an authorized investor in
crowdfunding offerings.
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What does this mean?

Well, this means a group of investors
can basically come together and pool
the resources and then invest alongside
some more sophisticated investors in
these new, growing startup businesses.

As I tell you this, it is important to
note that, under current regulations,
unless you are, well, extremely
wealthy, you are typically prohibited
from investing in private businesses
here in the United States.

Secondly, Mr. MCHENRY’s Fix Crowd-
funding Act increases the amount that
a company can raise through this
mechanism of crowdfunding before it
has to go and register with the SEC.

So while these things may be just
technical fixes to a complicated set of
security laws, at the end of the day,
what they will do is break down what
we say is historical barriers that pre-
vented startup companies and busi-
nesses from connecting with literally
millions of Americans and investors
across the country.

So the Fix Crowdfunding Act that we
are seeing here today will address
many of the problems that currently
exist with the crowdfunding regula-
tions.

Again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from North Carolina, and also
my colleagues on the Financial Service
Committee for their support.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
my colleague from North Carolina for
his efforts to work with me to craft
this bipartisan legislation. H.R. 4855 is
an example of how Congress can assist
startups to finance their operations
while still protecting the investors who
entrust their hard-earned funds to
those companies.

Equity crowdfunding, through which
startup companies sell stock to hun-
dreds or even thousands of everyday
people, has been and will always be a
high-risk, high-reward investment.

The sad reality is that most new
businesses fail. As a result, Congress
and the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission have put in place guardrails to
prevent less-sophisticated investors
from suffering financial ruin.

In 2012, Congress cautiously ap-
proached equity crowdfunding by cre-
ating a number of investor protections
in the Jumpstart Our Business
Startups Act, or JOBS Act. The SEC
followed our directions and finalized a
crowdfunding rule that protects inves-
tors by setting reasonable investment
limits based on income and provides
helpful disclosures for investors to
weigh the risk. Last month, those rules
went live, with hundreds of businesses
successfully raising capital that, in
turn, funds American jobs.

H.R. 4855, as amended in committee,
seeks to enhance the investor and com-
pany experience in crowdfunding. The
bill would authorize crowdfunding por-
tals to pool investors together in order
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to make a joint investment in a busi-
ness. These vehicles would only make
investments in one company and would
be advised by a registered investment
adviser with a fiduciary duty to the
fund. Importantly, the investors would
have the same rights to sue the com-
pany as if they had directly invested in
the company itself.

This provision will also aid compa-
nies as they will be able to more effi-
ciently make financial decisions, pro-
vided that the investment adviser
agrees that they are in the best inter-
est of the fund’s investors.

H.R. 4855 also clarifies that as long as
a crowdfunding company continues to
make ongoing disclosures to investors
required under the SEC’s rules, it
would not have to make the more de-
tailed public reports until it had either
a $75 million value or $50 million in
revenue. This change is consistent with
the levels set under Regulation A, an-
other exempt offering sold to retail in-
vestors.

I am pleased that the amended bill no
longer includes problematic provisions
that were opposed by advocates like
the Consumer Federation of America.
Instead, the bill is now crafted to make
target improvements to crowdfunding
for all investors and startups.
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Now, although crowdfunding should
be viewed as a highly risky investment,
especially for retail investors, both of
the changes in H.R. 4855 will ensure a
longer choice of high-quality crowd-
funding companies and a higher degree
of finance savvy for investors.

Mr. Speaker and Members, I had res-
ervations about crowdfunding. I had
real concerns, but I am very pleased
that I was able to work with Mr.
MCHENRY, and he was so very coopera-
tive in dealing with those concerns
that made me feel even better about
crowdfunding than I had been feeling.
So I am just so hopeful that this works
and it works well, and that even
though there is some risk involved in
this, that we have the opportunity for
people who want to take a little risk to
go out there and to be able to organize
the kind of funding that perhaps can
make them reap substantial profits in
a real credible way.

So I want to thank, again, Mr.
MCHENRY for his cooperation and for
the work and the time that he has put
into this.

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

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the fact that the gentleman from
North Carolina was able to bring about
that hope and change to the gentle-
woman.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCCARTHY).

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

I want to take this moment to not
only thank the subcommittee chair,
but thank the ranking member and
Congressman MCHENRY for their bipar-
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tisan work on this bill and bringing it
to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that many—
too many—communities are still try-
ing to pull themselves up after the past
8 years of economic stagnation. Some
have succeeded, but the current system
has left millions of people behind with
a long road of recovery left to go.

Now, the House is not blind to it, and
we recognize, like so many others, that
an anticompetitive state is depriving
us of our ability to prosper. That is
why we started the Innovation Initia-
tive and why this bill is so important.

Four years ago, Congress came to-
gether to pass the JOBS Act, a bill
that provided small businesses and en-
trepreneurs more ways to raise capital
investment.

Now, this wasn’t a banker’s bill. It
was a bill that opened the door for
members of our communities to invest
in ideas that could create good-paying
jobs, provide goods and services, and
increase the quality of life for the
American people in their community.

After all, it is small businesses that
have created two-thirds of all net new
jobs since the 1970s. But while small
businesses remain the cornerstone of
our economy, the Federal Government
has made it harder and harder to start
one.

The entry of new businesses in the
United States has declined by nearly 44
percent since the late 1970s. Starting a
business has been especially hard in re-
cent years. The policies today, after 7%
years under President Obama, are not a
roadmap for those looking for a better
way.

The JOBS Act was a good start to
creating a more dynamic economy. But
it was never followed through after the
bill’s initial success. These bills today
are targeted fixes to restore the origi-
nal spirit of the JOBS Act: to harness
innovation and bring together millions
of Americans with potential new busi-
nesses through crowdfunding.

These new businesses could become
the next Apple or Under Armour. They
could revitalize the most downtrodden
communities who were hardest hit by
the recession and faced the slowest re-

covery.
Now, a couple of weeks ago, I was in
Baltimore visiting a cybersecurity

startup. The work they do to protect
cyber networks is growing more impor-
tant by the day. By engaging with the
changing world—using the power of in-
novation to improve our security—this
startup also lifted up a community and
helped it to thrive.

Today, ZeroFOX has ushered in a new
era for their southern Baltimore com-
munity. That community is part of the
future helping our country become a
better place.

This is the power of the innovation
economy. This is what we are voting to
support. This is how America has a bet-
ter and brighter future.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.
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I am sure there are those who wonder
why we on the opposite side of the aisle
work so hard to pay attention to our
constituents as it relates to invest-
ment and why we work so hard to pay
attention to our consumers. I will tell
you why.

Everyone recognizes what happened
in 2008 in this country. We literally had
a meltdown. We went into a recession—
almost a depression. Why did we do
that?

We went into a recession and almost
a depression because our regulatory
agencies were not paying attention and
people were being taken advantage of.
We had a very difficult time trying to
explain to the people of this country
why we had so many foreclosures, why
people were losing their homes, and
why communities were so displaced.

But we recognized that our regu-
latory agencies who had the responsi-
bility for oversight and who had the re-
sponsibility for making sure people
weren’t taken advantage of just had
not been doing their jobs. I want you to
know that with Dodd-Frank reforms,
we have gone a long way to correct
that. In addition to looking at our
markets and looking at Wall Street, we
created the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau that is doing a magnifi-
cent job in looking out for our con-
sumers and making sure that what
happened that led up to the 2008 melt-
down does not happen again in Amer-
ica.

So I am very pleased that the Obama
administration in the last 75 months
has had consecutive job growth. It
looks as if it is about 14.5 million pri-
vate-sector jobs. Of course, when Mr.
Obama took over, we know that about
800 jobs per month were being lost. So
we don’t take our job lightly, and we
don’t play with this.

We want to make sure that there is
capital available for startups because
we support business and we absolutely
support small business. We want to
make sure they have access to capital.
But what we don’t want is we don’t
want, then, to be tricked or fooled or
to be led into so-called opportunities
that are really not opportunities at all.

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

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, before I yield to the
gentleman from North Carolina, I will
say that I agree with the gentlewoman
that prior to 2008 and the crisis, the
regulators were not doing their jobs.
They were not monitoring as they were
supposed to be. So true to form to the
Washington way of dealing with things
at that time, this administration was
able to pass through a 2,000-page Demo-
cratic-inspired and -crafted piece of
legislation called the Dodd-Frank leg-
islation—2,000 pages and 400 regula-
tions. It did as Washington normally
does: give those failed regulators
raises, more authority, and bigger and
fancier buildings.

What was the result of that?
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Well, some jobs were created since
2008. We have had one of the slowest re-
coveries on record. As I said before, the
most recent jobs report showed that
only 38,000 jobs out of 300-plus million
people in this country—think about
that—were created during the month of
May. That was the worst jobs record
since 2010. New business startups in
this country are at a 20-year low.
Think about that if you are waiting to
get a new job from a new business—a
20-year low.

So because of that, because Dodd-
Frank did not fix the problem, because
those 2,000 pages and those more highly
paid bureaucrats in Washington didn’t
solve the problem, American families
and small businesses are finding it ex-
tremely difficult to find credit to ex-
pand their businesses and to hire more
people.

So thank goodness we have this legis-
lation here today and the work by the
gentleman from North Carolina not
only on this bill, but the previous bill
that he was able to accomplish in a bi-
partisan manner.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY) to ex-
plain the bill in more detail.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, may 1
inquire how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New Jersey has 13 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the Fix Crowdfund-
ing Act.

Mr. Speaker, these days, small busi-
nesses are struggling to find the fi-
nancing investment that they need to
start up and to grow. That affects jobs.
It certainly does.

Recently in my district, we have read
reports that smaller counties in Amer-
ica, which used to lead the Nation in
the growth of new businesses, now have
actually lost more businesses than
they have created.

The reason why the ranking member
and I are actually able to work to-
gether on an important piece of legisla-
tion like this in a very logjammed dis-
cussion point about appropriate regula-
tion—a lot of stuff gets locked up in
partisan debate—what unites our con-
versation is a rural issue and an urban
issue, and it is about capital deserts in
America.

Now, everybody talks about food
deserts. If you think about this, if you
are not close to a grocery store, then
you can’t get fresh fruit, fresh vegeta-
bles, and you can’t get foodstuffs for
your family.

But we have capital deserts in Amer-
ica. Capital deserts are about those
areas that are not Boston, Austin, and
Silicon Valley. It is the rest of America
that is struggling to get the capital
they need so they can start a business,
S0 they can grow a business.

I am not talking about the next
Google or Facebook—maybe it is. I am
talking about a lawn service. I am
talking about a coffee shop. I am talk-
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ing about a baker who wants to sell her
goods on a wider scale so that she can
provide for her family. Those are the
concerns that are real and that we can
address in a real way before Congress
today—tonight—in this vote.

Investment crowdfunding is one way
we can reverse this disturbing trend.
What this bill does is allow us to ex-
pand what you are able to do through
investment crowdfunding.

Five years ago in the JOBS Act, we
had a revolutionary change to the way
we allowed individuals to invest a lit-
tle bit of money in their fellow men. It
allowed men or women in local commu-
nities to invest in a local coffee shop.
You didn’t have to be a wealthy inves-
tor to get these great opportunities.
You could be the average, everyday in-
vestor like me or like many of my con-
stituents.

But in the JOBS Act and in the in-
vestment crowdfunding part of that
bill that I wrote 5 years ago, out of
that, the Securities and Exchange
Commission wrote four regulations,
and they created a couple of major
challenges as a result of that. One is
the 12(g) problem. Let me explain this.

What the 12(g) problem is is that, in
essence, you are subjecting very low
fundraising to very expensive regu-
latory disclosures. That is a problem.
It is a problem because it is costly. It
is economically costly and restricts
economic opportunity. We fixed that in
the Fix Crowdfunding Act.

Another significant problem for
crowdfunding is that under SEC rules,
single-purpose funds are not permitted.
Let me explain this. Single-purpose
funds are like this: you have somebody
who has a fiduciary responsibility,
meaning that I am going to look out
for your best interests on this invest-
ment and we are able to create a fund
in order to pool those resources, that
investor acumen, if you will, and work
together with them. So it allows unso-
phisticated people to get sophisticated
advice if we allow special purpose vehi-
cles.

So these two very important provi-
sions, understood at a very simple
level, if we fix these things we will pro-
vide more economic opportunity, we
will have better investor advice, and
we will be able to expand and make
real the utility of crowdfunding.

The essence of this is that we believe
in the capacity of individual Ameri-
cans to make decisions for themselves
and to take a little bit of risk for
themselves. It is a powerful thing. It is
a powerful, meaningful step forward.

Now, it doesn’t solve the greater de-
bate that we are having here in Wash-
ington on so many challenging issues
of policy where perhaps the left and the
right don’t see eye to eye. But on this,
we came together and we were able to
create a small opening of economic op-
portunity and try to get those re-
sources out into the community. It is a
meaningful step forward.

I thank the ranking member of the
Financial Services Committee. I thank
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Ranking Member WATERS for her ac-
tive engagement on this. She helped
improve our original bill that came
through the Financial Services Com-
mittee 5 years ago, and she has helped
work through this compromise before
us on the House floor tonight.
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While we may not agree on so many
other issues of policy, we have worked
together on two substantive areas of
policy here in recent weeks. I think
that is a hopeful sign. I think it is a
positive sign.

What we are doing here today will ex-
pand that opportunity for millions of
Americans to have that little bit of in-
vestment that they would like to make
in their fellow man and their fellow
woman to create new jobs to provide
new economic opportunity.

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask and en-
courage your support for the Fix
Crowdfunding Act, and I urge an ‘‘aye”’
vote.

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

I am so pleased that the gentleman
from New Jersey recognized that the
regulatory agencies were not doing
their job. We don’t agree on much, but
he did indicate just a moment ago that
he agreed that the regulatory agencies
had not protected consumers or our
small business people—or anybody—
and that is why we ended up with the
Dodd-Frank reform. We may disagree
about Dodd-Frank reform, but I think
with that recognition I am sure he
would logically conclude that some-
thing had to be done, and so I am very
pleased about that.

Let me just say to Mr. MCHENRY
again, I want to thank him for the
work that he has done and the leader-
ship that he has provided. He is abso-
lutely correct, whether it is in the cit-
ies or in urban areas, we need to have
access to capital for our small busi-
nesses and our start-ups. In addition,
he has led the way for us to make in-
vesting and venture capital, et cetera,
more accessible. I think we still have
more work to do.

One of the things we are going to
have to take a very close look at is
why our bigger banks and financial in-
stitutions are not investing in these
communities and why they are not wel-
coming small businesses in to the
banks and to these financial institu-
tions and listen to their dreams and
their ideas about businesses and pro-
vide the capital for that.

Again, I am very pleased about what
he has done, his leadership, and the
work that we are doing.

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

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on this very important legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
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GARRETT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4855, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

—————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4361, FEDERAL INFORMA-
TION SYSTEMS SAFEGUARDS
ACT OF 2016, AND PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF MO-
TIONS TO SUSPEND THE RULES

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 114-666) on the resolution (H.
Res. 803) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 4361) to amend section
35664 of title 44, United States Code, to
provide for enhanced security of Fed-
eral information systems, and for other
purposes, and providing for consider-
ation of motions to suspend the rules,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 796;

Adopting House Resolution 796, if or-
dered;

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 793;

Adopting House Resolution 793, if or-
dered;

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 794;

Adopting House Resolution 794, if or-
dered; and

Suspending the rules and passing
H.R. 4854 and H.R. 4855.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4768, SEPARATION OF
POWERS RESTORATION ACT OF
2016

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 796) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4768) to
amend title 5, United States Code, with
respect to the judicial review of agency
interpretations of statutory and regu-
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latory provisions; providing for pro-
ceedings during the period from June
23, 2016, through July 4, 2016; and pro-
viding for consideration of motions to
suspend the rules, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays
168, not voting 33, as follows:

[Roll No. 343]

YEAS—232

Abraham Guinta Pearce
Aderholt Guthrie Perry
Allen Hanna Peterson
Amash Hardy Pittenger
Amodei Harris Pitts
Babin Hartzler Poe (TX)
Barletta Heck (NV) Poliquin
Barr Hensarling Pompeo
Barton Herrera Beutler Posey
Benishek Hice, Jody B. Price, Tom
Bilirakis Hill Ratcliffe
Bishop (MI) Holding Reed
Bishop (UT) Huelskamp Reichert
Blackburn Huizenga (MI) Renacci
Blum Hultgren Ribble
Bost Hunter Rice (SC)
Boustany Hurd (TX) Rigell
Brady (TX) Hurt (VA) Roby
Brat Issa Roe (TN)
Bridenstine Jenk?ns (KS) Rogers (AL)
Brooks (AL) Jenkins (WV) Rogers (KY)
Brooks (IN) Johnson (OH) Rokita
Buck Johnson, Sam Ros-Lehtinen
Bucshon Jolly Roskam
Burgess Jones Ross
Calvert Jordan Rothfus
Carter (GA) Joyce Rouzer
Chabot Katko Royce
Chaffetz Kelly (MS) Russell
Coffman Kelly (PA) Salmon
Cole King (IA) Sanford
Collins (GA) King (NY) Scalise
Collins (NY) Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert
Comstock Kline chwel <ert

N Scott, Austin
Conaway Knight Sensenbrenner
Cook Labrador Sessions
Costello (PA) LaHood X
Cramer LaMalfa Shimlus

Shuster
Crawford Lamborn Simpson
glenshaw Lance Smith (MO)
ulberson Latta X

Curbelo (FL) LoBiondo Smith (NE)
Davidson Long Sm}th )
Davis, Rodney Loudermilk Smith ,<TX>
Denham Love Stefanik
Dent Lucas Stgwart
DeSantis Luetkemeyer Stivers
DesJarlais Lummis Stutzman
Diaz-Balart MacArthur Thompson (PA)
Dold Marchant Thornberry
Donovan Massie Tiberi
Duffy McCarthy Tipton
Duncan (SC) McCaul Trott
Duncan (TN) McClintock Turner
Emmer (MN) McHenry Upton
Farenthold McKinley Valadao
Fitzpatrick McMorris Wagner
Fleischmann Rodgers Walberg
Fleming McSally Walden
Flores Meadows Walker
Forbes Meehan Walorski
Fortenberry Messer Walters, Mimi
Foxx Mica Weber (TX)
Franks (AZ) Miller (FL) Webster (FL)
Frelinghuysen Miller (MI) Wenstrup
Garrett Moolenaar Westerman
Gibbs Mooney (WV) Whitfield
Gibson Mullin Williams
Gohmert Mulvaney Wilson (SC)
Goodlatte Murphy (PA) Wittman
Gosar Neugebauer Womack
Gowdy Newhouse Woodall
Granger Noem Yoder
Graves (GA) Nunes Yoho
Graves (LA) Olson Young (IA)
Graves (MO) Palazzo Young (IN)
Griffith Palmer Zeldin
Grothman Paulsen Zinke
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NAYS—168
Aguilar Garamendi Norcross
Ashford Graham O’Rourke
Bass Grayson Pallone
Beatty Green, Al Pascrell
Becerra Green, Gene Payne
Bera Hahn Pelosi
Beyer Heck (WA) Perlmutter
Bishop (GA) Higgins Peters
Blumenauer Himes Pingree
Bonamici Hinojosa Pocan
Boyle, Brendan Honda Polis
F. Hoyer Quigley

Brady (PA) Huffman

Rangel
Brownley (CA) Israel .
Bustos Jackson Lee R?"e (NY)
Capps Jeffries Richmond
Capuano Johnson (GA) Roybal-Allard
Cardenas Johnson, E. B. Ruiz
Carney Keating Ruppersberger
Carson (IN) Kelly (IL) Ryan (OH)
Cartwright Kennedy Sanchez, Linda
Castor (FL) Kildee T.
Castro (TX) Kilmer Sarbanes
Chu, Judy Kind Schakowsky
Cicilline Kuster Schiff
Clark (MA) Langevin Schrader
Clarke (NY) Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Cleaver Larson (CT) Scott, David
Clyburn Lawrence Serrano
Cohen Lee Sewell (AL)
Connolly Levin Sherman
Conyers Lewis Sinema
Cooper Lieu, Ted Sires
Costa Lipinski Slaughter
Courtney Loebsack Smith (WA)
Crowley Lofgren Speier
Cuellauf Lowenthal Swalwell (CA)
Cummings Lowey Takano
Davis, Danny Lujan Grisham a

Thompson (CA)
Delaney (NM)
DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray Thompson MS)

Titus
DelBene (NM)
DeSaulnier Lynch Tonko
Deutch Maloney, Torres
Dingell Carolyn Tsongas
Doggett Maloney, Sean Van Hollen
Doyle, Michael Matsui Vargas

F. McCollum Veasey
Edwards McDermott Vela
Ellison McGovern Velazquez
Engel McNerney Visclosky
Eshoo Meeks Walz
Esty Meng Wasserman
Farr Moore Schultz
Foster Moulton Waters, Maxine
Frankel (FL) Murphy (FL) Watson Coleman
Fudge Napolitano Welch
Gabbard Neal Wilson (FL)
Gallego Nolan Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—33
Adams DeGette Marino
Black Duckworth Nadler
Brown (FL) Ellmers (NC) Nugent
Buchanan Fincher Price (NC)
Butterfield Grijalva Rohrabacher
Byrne Gutiérrez Rooney (FL)
Carter (TX) Harper Rush
Clawson (FL) Hastings Sanchez, Loretta
Clay Hudson Takai
Davis (CA) Kaptur Westmoreland
DeFazio Kirkpatrick Young (AK)
[ 1855

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. MAX-
INE WATERS of California, and Mr.
CLEAVER changed their vote from
uyean tO una'y'n

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

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

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 230, noes 168,
not voting 35, as follows:

[Roll No. 344]

AYES—230
Abraham Grothman Palmer
Aderholt Guinta Paulsen
Allen Guthrie Pearce
Amash Hanna Perry
Amodei Hardy Pittenger
Babin Harris Pitts
Barletta Hartzler Poe (TX)
Barr Heck (NV) Poliquin
Barton Hensarling Pompeo
Benishek Herrera Beutler  Posey
Bilirakis Hice, Jody B. Price, Tom
Bishop (MI) Hill Ratcliffe
Bishop (UT) Holding Reed
Blackburn Huelskamp Reichert
Blum Huizenga (MI) Renacci
Bost Hultgren Ribble
Boustany Hunter Rice (SC)
Brady (TX) Hurd (TX) Rigell
Brat Hurt (VA) Roby
Bridenstine Issa Roe (TN)

Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)

Jenking (KS)
Jenkins (WV)

Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)

Buck Johnson (OH) Rokita
Bucshon Johnson, Sam Ros-Lehtinen
Burgess Jolly Roskam
Calvert Jones Ross
Carter (GA) Jordan Rothfus
Chabot Joyce Rouzer
Chaffetz Katko Royce
Coffman Kelly (MS) Russell
Cole Kelly (PA) Salmon
Collins (GA) King (IA) Sanford
Collins (NY) King (NY) Scalise
Comstock Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert
Conaway Kline Scott, Austin
Cook Knight Sensenbrenner
Costello (PA) Labrador Sessions
Cramer LaHood Shimkus
Crawford LaMalfa Shuster
Crenshaw Lamborn Simpson
Culberson Lance Smith (MO)
Curbelo (FL) Latta Smith (NE)
Davidson LoBiondo Smith (NJ)
Davis, Rodney Long Smith (TX)
Denham Loudermilk Stefanik
Dent Love Stewart
DeSantis Lucas Stivers
DesJarlais Luetkemeyer Stutzman
Diaz-Balart Lummis Thompson (PA)
Dold MacArthur Thornberry
Donovan Marchant Tiberi
Duffy Massie Tipton
Duncan (SC) McCarthy Trott
Duncan (TN) McCaul Turner
Emmer (MN) McClintock Upton
Farenthold McHenry Valadao
Fitzpatrick McKinley Wagner
Fleischmann McMorris Walberg
Fleming Rodgers Walden
Flores McSally Walker
Forbes Meadows Walorski
Fortenberry Meehan Walters, Mimi
Foxx Messer Weber (TX)
Franks (AZ) Mica Webster (FL)
Frelinghuysen Miller (FL) Wenstrup
Garrett Miller (MI) Westerman
Gibbs Moolenaar Williams
Gibson Mooney (WV) Wilson (SC)
Gohmert Mullin Wittman
Goodlatte Mulvaney Womack
Gosar Murphy (PA) Woodall
Gowdy Neugebauer Yoder
Granger Newhouse Yoho
Graves (GA) Noem Young (IA)
Graves (LA) Nunes Young (IN)
Graves (MO) Olson Zeldin
Griffith Palazzo Zinke
NOES—168

Aguilar Brownley (CA) Clarke (NY)
Ashford Bustos Cleaver
Bass Capps Clyburn
Beatty Capuano Cohen
Becerra Cardenas Connolly
Bera Carney Conyers
Beyer Carson (IN) Cooper
Bishop (GA) Cartwright Costa
Blumenauer Castor (FL) Courtney
Bonamici Castro (TX) Crowley
Boyle, Brendan Chu, Judy Cuellar

F. Cicilline Cummings
Brady (PA) Clark (MA) Dayvis, Danny
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Delaney Larsen (WA) Rangel
DeLauro Larson (CT) Rice (NY)
DelBene Lawrence Richmond
DeSaulnier Lee Roybal-Allard
Deutch Levin Ruiz
Dingell Lewis Ruppersberger

Fy e, Michae Li)l;;lbnsz;k Sanchez, Linda

. T.
Edwards Lofgren
Ellison Lowenthal gzil;i%i:sky
Engel Lowey .
Eshoo Lujan Grisham  SChiff
Esty (NM) Schrader
Farr Lujan, Ben Ray ~ Scott (VA)
Foster (NM) Scott, David
Frankel (FL) Lynch Serrano
Fudge Maloney, Sewell (AL)
Gabbard Carolyn Sherman
Gallego Maloney, Sean Sinema
Garamendi Matsui Sires
Graham McCollum Slaughter
Grayson McDermott Smith (WA)
Green, Al McGovern Speier
Green, Gene McNerney Swalwell (CA)
Hahn Meeks Takano
Heck (WA) Meng Thompson (CA)
Higgins Moore Thompson (MS)
H@mgs Moulton Titus
Hinojosa Murphy (FL) Tonko
Honda Napolitano N
Hoyer Neal Torres
Van Hollen
Huffman Nolan
Israel Norcross Vargas
Jackson Lee O’Rourke Veasey
Jeffries Pallone Vel"’%
Johnson (GA) Pascrell Velazquez
Johnson, E. B. Payne Visclosky
Keating Pelosi Walz
Kelly (IL) Perlmutter Wasserman
Kennedy Peters Schultz
Kildee Peterson Waters, Maxine
Kilmer Pingree Watson Coleman
Kind Pocan Welch
Kuster Polis Wilson (FL)
Langevin Quigley Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—35
Adams Duckworth Nugent
Black Ellmers (NC) Price (NC)
Brown (FL) Fincher Rohrabacher
Buchanan Grija}va Rooney (FL)
Butterfield Gutierrez Rush
Byrne Harper Sanchez, Loretta
Carter (TX) Hastings Takai
Clawson (FL) Hudson Tsongas
Clay Kaptur
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Westmoreland
DeFazio Marino Whitfield
DeGette Nadler Young (AK)
0 1902

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

————————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1270, RESTORING ACCESS
TO MEDICATION ACT OF 2015

H4241

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 231, nays
168, not voting 34, as follows:

[Roll No. 345]

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YODER). The unfinished business is the
vote on ordering the previous question
on the resolution (H. Res. 793) pro-
viding for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 1270) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the amend-
ments made by the Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act which dis-
qualify expenses for over-the-counter
drugs under health savings accounts
and health flexible spending arrange-
ments, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

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

YEAS—231
Abraham Guinta Pearce
Aderholt Guthrie Perry
Allen Hanna Peterson
Amash Hardy Pittenger
Amodei Harris Pitts
Babin Hartzler Poe (TX)
Barletta Heck (NV) Poliquin
Barr Hensarling Pompeo
Barton Herrera Beutler Posey
Benishek Hice, Jody B. Price, Tom
Bilirakis Hill Ratcliffe
Bishop (MI) Holding Reed
Bishop (UT) Huelskamp Reichert
Blackburn Huizenga (MI) Renacci
Blum Hultgren Ribble
Bost Hunter Rice (SC)
Boustany Hurd (TX) Rigell
Brady (TX) Hurt (VA) Roby
Brat Issa Roe (TN)
Bridenstine Jenkins (KS)

Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)

Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)

Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)

Buck Johnson, Sam Rokita .
Bucshon Jolly Ros-Lehtinen
Burgess Jones Roskam
Calvert Jordan Ross
Carter (GA) Joyce Rothfus
Chabot Katko Rouzer
Chaffetz Kelly (MS) Royce
Coffman Kelly (PA) Russell
Cole King (IA) Salmon
Collins (GA) King (NY) Sanford
Collins (NY) Kinzinger (IL) Scalise
Comstock Kline Schweikert
Conaway Knight Scott, Austin
Cook Labrador Sensenbrenner
Costello (PA) LaHood Sessions
Cramer LaMalfa Shimkus
Crawford Lamborn Shuster
Crenshaw Lance Simpson
Culberson Latta Smith (MO)
Curbelo (FL) LoBiondo Smith (NE)
Davidson Long Smith (NJ)
Davis, Rodney Loudermilk Smith (TX)
Denham Love Stefanik
Dent . Lucas Stewart
DeSantls' Luetkgmeyer Stivers
DgsJarlals Lummis Stutzman
Diaz-Balart MacArthur Thompson (PA)
Dold Marcbant Thornberry
Donovan Massie Tiberi
Duffy McCarthy Tipton
Duncan (SC) McCaul Trott
Duncan (TN) MecClintock
Turner
Emmer (MN) McHenry Upton
Farenthold McKinley Valadao
Fitzpatrick McMorris
Fleischmann Rodgers Wagner
Fleming McSally Walberg
Flores Meadows Walden
Forbes Meehan Walker
Fortenberry Messer Walorski
Foxx Mica Walters, Mimi
Franks (AZ) Miller (FL) Weber (TX)
Frelinghuysen Miller (MI) Webster (FL)
Garrett Moolenaar Wenstrup
Gibbs Mooney (WV) Westerman
Gibson Mullin Williams
Gohmert Mulvaney Wilson (SC)
Goodlatte Murphy (PA) Wittman
Gosar Neugebauer Womack
Gowdy Newhouse Woodall
Granger Noem Yoder
Graves (GA) Nunes Yoho
Graves (LA) Olson Young (TIA)
Graves (MO) Palazzo Young (IN)
Griffith Palmer Zeldin
Grothman Paulsen Zinke
NAYS—168

Aguilar Boyle, Brendan Castor (FL)
Ashford F. Castro (TX)
Bass Brady (PA) Chu, Judy
Beatty Brownley (CA) Cicilline
Becerra Bustos Clark (MA)
Bera Capps Clarke (NY)
Beyer quuano Cleaver
Bishop (GA) Cardenas Clyburn
Blumenauer Carney Cohen
Bonamici Carson'(IN) Connolly

Cartwright Conyers
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Cooper Kildee Polis
Costa Kilmer Quigley
Courtney Kind Rangel
Crowley Kuster Rice (NY)
Cuellar Langevin Richmond
Cummings Larsen (WA) Roybal-Allard
Davis, Danny Larson (CT) Ruiz
Delaney Lawrence Ruppersherger
DeLauro Lee Ryan (OH)
DelBene Levin Sanchez, Linda
DeSaulnier Lewis T.
Deutch Lieu, Ted Sarbanes
Dingell Lipinski Schakowsky
Doggett Loebsack Schiff
Doyle, Michael Lofgren Schrader
F. Lowenthal Scott (VA)
Edwards Lowey Scott, David
Ellison Lujan Grisham Serr
errano
Engel (NM)
L2 Sewell (AL)
Eshoo Lujan, Ben Ray
Sherman
sty (NM) Sinema
Farr Lynch .
Foster Maloney, Sires
Frankel (FL) Carolyn Sla¥1ghtef
Fudge Maloney, Sean Smith (WA)
Gabbard Matsui Speier
Gallego McCollum Swalwell (CA)
Garamendi McDermott Takano
Graham McGovern Thompson (CA)
Grayson McNerney Thompson (MS)
Green, Al Meeks Titus
Green, Gene Meng Tonko
Hahn Moore Torres
Heck (WA) Moulton Tsongas
Higgins Murphy (FL) Van Hollen
Himes Napolitano Vargas
Hinojosa Neal Veasey
Honda Nolan Vela
Hoyer Norcross Velazquez
Huffman O’Rourke Visclosky
Israel Pallone Walz
Jackson Lee Pascrell Wasserman
Jeffries Payne Schultz
Johnson (GA) Pelosi Waters, Maxine
Johnson, E. B. Perlmutter Watson Coleman
Keating Peters Welch
Kelly (IL) Pingree Wilson (FL)
Kennedy Pocan Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—34
Adams Duckworth Nugent
Black Ellmers (NC) Price (NC)
Brown (FL) Fincher Rohrabacher
Buchanan Grijalva Rooney (FL)
Butterfield Gutierrez Rush
Byrne Harper Sanchez, Loretta
Carter (TX) Hastings Takai
Clawson (FL) Hudson Westmoreland
Clay Kaptur Whitfield
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Young (AK)
DeFazio Marino
DeGette Nadler

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

[ 1909

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

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

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 226, noes 168,
not voting 39, as follows:

[Roll No. 346]

This

AYES—226
Abraham Amodei Barton
Aderholt Babin Benishek
Allen Barletta Bilirakis
Amash Barr Bishop (MI)

Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harris

Heck (NV)
Hensarling

Aguilar
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline

Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts

NOES—168

Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dayvis, Danny
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Edwards
Ellison

Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Engel
Eshoo

Esty

Farr

Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Hahn

Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
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Johnson (GA) McNerney Schrader
Johnson, E. B. Meeks Scott (VA)
Keating Meng Scott, David
Kelly (IL) Moore Serrano
Kennedy Moulton Sewell (AL)
Kildee Murphy (FL) Sherman
Kilmer Napolitano Sires
Kind Neal o
Kuster Nolan Ziiilttilh(t\?\; A)
Langevin Norcross Spei
Larsen (WA) O’Rourke peler
Larson (CT) Pallone Swalwell (CA)
Lawrence Pascrell Takano
Lee Payne Thompson (CA)
Levin Pelosi Thompson (MS)
Lewis Perlmutter Titus
Lieu, Ted Peters Tonko
Lipinski Peterson Torres
Loebsack Pingree Tsongas
Lofgren Pocan Van Hollen
Lowenthal Polis Vargas
Lowey Quigley Veasey
Lujan Grisham Rangel Vela
(NM) Rice (NY) Velazquez
Lujan, Ben Ray  Richmond Visclosky
(NM) Roybal-Allard Walz
Lynch Ruiz Wasserman
Maloney, Ruppersberger Schultz
Carolyn Ryan (OH)

Maloney, Sean
Matsui

Sanchez, Linda
T.

Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch

McCollum Sarbanes N
McDermott Schakowsky Wilson (FL)
McGovern Schiff Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—39
Adams Duckworth Nadler
Black Ellmers (NC) Nugent
Brown (FL) Fincher Palazzo
Buchanan Grijalva Price (NC)
Butterfield Gutiérrez Rohrabacher
Byrne Harper Rooney (FL)
Carter (TX) Hartzler Rush
Clawson (FL) Hastings Sanchez, Loretta
Clay Hudson Takai
Crawford Kaptur Webster (FL)
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Westmoreland
DeFazio LaMalfa Whitfield
DeGette Marino Young (AK)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.

0 1914

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5485, FINANCIAL SERV-
ICES AND GENERAL GOVERN-
MENT  APPROPRIATIONS  ACT,
2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 794) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5485) mak-
ing appropriations for financial serv-
ices and general government for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2017,
and for other purposes, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

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

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
169, not voting 35, as follows:
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Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Babin
Barletta
Barr

Barton
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith

Aguilar

Ashford

Bass

Beatty

Becerra

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)

Brownley (CA)

Bustos

Capps

Capuano

[Roll No. 347]

YEAS—229

Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill
Holding
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer

NAYS—169

Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
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Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peterson
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dayvis, Danny
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Edwards
Ellison
Engel

Eshoo Lipinski Ruiz

Esty Loebsack Ruppersberger

Farr Lofgren Ryan (OH)

Foster Lowenthal Sanchez, Linda

Frankel (FL) Lowey T.

Fudge Lujan Grisham Sarbanes

Gabbard (NM) Schakowsky

Gallego Lujan, Ben Ray Schiff

Garamendi (NM) Schrader

Graham Lynch Scott (VA)

Grayson Maloney, Scott, David

Green, Al Carolyn Serrano

Green, Gene Maloney, Sean Sewell (AL)

Hahn Matsui Sherman

Heck (WA) McCollum ;

Higgins McDermott 21?:? &

H}mgs McGovern Slaughter

Hinojosa McNerney Smith (WA)

Honda Meeks ml.

Hoyer Meng Speier

Huffman Moore Swalwell (CA)

Israel Moulton Takano

Jackson Lee Murphy (FL) Thompson (CA)

Jeffries Napolitano Thompson MS)

Johnson (GA) Neal Titus

Johnson, E. B. Nolan Tonko

Jones Norcross Torres

Keating O’Rourke Tsongas

Kelly (IL) Pallone Van Hollen

Kennedy Pascrell Vargas

Kildee Payne Veasey

Kilmer Pelosi Vela

Kind Perlmutter Velazquez

Kuster Peters Visclosky

Langevin Pingree Walz

Larsen (WA) Pocan Wasserman

Larson (CT) Polis Schultz

Lawrence Quigley Waters, Maxine

Lee Rangel Watson Coleman

Levin Rice (NY) Welch

Lewis Richmond Wilson (FL)

Lieu, Ted Roybal-Allard Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—35

Adams Duckworth Nugent

Black Ellmers (NC) Price (NC)

Brown (FL) Fincher Rohrabacher

Buchanan Grija‘lva Rooney (FL)

Butterfield Gutierrez Rush

Byrne Harper Sanchez, Loretta

Carter (TX) Hastings Takai

clay Y Kaptr Wallcer

Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Westrporeland

DeFazio Marino Whitfield

DeGette Nadler Young (AK)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

0 1920

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

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

RECORDED VOTE

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

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 227, noes 172,
not voting 34, as follows:

[Roll No. 348]
AYES—227

The

This

Abraham Bishop (MI) Brooks (IN)
Aderholt Bishop (UT) Buck

Allen Blackburn Bucshon
Amodei Blum Burgess
Babin Bost Calvert
Barletta Boustany Carter (GA)
Barr Brady (TX) Chabot
Barton Brat Chaffetz
Benishek Bridenstine Coffman
Bilirakis Brooks (AL) Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hanna
Hardy
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill

Holding
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa

Aguilar
Amash
Ashford
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen

Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom

NOES—172

Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dayvis, Danny
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farr
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
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Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
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 (TIA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Hahn

Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind

Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee

Levin

Lewis
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Lieu, Ted O’Rourke Sherman
Lipinski Pallone Sinema
Loebsack Pascrell Sires
Lofgren Payne Slaughter
Lowenthal Pelosi Smith (WA)
Lowey Perlmutter Speier
Lujan Grisham Peters Swalwell (CA)
(NM) Peterson Takano
Lujan, Ben Ray Pingree Thompson (CA)
(NM) Poc‘em Thompson (MS)
Lynch Polis Titus
Maloney, Quigley Tonko
Carolyn Rangel Torres
Maloney, Sean Rice (NY) T
Massie Richmond songas
Matsui Roybal-Allara ~ van Hollen
McCollum Ruiz Vargas
McDermott Ruppersberger Veasey
McGovern Ryan (OH) Velg
McNerney Sanchez, Linda Velazquez
Meeks T. Visclosky
Meng Sarbanes Walz
Moore Schakowsky Wasserman
Moulton Schiff Schultz
Murphy (FL) Schrader Waters, Maxine
Napolitano Scott (VA) Watson Coleman
Neal Scott, David Welch
Nolan Serrano Wilson (FL)
Norcross Sewell (AL) Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—34
Adams Duckworth Nugent
Black Ellmers (NC) Price (NC)
Brown (FL) Fincher Rohrabacher
Buchanan Grijaelva Rooney (FL)
Butterfield Gutierrez Rush
Byrne Harper Sanchez, Loretta
Carter (TX) Hastings Takai
Clawson (FL) Hudson Westmoreland
Clay Kaptur Whitfield
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Young (AK)
DeFazio Marino
DeGette Nadler

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

0 1927

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SUPPORTING AMERICA’S
INNOVATORS ACT OF 2016

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4854) to amend the Invest-
ment Company Act of 1940 to expand
the investor limitation for qualifying
venture capital funds under an exemp-
tion from the definition of an invest-
ment company, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
GARRETT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 388, nays 9,
not voting 36, as follows:

[Roll No. 349]

YEAS—388
Abraham Barletta Bera
Aderholt Barr Beyer
Aguilar Barton Bilirakis
Allen Bass Bishop (GA)
Amodei Beatty Bishop (MI)
Ashford Becerra Bishop (UT)
Babin Benishek Blackburn

Blum
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Bost
Boustany
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Brownley (CA)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Calvert
Capps
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter (GA)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davidson
Dayvis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DeSaulnier
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Emmer (MN)
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi

Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hahn
Hanna
Hardy
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Honda
Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Israel
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
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Lummis
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Massie
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Quigley
Rangel
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Ryan (OH)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
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Schiff Stutzman Walker
Schrader Swalwell (CA) Walorski
Schweikert Takano Walters, Mimi
Scott (VA) Thompson (CA) Walz

Scott, Austin Thompson (MS) Wasserman
Scott, David Thompson (PA) Schultz

Sensenbrenner Thornberry Waters, Maxine
Serrano Tiberi Watson Coleman
Sessions Tipton Weber (TX)
Sewell (AL) Titus Webster (FL)
Sherman Tonko Welch
Shimkus Torres Wenstrup
Shuster Trott Westerman
Simpson Tsongas Williams
Sinema Turner Wilson (FL)
Sires Upton Wilson (SC)
Slaughter Valadao Wittman
Smith (MO) Van Hollen Womack
Smith (NE) Vargas Woodall
Smith (NJ) Veasey Yarmuth
Smith (TX) Vela Yoder
Smith (WA) Velazquez Yoho
Speier Visclosky Young (IA)
Stefanik Wagner Young (IN)
Stewart Walberg Zeldin
Stivers Walden Zinke
NAYS—9
Amash Gabbard McDermott
Capuano Griffith McGovern
Cohen Lynch Schakowsky
NOT VOTING—36
Adams DeGette Marino
Black Duckworth Nadler
Brown (FL) Ellmers (NC) Nugent
Buchanan Fincher Price (NC)
Butterfield Grayson Rohrabacher
Byrne Grijalva Rooney (FL)
Carter (TX) Gutiérrez Rush
Clawson (FL) Harper Sanchez, Loretta
Clay Hastings Takai
Curbelo (FL) Hudson Westmoreland
Davis (CA) Kaptur Whitfield
DeFazio Kirkpatrick Young (AK)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

O 1933

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

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FIX CROWDFUNDING ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4855) to amend provisions in
the securities laws relating to regula-
tion crowdfunding to raise the dollar
amount limit and to clarify certain re-
quirements and exclusions for funding
portals established by such Act, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
GARRETT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 394, nays 4,
not voting 35, as follows:

[Roll No. 350]

YEAS—3%4
Abraham Aguilar Amash
Aderholt Allen Amodei
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Babin
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Benishek
Bera
Beyer
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blum
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Bost
Boustany
Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Brownley (CA)
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Bustos
Calvert
Capps
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter (GA)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DeSaulnier
DesdJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Emmer (MN)
Engel
Eshoo
Esty

Farenthold
Farr
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs

Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graham
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Guthrie
Hahn

Hanna
Hardy

Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins

Hill

Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Honda

Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Israel

Issa

Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly

Jones
Jordan
Joyce

Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline

Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
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Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Massie
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nunes
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price, Tom
Quigley
Rangel
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)

Rogers (AL) Shuster Veasey

Rogers (KY) Simpson Vela

Rokita Sinema Velazquez
Ros-Lehtinen Sires Visclosky
Roskam Slaughter Wagner

Ross Smith (MO) Walberg
Rothfus Smith (NE) Walden

Rouzer Smith (NJ) Walker
Roybal-Allard Smith (TX) Walorski
Royce Smith (WA) Walters, Mimi
Ruiz Speier Walz
Ruppersberger Stefanik Wasserman
Russell Stewart Schultz
Ryan (OH) Stivers Waters, Maxine
Salmon Stutzman Watson Coleman
Sanchez, Linda Swalwell (CA) Weber (TX)

T. Takano Webster (FL)
Sanford Thompson (CA) Welch
Sarbanes Thompson (MS)  Wenstrup
Scalise Thompson (PA) Westerman
Schakowsky Thornberry Williams
Schiff Tiberi Wilson (FL)
Schrader Tipton Wilson (SC)
Schweikert Titus Wittman
Scott (VA) Tonko Womack
Scott, Austin Torres Woodall
Scott, David Trott Yarmuth
Sensenbrenner Tsongas Yoder
Serrano Turner Yoho
Sessions Upton Young (IA)
Sewell (AL) Valadao Young (IN)
Sherman Van Hollen Zeldin
Shimkus Vargas Zinke

NAYS—4
Ashford Cohen
Capuano Lynch
NOT VOTING—35
Adams Duckworth Nadler
Black Ellmers (NC) Nugent
Brown (FL) Fincher Price (NC)
Buchanan Grijalva Rohrabacher
Butterfield Gutiérrez Rooney (FL)
Byrne Harper Rush
Carter (TX) Hastings Sanchez, Loretta
Clawson (FL) Hudson Takai
Clay Kaptur
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick Westmoreland
DeFazio Marino Whitfield
DeGette McDermott Young (AK)
0 1941

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

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 5580

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my name be
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 5580.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BLUM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken later.
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TULE RIVER INDIAN RESERVA-
TION LAND TRUST, HEALTH,
AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
ACT

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4685) to take cer-
tain Federal lands located in Tulare
County, California, into trust for the
benefit of the Tule River Indian Tribe,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4685

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Tule River
Indian Reservation Land Trust, Health, and
Economic Development Act’.

SEC. 2. LANDS TO BE TAKEN INTO TRUST.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b),
valid, existing rights, and management
agreements related to easements and rights-
of-way, all right, title, and interest (includ-
ing improvements and appurtenances) of the
United States in and to the approximately 34
acres of Federal lands generally depicted on
the map titled ‘“‘Proposed Lands to be Held in
Trust for the Tule River Tribe” and dated
May 14, 2015, are hereby held in trust by the
United States for the benefit of the Tule
River Indian Tribe.

(b) EASEMENTS AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—For
the purposes of subsection (a), valid, existing
rights include any easement or right-of-way
for which an application is pending with the
Bureau of Land Management on the date of
the enactment of this Act. If such applica-
tion is denied upon final action, the wvalid,
existing right related to the application
shall cease to exist.

(c) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be on file and
available for public inspection at the office
of the California State Director, Bureau of
Land Management.

(d) CONVERSION OF
RIGHTS.—

(1) CONTINUITY OF USE.—Any person claim-
ing in good faith to have wvalid, existing
rights to lands taken into trust by this Act
may continue to exercise such rights to the
same extent that the rights were exercised
before the date of the enactment of this Act
until the Secretary makes a determination
on an application submitted under paragraph
(2)(B) or the application is deemed to be
granted under paragraph (3).

(2) NOTICE AND APPLICATION.—Consistent
with sections 2800 through 2880 of title 43,
Code of Federal Regulations, as soon as prac-
ticable after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary of the Interior shall
notify any person that claims to have valid,
existing rights, such as a management agree-
ment, easement, or other right-of-way, to
lands taken into trust under subsection (a)
that—

(A) such lands have been taken into trust;
and

(B) the person claiming the valid, existing
rights has 60 days to submit an application
to the Secretary requesting that the valid,
existing rights be converted to a long-term
easement or other right-of-way.

(3) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary of the
Interior shall grant or deny an application
submitted under paragraph (2)(B) not later
than 180 days after the application is sub-
mitted. Such a determination shall be con-
sidered a final action. If the Secretary does
not make a determination within 180 days
after the application is submitted, the appli-
cation shall be deemed to be granted.

VALID, EXISTING
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(e) RESTRICTION ON GAMING.—Lands taken
into trust pursuant to subsection (a) shall
not be considered to have been taken into
trust for, and shall not be eligible for, class
IT gaming or class III gaming (as those terms
are defined in section 4 of the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2703)).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. JopYy B. HICE) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. COSTA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCARTHY), the majority
leader.

0 1945

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the Tule River Indian
Tribe are constituents of mine, and I
believe that they have a right to self-
governance and local control.

This bill is about putting some un-
used Federal land in trust for the tribe.
More fundamentally, this is about giv-
ing the people who actually live in a
place more control over that land.

This is a good, practical rule of
thumb when it comes to governance.
People at the local level govern them-
selves best. That is definitely the case
when it comes to Native American
tribes. My principle is that Indian
tribes will use their land better than a
distant Federal Government, and we
should let them.

Today’s legislation transfers a rel-
atively small piece of land, only about
34 acres, but it will allow the Tule
River Tribe to unify their property,
giving them the freedom to live as they
choose. And that freedom has more
value than any amount of acreage.

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

Mr. Speaker, the members of the
Tule River Tribe are descendants of the
original inhabitants of the San Joaquin
Valley that occupied the territory
along the rivers and creeks flowing
from the Sierra Nevada Mountains and
Tulare Lake in south-central Cali-
fornia.

Like many other tribes in California
and around the country, the Tule River
people have suffered many injustices
and inequities over the years, including
forced removal and relocation of the
tribe to the roughly 54,000-acre reserva-
tion which they have resided in for 140
years.

H.R. 4685, and Mr. MCCARTHY, will
add to that existing land base by deem-
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ing that approximately 34 acres of Bu-
reau of Land Management land be held
in trust for the tribe. It is a small
amount of acreage in the bigger pic-
ture. This land is situated between the
tribal fee land and the reservation
land, near the only entrance to the res-
ervation, and it is entirely cut off from
Federal lands in the vicinity.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very small
amount of land, as I said, but as the
vice chairman of the tribe stated in
testimony before the committee,
“‘every acre of land is important’ to
the Tule River people.

I want to commend the sponsor of
the bill, Majority Leader Mr. MCCAR-
THY, for bringing this legislation to the
floor. It passed by unanimous consent.
I urge its quick adoption.

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

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I would just like to commend
my colleague, Majority Leader KEVIN
MCCARTHY, for his work on this impor-
tant piece of legislation, and I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 4685.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY
B. HICE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4685.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
FOUNDATION ACT

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 3844) to establish
the Energy and Minerals Reclamation
Foundation to encourage, obtain, and
use gifts, devises, and bequests for
projects to reclaim abandoned mine
lands and orphan oil and gas well sites,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3844

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bureau of
Land Management Foundation Act’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’” means the
Board of Directors of the Foundation.

(2) BLM.—The term ‘“BLM’ means the Bu-
reau of Land Management.

(3) CHAIRMAN.—The term ‘‘Chairman’’
means the Chairman of the Board.

(4) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’” means
an individual member of the Board.

(5) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation”
means the Bureau of Land Management
Foundation established by this Act.

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(7) NATIONAL CONSERVATION LANDS.—The
term ‘‘National Conservation Lands’ means
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the system of lands established by section

2002 of the Omnibus Public Lands Manage-

ment Act of 2009 (16 U.S.C. 7202).

(8) WILD FREE-ROAMING HORSES AND BUR-
ROS.—The term ‘‘wild free-roaming horses
and burros’ has the same meaning that term
has under section 2(b) of the Wild Free-
Roaming Horses And Burros Act Of 1971 (16
U.S.C. 1332(b)).

(9) ORPHANED OIL AND GAS WELL SITES.—The
term ‘‘orphaned oil and gas well sites”
means all onshore oil and gas wells in the
United States that have no responsible or
liable parties and that—

(A) are located on federally managed lands;

(B) are located on lands or minerals that
were federally managed at the time oil and
gas operations were initiated; or

(C) adversely impact the health or produc-
tivity of Federal lands.

(10) ABANDONED MINE LANDS.—The term
‘“‘abandoned mine lands’ means all hard rock
mines in the United States that were aban-
doned before January 1, 1981, and all coal
mines in the United States that were aban-
doned before August 3, 1977, and that—

(A) are located on federally managed lands;

(B) are located on lands or minerals that
were federally managed at the time mining
operations were initiated; or

(C) adversely impact the health or produc-
tivity of Federal lands.

SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSES OF THE
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
FOUNDATION.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
the Bureau of Land Management Foundation
as a charitable and nonprofit corporation
that shall not be considered an agency or es-
tablishment of the United States.

(b) PURPOSES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The purposes of the Foun-
dation are to—

(A) encourage, accept, obtain, administer,
and use private gifts of money, devises, and
bequests of real and personal property for
the benefit of, or in connection with, the ac-
tivities and services of the BLM described in
subparagraph (B);

(B) undertake, conduct, and encourage pro-
grams and activities that support—

(i) educational, technical, scientific, and
other assistance or activities that support
the management of BLM lands in regard to—

(I) wild free-roaming horses and burros;

(IT) fish and wildlife and their habitats;

(IIT) National Conservation Lands;

(IV) recreation resources; and

(V) cultural and historic resources; and

(ii) activities that support the reclamation
and remediation of—

(I) abandoned mine lands;

(IT) orphaned oil and gas well sites; or

(ITI) public lands impacted by development
connected to mineral exploration and devel-
opment activities.

(2) INCLUDED RECLAMATION ACTIVITIES.—
Reclamation activities under paragraph
(1)(B) should include, but not be limited to,
the remediation of soil and water contamina-
tion, the restoration of wildlife habitat in
order to restore the natural, scenic, historic,
cultural, and ecological values of such areas,
or the promotion of the economic potential
of such areas.

(¢) ACTIVITIES OF THE FOUNDATION AND THE
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT.—The activi-
ties of the Foundation authorized under this
Act shall be supplemental to and shall not
preempt any authority or responsibility of
the BLM under any other provision of law.

(d) RANGE OF FOUNDATION ACTIVITIES.—The
activities and grants made by the Founda-
tion under subsection (b)(1)(B) that are not
subject to limitations under section 5(d)(4)
shall be undertaken in equal proportion
under clauses (i) and (ii) of subsection
)(D)(B).
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SEC. 4. BOARD OF DIRECTORS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND MEMBERSHIP.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation shall
have a governing Board of Directors, which
shall consist of no more than 9 members,
each of whom shall be a United States cit-
izen.

(2) REQUIREMENTS OF MEMBERS.—Of the ap-
pointed members of the Board—

(A) at least 3 shall have education or expe-
rience in natural, cultural, conservation, or
other resource management, law, research,
or advocacy;

(B) at least 3 shall have education or expe-
rience in energy and minerals development,
reclamation, or remediation; and

(C) up to 3 shall be appointed as at-large
members.

(3) EX OFFICIO MEMBER.—The Director of
the Bureau of Land Management, or a des-
ignee of the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management, shall be an ex officio non-
voting member of the Board.

(b) APPOINTMENT AND TERMS.—

(1) INITIAL APPOINTMENT.—Not later than 1
year after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall appoint the mem-
bers of the Board in accordance with para-
graph (6) who, except as otherwise provided
in paragraph (2), shall be appointed for terms
of 6 years.

(2) STAGGERED APPOINTMENTS.—In appoint-
ing the initial members of the Board, the
Secretary shall appoint, as determined to be
appropriate by the Secretary—

(A) one-third of the members to serve an
initial term of 2 years;

(B) one-third of the members to serve an
initial term of 4 years; and

(C) one-third of the members to serve an
initial term of 6 years.

(3) VACANCY.—A vacancy on the Board
shall be—

(A) filled not later than 60 days after the
vacancy occurs, in the manner of which the
original appointment was made; and

(B) for the balance of the term of the indi-
vidual who was replaced.

(4) REMOVAL.—A Director may be removed
from the Board by a majority vote of the
Board if the individual misses 3 consecutive
regularly scheduled meetings.

(6) TERM LIMIT.—In no case may an indi-
vidual serve more than 12 consecutive years
on the Board.

(6) NOMINATIONS.—The Secretary shall pub-
lish a solicitation in the Federal Register
seeking nominations from the public of indi-
viduals for appointment to the Board. Such
solicitation shall be open for a period of 30
days. Nominations submitted shall not be
binding, but the Secretary shall give consid-
eration to the names received. Within 30
days after the end of such period, the Sec-
retary shall appoint members who comply
with the requirements of subsection (a)(2),
and publish the names and backgrounds of
those appointed in the Federal Register.

(7) REPRESENTATION OF DIVERSE AREAS OF
EXPERTISE.—In appointing the members of
the Board the Secretary shall seek to ap-
point, and may give preference to, individ-
uals who have experience with State or local
government partnerships and represent di-
verse areas of expertise.

(¢) CHAIRMAN.—The Chairman—

(1) shall be elected by the Board from its
members for a 2-year term; and

(2) may be reelected as Chairman while
serving as a Director.

(d) QUORUM.—A majority of the current
voting membership of the Board shall con-
stitute a quorum for the transaction of busi-
ness.

(e) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet at the
call of the Chairman at least once a year.

(f) REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES.—Serving
as a Director shall not constitute employ-
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ment by the United States Government for
any purpose. Members of the Board shall
serve without pay other than reimbursement
for the actual and necessary traveling and
subsistence expenses incurred in the per-
formance of their duties for the Foundation
in accordance with section 5703 of title 5,
United States Code.

(g) GENERAL POWERS.—The Board may
complete the organization of the Foundation
by appointing officers and employees, adopt-
ing a constitution and bylaws consistent
with the purposes of the Foundation and this
Act, and undertaking other such acts as may
be necessary to function and to carry out the
provisions of this title.

(h) OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES.—Officers and
employees of the Foundation may not be ap-
pointed until the Foundation has sufficient
funds to pay them for their service. Appoint-
ment as an officer or employee of the Foun-
dation shall not constitute employment by
the United States.

(1) LIMITATION AND CONFLICTS OF INTER-
EST.—

(1) PROHIBITION ON POLITICAL CAMPAIGN AC-
TIVITY.—The Foundation shall not partici-
pate or intervene in a political campaign on
behalf of any candidate for public office.

(2) CONFLICT OF INTEREST.—No Director, of-
ficer, or employee of the Foundation shall
participate, directly or indirectly, in the
consideration or determination of any par-
ticular matter before the Foundation affect-
ing—

(A) the financial interests of that Director,
officer, employee, or an immediate family
member of such Director, officer, or em-
ployee; or

(B) the interests of any corporation, part-
nership, entity, or organization in which
such Director, officer, employee, or an im-
mediate family member of such Director, of-
ficer, or employee—

(i) is an officer, director, or trustee; or

(ii) has any direct financial interest.

(3) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENDI-
TURE.—Starting in the fifth fiscal year be-
ginning after the date of the enactment of
this Act, of the amounts available to the
Foundation for expenditure each fiscal year,
not more than 15 percent may be used for ad-
ministrative expenses.

SEC. 5. POWERS AND OBLIGATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation—

(1) shall have perpetual succession; and

(2) may conduct business throughout the
several States, territories, and possessions of
the United States.

(b) NOTICE AND SERVICE OF PROCESS.—The
Foundation shall at all times maintain a
designated agent in the District of Columbia
authorized to accept service of process for
the Foundation. The serving of notice to, or
service of process upon, the agent required
under this subsection, or mailed to the busi-
ness address of such agent, shall be treated
as service upon or notice to the Foundation.

(c) SEAL.—The Foundation shall have an
official seal selected by the Board, which
shall be judicially noticed.

(d) POWERS.—In addition to powers other-
wise authorized under this Act, to carry out
its purposes the Foundation shall have the
usual powers of a not-for-profit corporation
in the District of Columbia, including the
power to—

(1) accept, receive, solicit, hold, admin-
ister, and use any gift, devise, or bequest, ei-
ther absolutely or in trust, of real or per-
sonal property or any income therefrom or
other interest therein;

(2) acquire by donation, gift, devise, pur-
chase, or exchange, and dispose of, any real
or personal property or interest therein;

(3) sell, donate, lease, invest, reinvest, re-
tain, or otherwise dispose of any property or
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income therefrom unless limited by the in-
strument of transfer;

(4) accept, receive, solicit, hold, admin-
ister, and use any gift, devise, or bequest, at
the request of the donor thereof, strictly and
exclusively for any purpose set forth in sec-
tion 3(b), and such use shall include the ex-
penditure of funds or use of property for rea-
sonable administrative expenses related to
actions to carry out the bequest;

(5) borrow money and issue bonds, deben-
tures, or other debt instruments;

(6) sue and be sued, and complain and de-
fend itself in any court of competent juris-
diction, except that the Directors of the
Board shall not be personally liable, except
for gross negligence;

(7) enter into contracts or other arrange-
ments with public agencies, private organi-
zations, and persons and to make such pay-
ments as may be necessary to carry out the
purposes thereof; and

(8) do any and all acts necessary and prop-
er to carry out the purposes of the Founda-
tion.

(e) PROPERTY.—

(1) ACCEPTANCE OF PROPERTY.—A gift, de-
vise, or bequest of real property may be ac-
cepted by the Foundation even though it is
encumbered, restricted, or subject to bene-
ficial interests of private persons if any cur-
rent or future interest therein is for the ben-
efit of the Foundation.

(2) REFUSAL OF PROPERTY.—The Founda-
tion may, in its discretion, decline any gift,
devise, or bequest of real or personal prop-
erty.

(3) TITLE AND INTEREST IN REAL PROP-
ERTY.—For the purposes of this Act, an in-
terest in real property shall be treated as in-
cluding mineral and water rights, rights-of-
way, and easements, appurtenant or in gross.

(4) CONDEMNATION OF REAL PROPERTY PRO-
HIBITED.—No lands or waters, or interests
therein, that are owned by the Foundation
shall be subject to condemnation by any
State or political subdivision, or any agent
of instrumentality thereof.

(5) LIMITATION ON THE ACQUISITION OF REAL
PROPERTY.—The Foundation shall not use
any funds to purchase real property, unless
such property is to be used by the Founda-
tion for administrative or other support pur-
poses or is an easement for right-of-way ac-
cess necessary to utilize, manage, or other-
wise dispose of any bequest or gift of real
property to the Foundation.

SEC. 6. ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES AND SUP-
PORT.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT SUPPORT.—For fiscal
years 2017 through 2019, the Foundation may
accept Federal funds from a Federal agency
under any other Federal law for use by the
Foundation for the purposes of assisting the
Foundation in establishing an office and
meeting initial administrative, project, and
other expenses in conformance with this Act.

(b) ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES.—The Sec-
retary may provide personnel, facilities,
equipment, and other administrative serv-
ices to the Foundation with such limitations
and on such terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary shall establish. The Foundation may
reimburse the Secretary for any support pro-
vided under this subsection, in whole or in
part, and any reimbursement received by the
Secretary under this subsection shall be de-
posited into the Treasury to the credit of the
appropriations then current and chargeable
for the cost of providing the services.

SEC. 7. VOLUNTEERS.

The Secretary may accept, without regard
to the civil service classification laws, rules,
and regulations, the services of the Founda-
tion, the Board, and the offices, employees,
or agents of the Foundation, without com-
pensation from the Department of the Inte-
rior, as volunteers for the performance of the
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functions under section 307(d) of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1737(d)).

SEC. 8. AUDITS AND REPORTS REQUIREMENTS.

(a) AUDITS.—For purposes of section 10101
of title 36, United States Code, the Founda-
tion shall be treated as a corporation in part
B of subtitle II of such title.

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Foundation shall
transmit at the end of each fiscal year a re-
port to Congress of its proceedings and ac-
tivities during that fiscal year, including—

(1) a full and complete statement of its re-
ceipts, expenditures, and investments;

(2) a description of all acquisition and dis-
posal of real property by the Foundation;

(3) a detailed statement of the recipient,
amount, and purpose of each grant made by
the Foundation; and

(4) a copy of any audit prepared for the
Foundation in the previous fiscal year.

SEC. 9. UNITED STATES RELEASE FROM LIABIL-
ITY.

The United States shall not be liable for
any debts, defaults, acts, or omissions of the
Foundation, nor shall the full faith and cred-
it of the United States extend to any obliga-
tions of the Foundation.

SEC. 10. RELIEF WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN
FOUNDATION ACTS OR FAILURE TO
ACT.

The Attorney General may petition in the
United States District Court for the District
of Columbia for such equitable relief as may
be necessary or appropriate if the Founda-
tion engages in any act, practice, or policy
that is inconsistent with this Act or the by-
laws of the Foundation.

SEC. 11. LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY.

Nothing in this Act authorizes the Founda-
tion to perform any function the authority
for which is exclusively provided to the BLM
under any other provision of law.

SEC. 12. LIMITATIONS ON USE OF FUNDS.

Amounts available to, or provided by, the
Foundation shall not be used for—

(1) any activity the purpose of which is to
influence legislation pending before Con-
gress; or

(2) any activity inconsistent with this Act.
SEC. 13. CLARIFICATION ON FUNDING.

No additional funds are authorized to carry
out the requirements of this Act. Such re-
quirements shall be carried out using
amounts otherwise authorized.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. JoDpY B. HICE) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to be the au-
thor of H.R. 3844, the Bureau of Land
Management Foundation Act. This leg-
islation is one part of the Natural Re-
sources Committee’s response to the
complex, technical, legal, educational,
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and funding-related challenges for
abandoned mine lands, also referred to
as AML, as well as orphan oil and gas
sites across the country. These issues
were highlighted last year with the
EPA’s Gold King and Standard Mine
spills in Colorado’s Animas River.

I am happy to present this piece of
legislation as part of a comprehensive
response to the Gold King spill and am
glad that it comes less than 1 year
from the anniversary of that disaster. I
hope the other bills, H.R. 3734, au-
thored by the gentleman from Nevada
(Mr. HARDY), and H.R. 3843, authored
by Energy and Mineral Resources Sub-
committee Chairman LAMBORN, will
also be considered by the House soon.

H.R. 3844 seeks to address part of the
funding-related challenge for aban-
doned mine lands and orphan oil and
gas well sites by creating a foundation.
Based on other successful models for
the national park system, the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, and the U.S.
Forest Service, this foundation would
solicit private contributions to reme-
diate sites that were abandoned prior
to the enactment of the Surface Mining
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977
and the implementation of the Bureau
of Land Management’s mining regula-
tion of January 1, 1981.

Mr. Speaker, I want to take a mo-
ment to thank the ranking member of
the Energy and Mineral Resources Sub-
committee, Mr. LOWENTHAL of Cali-
fornia, for his willingness to work in a
bipartisan manner to help sharpen the
focus of the foundation, while also al-
lowing the foundation to solicit private
donations to help aid the broader mis-
sion of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. I strongly believe that this bill
represents our collective ability to
work in a bipartisan manner at a time
when many people say we can’t do so,
so I thank the gentleman very much
for his cooperation and input.

In addition to reclamation of mines
and wells, the foundation would also
supplement educational, technical, sci-
entific, and other assistance or activi-
ties that support the management of
wild free-roaming horses and burros,
fish and wildlife and their habitats, Na-
tional Conservation Lands, recreation
resources, and cultural and historic re-
sources.

Those individuals who donate to the
foundation will be able to direct how
they would like their money to be
used, and any general donations would
be divided equally amongst the two
areas of the foundation. This, in turn,
grows the pie and the slice that will go
toward fixing legacy mine sites.

I am pleased that the end product of
our bipartisan work will greatly in-
volve the private sector in ways that
will help us prevent future events like
the EPA spill in Colorado. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 3844.

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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H.R. 3844 is a bipartisan bill that I
am proud to have worked cooperatively
on with Mr. HICE and the Natural Re-
sources Committee.

H.R. 3844 would establish a charitable
foundation to support the mission and
activities of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement. Congress has chartered a
number of similar foundations to serve
as partners to our land management
agencies, including the National Park
Foundation, the National Fish and
Wildlife Foundation, and the National
Forest Foundation.

By establishing a Bureau of Land
Management Foundation, H.R. 3844 will
provide the BLM with an important
partner and allow private individuals
and corporations to support the Bu-
reau’s diverse mission, which includes
activities such as managing wild
horses, protecting cultural resources,
and cleaning up abandoned mines.

Again, I join with my colleague, and
I would like to commend my colleague,
Mr. HICE, and the committee for work-
ing with me so that we, together, could
put together this final bipartisan lan-
guage that was adopted in the Natural
Resources Committee and that we are
voting on today.

The establishment of a Bureau of
Land Management Foundation is long
overdue, and I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

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

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr.
Speaker, again, I just want to say a
huge thank you to the ranking member
for his willingness to work with us. It
has been an honor, indeed, to work
with him.

I am pleased with this end product,
and I urge the support of our col-
leagues and the passage of H.R. 3844.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JODY
B. HICcE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3844, as
amended.

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

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to establish the Bu-
reau of Land Management Foundation
to encourage, obtain, and use gifts, de-
vises, and bequests for projects for the
benefit of, or in connection with, ac-
tivities and services of the Bureau of
Land Management, and for other pur-
poses.”’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SENIOR SAFE ACT OF 2016

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4538) to provide immunity from
suit for certain individuals who dis-
close potential examples of financial
exploitation of senior citizens, and for
other purposes, as amended.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4538

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Senior Safe
Act of 2016”.

SEC. 2. IMMUNITY.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act—

(1) the term ‘“‘Bank Secrecy Act Officer”
means an individual responsible for ensuring
compliance with the requirements mandated
by subchapter II of chapter 53 of title 31,
United States Code;

(2) the term ‘broker-dealer’” means a
broker or dealer, as those terms are defined,
respectively, in section 3(a) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78c(a));

(3) the term ‘‘covered agency’ means—

(A) a State financial regulatory agency, in-
cluding a State securities or law enforce-
ment authority and a State insurance regu-
lator;

(B) each of the Federal financial institu-
tions regulatory agencies;

(C) the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion;

(D) a law enforcement agency;

(E) and State or local agency responsible
for administering adult protective service
laws; and

(F) a State attorney general.

(4) the term ‘‘covered financial institu-
tion” means—

(A) a credit union;

(B) a depository institution;

(C) an investment advisor;

(D) a broker-dealer;

(E) an insurance company; and

(F) a State attorney general.

(5) the term ‘‘credit union” means a Fed-
eral credit union, State credit union, or
State-chartered credit union, as those terms
are defined in section 101 of the Federal
Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C. 1752);

(6) the term ‘‘depository institution’ has
the meaning given the term in section 3(c) of
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C.
1813(c));

(7) the term ‘‘exploitation’” means the
fraudulent or otherwise illegal, unauthor-
ized, or improper act or process of an indi-
vidual, including a caregiver or fiduciary,
that—

(A) uses the resources of a senior citizen
for monetary personal benefit, profit, or
gain; or

(B) results in depriving a senior citizen of
rightful access to or use of benefits, re-
sources, belongings or assets;

(8) the term ‘‘Federal financial institutions
regulatory agencies’ has the meaning given
the term in section 1003 of the Federal Fi-
nancial Institutions Examination Council
Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3302);

(9) the term ‘“‘investment adviser’’ has the
meaning given the term in section 202 of the
Investment Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C.
80b-2);

(10) the term ‘‘insurance company’’ has the
meaning given the term in section 2(a) of the
Investment Company Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C.
80a-2(a));

(11) the term ‘‘registered representative’’
means an individual who represents a
broker-dealer in effecting or attempting to
affect a purchase or sale of securities;

(12) the term ‘‘senior citizen’” means an in-
dividual who is not less than 65 years of age;

(13) the term ‘‘State insurance regulator’”
has the meaning given such term in section
315 of the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act (15 U.S.C.
6735); and

(14) the term ‘‘State securities or law en-
forcement authority’ has the meaning given
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the term in section 24(f)(4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78x(f)(4)).

(b) IMMUNITY FROM SUIT.—

(1) IMMUNITY FOR INDIVIDUALS.—An indi-
vidual who has received the training de-
scribed in section 3 shall not be liable, in-
cluding in any civil or administrative pro-
ceeding, for disclosing the possible exploi-
tation of a senior citizen to a covered agency
if the individual, at the time of the disclo-
sure—

(A) served as a supervisor, compliance offi-
cer (including a Bank Secrecy Act Officer),
or registered representative for a covered fi-
nancial institution; and

(B) made the disclosure with reasonable
care including reasonable efforts to avoid
disclosure other than to a covered agency.

(2) IMMUNITY FOR COVERED FINANCIAL INSTI-
TUTIONS.—A covered financial institution
shall not be liable, including in any civil or
administrative proceeding, for a disclosure
made by an individual described in para-
graph (1) if—

(A) the individual was employed by, or, in
the case of a registered representative, affili-
ated or associated with, the covered finan-
cial institution at the time of the disclosure;
and

(B) before the time of the disclosure, the
covered financial institution provided the
training described in section 3 to each indi-
vidual described in section 3(a).

SEC. 3. TRAINING REQUIRED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—A covered financial insti-
tution may provide training described in
subsection (b)(1) to each officer or employee
of, or registered representative affiliated or
associated with, the covered financial insti-
tution who—

(1) is described in section 2(b)(1)(A);

(2) may come into contact with a senior
citizen as a regular part of the duties of the
officer, employee, or registered representa-
tive; or

(3) may review or approve the financial
documents, records, or transactions of a sen-
ior citizen in connection with providing fi-
nancial services to a senior citizen.

(b) TRAINING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The training described in
this paragraph shall—

(A) instruct any individual attending the
training on how to identify and report the
suspected exploitation of a senior citizen;

(B) discuss the need to protect the privacy
and respect the integrity of each individual
customer of a covered financial institution;
and

(C) be appropriate to the job responsibil-
ities of the individual attending the training.

(2) TIMING.—The training required under
subsection (a) shall be provided as soon as
reasonably practicable but not later than 1
year after the date on which an officer, em-
ployee, or registered representative begins
employment with or becomes affiliated or
associated with the covered financial insti-
tution.

(3) BANK SECRECY ACT OFFICER.—An indi-
vidual who is designated as a compliance of-
ficer under an anti-money laundering pro-
gram established pursuant to section 5318(h)
of title 31, United States Code, shall be
deemed to have received the training de-
scribed under this subsection.

SEC. 4. RELATIONSHIP TO STATE LAW.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
preempt or limit any provision of State law,
except only to the extent that section 2 pro-
vides a greater level of protection against li-
ability to an individual described in section
2(b)(1) or to a covered financial institution
described in section 2(b)(2) than is provided
under State law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. MAXINE
WATERS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and add
extraneous material to the bill therein.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4538. It is the Senior Safe Act of 2016,
and I would like to thank the sponsors,
principally the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. POLIQUIN), also the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. MULVANEY),
for all of their hard work in bringing
this bill to the floor of the House
today.

Mr. Speaker, we spend a lot of time
in our committee and this Congress de-
bating ways in which we can help
Americans achieve a secure and dig-
nified retirement. And while there are
often disagreements about how to
achieve that goal, one issue that is not
debatable is that we must do every-
thing in our power to stop fraudsters
and scam artists from preying on the
vulnerable senior citizen.

Currently, Americans over the age of
50 account for roughly 75 percent, over
three-quarters of the financial assets of
the U.S.; and unfortunately, one in five
of those seniors, that is 20 percent,
over the age of 65, have been the victim
of fraud—one in five. Think of that.
This costs senior citizens almost $2.9
billion every year, not to mention the
stress and the pain that comes along
with it for a person who has been vic-
timized, trying to rebuild their finan-
cial security.

Oftentimes, employees of banks or fi-
nancial advisers are on the front lines
against such fraud when they see that
one of their clients may be a potential
target. Unfortunately, current laws
make it very difficult for employees of
such institutions to report the occur-
rences of those frauds.

So what do we do? We come to the
floor tonight for something called the
Senior Safe Act.

What does it do? It provides a very
simple fix that would allow a super-
visor or a compliance officer of a bank
or investment adviser to report in-
stances of fraud to a Federal or State
regulator so long as they reported the
matter in good faith and, of course,
with reasonable care.

O 2000

Employees at these institutions want
to protect their clients just as much as
any regulator does, and so this bill
would allow them to speak up when
they see fraud that is being unreported.
This bill passed the Financial Services
Committee last month unanimously, so
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I encourage all my colleagues in the
House to support it today.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 45638 is a bill in-
tended to better aid our law enforce-
ment agencies, State and Federal regu-
lators, and agencies assisting seniors
to quickly respond to and prevent fi-
nancial abuse of elders.

Currently, financial institutions such
as banks, credit unions, and financial
advisers are required to report sus-
picious activity, including cases of sus-
pected abuse of our Nation’s seniors.
Nevertheless, industry has raised con-
cerns that they are prevented from
doing so out of fear that they might
later be sued.

Even though our regulators have
taken considerable steps to allay such
concerns, it seems that congressional
action may be necessary to ensure that
financial institutions take actions to
stop elders from being swindled in their
vulnerable years.

Like Ms. SINEMA, I also want to en-
sure that when any employee at a fi-
nancial institution sees something sus-
picious, she immediately says some-
thing to the appropriate authorities
and regulators. Indeed, I recently in-
troduced legislation with a similar ob-
jective of ensuring the continued flow
of critically important reporting of
suspicious activity as it relates to ter-
rorism, money laundering, and other
serious illicit activities.

Although it is not explicitly specified
in the legislation before us today, the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau
should also use its existing authority
to set standards for this training, and
is authorized to ensure that the train-
ing is being conducted.

H.R. 4538 is a good first step, but
should not be the end of our efforts to
rein in elder abuse. For example, State
regulators are going further and man-
dating that financial firms make such
reports to authorities instead of mak-
ing the reports voluntary. The States
and FINRA, the regulator of broker-
dealers, also want to authorize finan-
cial advisers to put holds on financial
transactions before a swindler can run
off with the retirement savings of our
Nation’s grandparents.

Finally, I would like to acknowledge
the numerous changes Ms. SINEMA has
incorporated to improve the bill. These
edits ensure that the bill covers all fi-
nancial institutions and will enhance
reporting of suspected elder abuse.
However, more changes are still needed
before the bill can be enacted, includ-
ing language suggested by the Office of
the Comptroller of the Currency, the
Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau, and other advocates. I hope that
the Senate’s sponsors will work with
the administration and others to en-
sure their suggested changes are incor-
porated into the bill before it is en-
acted into law.
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However, today, Mr. Speaker, I sup-
port H.R. 4538.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN)
who has brought so much to this com-
mittee, and I very much appreciate all
of his hard work on that and especially
on the legislation that is here before us
today.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman.

Our great State of Maine has the old-
est average age in the country. Like
thousands of fellow Mainers, I help
care for my special 86- and 88-year-old
parents.

Now, it is scary to realize that our
vulnerable seniors, whom we love so
much, are increasingly being victim-
ized by aggressive financial scams.
This fraud is costing them not only
sleepless nights, but about $3 billion
each year.

So today, Mr. Speaker, here in the
House, Republicans and Democrats
have a chance to show our compassion
and to help our seniors.

Now, our Senior Safe Act will help
local bank and credit union tellers and
retirement and insurance advisers and
others to identify and stop these
crimes before they happen. Our bill en-
ables professionals in the financial sec-
tor and the institutions they work for
to report this crookery to the proper
authorities. We must do everything hu-
manly possible, Mr. Speaker, to stop
these scams before our parents and
grandparents are fooled into draining
and transferring their savings accounts
and their nest eggs.

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the op-
portunity to work with Democrat Con-
gresswoman SINEMA and Congressman
MURPHY of Florida and for Republican
Congressman MULVANEY to write this
important legislation. I thank Chair-
man HENSARLING and Chairman GAR-
RETT for quickly moving this bill
through our Financial Services Com-
mittee.

I also want to congratulate and
thank our Maine Senator, SUSAN COL-
LINS, for authoring the original legisla-
tion in the Senate. I am proud to work
and join with Senator COLLINS by au-
thoring this companion legislation
here in the House. As we all know in
Maine and throughout the country,
Senator COLLINS has been a national
leader and a champion on all sorts of
issues important to aging adults
throughout our country.

Finally, I want to thank Judy Shaw,
Maine’s Securities Administrator, who
has been instrumental in developing
this type of program in our great State
of Maine where it has been so success-
ful in preventing financial fraud
against our seniors.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we Americans are
facing many challenges here at home
and abroad. But that doesn’t mean that
we can’t find solutions that we can
agree upon—commonsense solutions—
to the serious problems that hurt our
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seniors, and this is one case. As a re-
sult, Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues, both Republicans and Demo-
crats, to support the Senior Safe Act.

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

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the chairman, Ranking Member
WATERS, Congressman POLIQUIN, Con-
gressman MURPHY of Florida, and Con-
gressman MULVANEY for working with
me on our bipartisan legislation to
help law enforcement combat senior fi-
nancial exploitation.

In 2014, Tinna Kay Lujan, while em-
ployed as a certified nursing assistant
at Amber Lights, an assisted living fa-
cility in Tucson, my home State of Ari-
zona, took 87-year-old Donald Hansen
out of his facility and into her own
home where he was later found dehy-
drated and suffering from an infection.

Lujan not only moved Mr. Hansen
into her home against his will, she also
exploited him financially. As reported
in the Arizona Republic, Washington
Federal Bank staff contacted law en-
forcement because they were sus-
picious when Lujan and Hansen, who
had been a long-time customer, visited
the bank together.

Ms. Lujan provided the bank with a
power-of-attorney document signed by
Hansen. She also requested bank cards
and checks from Hansen’s accounts and
added Hansen’s grandchildren as bene-
ficiaries. But bank staff knew that
Hansen had no grandchildren, and later
they learned those beneficiaries were,
in fact, Ms. Lujan’s children.

Donald Hansen is only one of thou-
sands of Arizona seniors who are vic-
tims of financial exploitation every
year. Recent studies estimate that
nearly one in five American seniors
may be a target for fraud or financial
abuse, and seniors lose at least $2.9 bil-
lion annually to financial exploitation.

But even when financial institutions
suspect abuse, the abuse may go
unpunished because current laws lack
flexibility to allow these companies to
report suspected abuse to authorities.
Our bill, the Senior Safe Act, helps in-
dividuals and financial institutions
communicate with appropriate agen-
cies when they suspect financial ex-
ploitation of seniors.

The bill also encourages firms to
train employees to identify and stop fi-
nancial fraud targeting seniors.

Seniors deserve to retire with dig-
nity, and they shouldn’t have to worry
that their hard-earned savings are at
risk of fraud. Our legislation protects
these firms and advisers from liability
when they report suspected financial
exploitation of a senior citizen.

It is a commonsense solution to help
ensure financial institutions can iden-
tify fraud, report it, and stop financial
abuse of the elderly.

Again, I thank my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle for their work and
support to protect seniors and end fi-
nancial exploitation.
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Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Speaker, I have no further requests
for time, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for her work and her
bipartisan effort on this legislation. I
very, very much, as I said, thank the
gentleman from Maine for all of his
contributions to the Financial Services
Committee.

Mr. Speaker, today I urge unanimous
support in the House like we had in
committee.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
GARRETT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4538, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
AUTHORIZATION OF THE USE OF
ACTIVE CAPACITY OF THE

FONTENELLE RESERVOIR

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2273) to amend the Colorado
River Storage Project Act to authorize
the use of the active capacity of the
Fontenelle Reservoir, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2273

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. AUTHORITY TO MAKE ENTIRE ACTIVE
CAPACITY OF FONTENELLE RES-
ERVOIR AVAILABLE FOR USE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior, in cooperation with the State of Wyoming,
may amend the Definite Plan Report for the
Seedskadee Project authorized under the first
section of the Act of April 11, 1956 (commonly
known as the ‘““Colorado River Storage Project
Act” (43 U.S.C. 620)) to provide for the study,
design, planning, and construction activities
that will enable the use of all active storage ca-
pacity (as may be defined or limited by legal,
hydrologic, structural, engineering, economic,
and environmental considerations) of Fontenelle
Dam and Reservoir, including the placement of
sufficient riprap on the upstream face of
Fontenelle Dam to allow the active storage ca-
pacity of Fontenelle Reservoir to be used for
those purposes for which the Seedskadee Project
was authorized.

(b) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Interior
may enter into any contract, grant, cooperative
agreement, or other agreement that is necessary
to carry out subsection (a).

(2) STATE OF WYOMING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall enter into a cooperative agreement
with the State of Wyoming to work in coopera-
tion and collaboratively with the State of Wyo-
ming for planning, design, related
preconstruction activities, and construction of
any modification of the Fontenelle Dam under
subsection (a).

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The cooperative agree-
ment under subparagraph (A4) shall, at a min-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

imum, specify the responsibilities of the Sec-
retary of the Interior and the State of Wyoming
with respect to—

(i) completing the planning and final design
of the modification of the Fontenelle Dam under
subsection (a);

(ii) any environmental and cultural resource
compliance activities required for the modifica-
tion of the Fontenelle Dam under subsection (a)
including compliance with—

(I) the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.);

(II) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); and

(I11) subdivision 2 of division A of subtitle 111
of title 54, United States Code; and

(iii) the construction of the modification of the
Fontenelle Dam under subsection (a).

(c) FUNDING BY STATE OF WYOMING.—Pursu-
ant to the Act of March 4, 1921 (41 Stat. 1404,
chapter 161; 43 U.S.C. 395), and as a condition
of providing any additional storage under sub-
section (a), the State of Wyoming shall provide
to the Secretary of the Interior funds for any
work carried out under subsection (a).

(d) OTHER CONTRACTING AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Interior
may enter into contracts with the State of Wyo-
ming, on such terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary of the Interior and the State of Wyoming
may agree, for division of any additional active
capacity made available under subsection (a).

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Unless otherwise
agreed to by the Secretary of the Interior and
the State of Wyoming, a contract entered into
under paragraph (1) shall be subject to the
terms and conditions of Bureau of Reclamation
Contract No. 14-06-400-2474 and Bureau of Rec-
lamation Contract No. 14-06-400-6193.

SEC. 2. SAVINGS PROVISIONS.

Unless expressly provided in this Act, nothing
in this Act modifies, conflicts with, preempts, or
otherwise affects—

(1) the Act of December 31, 1928 (43 U.S.C. 617
et seq.) (commonly known as the ‘“‘Boulder Can-
yon Project Act”’);

(2) the Colorado River Compact of 1922, as ap-
proved by the Presidential Proclamation of June
25, 1929 (46 Stat. 3000);

(3) the Act of July 19, 1940 (43 U.S.C. 618 et
seq.) (commonly known as the ‘“‘Boulder Canyon
Project Adjustment Act’);

(4) the Treaty between the United States of
America and Mexico relating to the utilization
of waters of the Colorado and Tijuana Rivers
and of the Rio Grande, and supplementary pro-
tocol signed November 14, 1944, signed at Wash-
ington February 3, 1944 (59 Stat. 1219);

(5) the Upper Colorado River Basin Compact
as consented to by the Act of April 6, 1949 (63
Stat. 31);

(6) the Act of April 11, 1956 (commonly known
as the ““Colorado River Storage Project Act’’) (43
U.S.C. 620 et seq.);

(7) the Colorado River Basin Project Act (Pub-
lic Law 90-537; 82 Stat. 885); or

(8) any State of Wyoming or other State water
law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Mrs. LUuMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous materials on the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming?
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There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2273 was intro-
duced by me, and it allows the State of
Wyoming and the Federal Government
to study, design, plan, and perform
construction that will expand the ac-
tive storage capacity at the Fontenelle
Reservoir and Dam in Wyoming. This
is a reservoir that is on the Green
River.

The State of Wyoming will pay for
the entire expansion. It will take us up
about 87,000 acre-feet. Currently, the
dam is at about 260. It will take us up
to about 345,000 acre-feet. It will do it
by riprapping the face of the dam.
Riprap is when you take broken up
concrete or stone and prevent erosion
on the face of the dam. The additional
storage capacity will be used by my
State of Wyoming.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, expanding
surface water storage projects in the
West has to continue to be on the
table. This bill allows for that expan-
sion and does not require any addi-
tional expenditure from the Federal
Government.

I am in support of the bill, of course,
as the sponsor.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2273 is a real
straightforward piece of legislation. It
would increase the amount of water
that can be stored in the Fontenelle
Reservoir, which is a reservoir located
in Lincoln County, Wyoming, the great
State of Wyoming.

I want to commend the author, the
gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs.
LumwMmis), for her efforts on this impor-
tant legislation for Wyoming. This bill
has been written in a balanced manner
that respects existing laws, compacts,
and treaties. It does not attempt to ex-
pand Wyoming’s entitlement to the
Colorado River supplies. Any time we
are talking about the Colorado River,
Upper Basin or Lower Basin, it gets to
be a bit of a sticky wicket. This does
not involve any of those issues at the
expense of any of the Colorado River
Basin States.

H.R. 2273 is an important piece of leg-
islation for the Congresswoman. It
passed the Natural Resources Com-
mittee unanimously. Therefore, I lend
my support to H.R. 2273, and I urge its
adoption.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs.
LumMis) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2273, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.
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The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to amend the
Definite Plan Report for the
Seedskadee Project to enable the use of
the active capacity of the Fontenelle
Reservoir.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
SAVE OUR SALMON ACT

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4582) to exclude striped bass from
the anadromous fish doubling require-
ment in section 3406(b)(1) of the Central
Valley Project Improvement Act, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4582

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Save Our Salm-
on Act” or the ““SOS Act’’.
SEC. 2. LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) California is home to many populations of
native salmon and steelhead.

(2) Many of the native salmon and steelhead
populations in California are listed under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973.

(3) The Central Valley Project Improvement
Act (CVPIA) required a doubling of natural pro-
duction of Central Valley populations of anad-
romous fish within 10 years.

(4) Striped bass are anadromous fish indige-
nous to the East Coast of the United States and
are not native to the State of California.

(5) Striped bass were included in the CVPIA’s
fish doubling goal even though they are not a
native species.

(6) Striped bass prey on native salmon and
steelhead.

(7) Predation poses a serious threat to feder-
ally protected juvenile salmon and other native
fish in California.

(8) According to the National Marine Fish-
eries Service, reducing abundance of striped
bass and other mon-native predators must be
achieved to prevent extinction of Central Valley
salmon and steelhead or to prevent the species
from declining irreversibly.

(9) Therefore, the CVPIA’s fish-doubling goal
for two competing species is contradictory and
counterproductive for salmon and steelhead re-
covery.

SEC. 3. TREATMENT OF STRIPED BASS.

(a) ANADROMOUS FISH.—Section 3403(a) of the
Central Valley Project Improvement Act (title
XXXIV of Public Law 102-575) is amended by
striking ‘‘striped bass,’’ after ‘‘stocks of salmon
(including steelhead),’’.

(b) FISH AND WILDLIFE RESTORATION ACTIVI-
TIES.—Section 3406(b) of the Central Valley
Project Improvement Act (title XXXIV of Public
Law 102-575) is amended by—

(1) striking paragraphs (14) and (18);

(2) redesignating paragraphs (15) through (17)
as paragraphs (14) through (16), respectively;
and

(3) redesignating paragraphs (19) through (23)
as paragraphs (17) through (21), respectively.

(¢) RESTORATION FUND ESTABLISHED.—Section
3407(a) of the Central Valley Project Improve-
ment Act (title XXXIV of Public Law 102-575) is
amended by striking ‘‘(10)—(18), and (20)-(22)"’
and inserting ‘‘(10)—(16), and (18)—(20)"".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
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Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the

gentleman from California (Mr.
DENHAM), the author of this bill.
Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, H.R.

4582, the Save Our Salmon Act, which I
introduced earlier this year, removes a
contradiction in Federal law. This Fed-
eral law mandates that not only do we
double the amount of threatened and
endangered species, the salmon and
steelhead, that we spend so much time,
effort, and money trying to save, but
the contradiction is it also wants us to
double the striped bass that eat 98 per-
cent of the fish we are trying to save.

This is a simple bill that is bipar-
tisan that will save taxpayer dollars
and that will save our water in Cali-
fornia while addressing what we feel is
a simple mistake.

Under the Central Valley Project Im-
provement Act, the CVPIA, this dou-
bling goal was set in place in 1992.
Again, the steelhead and the salmon
are being eaten by the striped bass,
which is a nonnative predator fish.
This mandated population doubling of
the predator fish has proven contradic-
tory to protecting native species under
the Endangered Species Act.

This bill not only removes this provi-
sion, but at the request of the adminis-
tration, my bill also removes other sec-
tions in the CVPIA which provide for
the implementation of the strategies to
double the striped bass.

NOAA, NMFS, and the California De-
partment of Fish and Wildlife have all
indicated that predation of juvenile
salmon is one of the primary stressors
to these endangered species. In Cali-
fornia, predation is rampant.

Predation of endangered fish in Cali-
fornia continues to be one of the major
factors in the complex equation of
California water and the drought that
our State faces. By eliminating this
contradictory provision in the CVPIA,
native species will again thrive with-
out wasting the massive amounts of
freshwater and taxpayer dollars cur-
rently required to do so.

Again, this is a commonsense, easy
solution for Republicans and Demo-
crats to agree on. If we want to save
the threatened endangered species,
let’s stop spending so much money on
the very fish that eat 98 percent of the
fish that we are trying to save.

I want to thank my colleagues from
both sides of the aisle for cosponsoring
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this legislation, and I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 4582.

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the
author, as the original cosponsor of
this important legislation, for trying
to provide a balancing act in maintain-
ing the waters for all beneficial uses in
California.

This legislation by Congressman
DENHAM that has good bipartisan sup-
port, H.R. 4582, is known also as the
Save Our Salmon Act. It would amend
the Central Valley Project Improve-
ment to exempt striped bass from the
law’s fish-doubling goals.

One should understand that striped
bass is a nonnative fish to California
that was introduced in the late 1800s.
Unfortunately, for the native salmon,
the delta smelt, and other native fish-
eries, the striped bass is a very aggres-
sive predator fish. The fact is that they
eat not only juvenile salmon, but they
eat delta smelt, which is part of the
food chain for the salmon. As a result
of this introduction, the striped bass
are thriving, but, unfortunately, the
native salmon of California are not.

This measure, H.R. 4582, is the first
step in a range of overall policy deci-
sions that we have got to take under
consideration. Common sense tells us
that we must look at all—all—of the
stressors that are impacting the native
fisheries of California. This attempts
to do that to aid salmon recovery by
providing, also, an additional, more re-
liable water supply for Californians.

Those in the San Joaquin Valley that
Congressman DENHAM, others, and I
represent have been devastated by the
impact of the drought over the last 4,
now going on 5, years. Farms, farm
communities, and farmworkers have
lost their jobs as a result of a zero—
zero—water allocation. We don’t even
have a program to deal with what the
Fish and Wildlife agencies have indi-
cated is one of the greatest impacts of
native species, which are predator fish.
We don’t have a predator control pro-
gram as we have on the Columbia
River. It is about time we do some-
thing about it.

While there are many stressors that
impact the California salmon popu-
lations, thereby impacting the water
supply reliability for much of Cali-
fornia, this measure attempts to begin
to do something about the predator
problem.

I want to commend again Congress-
man DENHAM for his ongoing efforts,
along with all of us, on a bipartisan ef-
fort to look at an overall balanced so-
lution.

I support H.R. 4582, and I urge its
adoption.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

I want to commend these California
Members. I have been to their districts.
I have seen and been at hearings in
Fresno where these issues have come to
my level of understanding of now a
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sympathetic outsider. These issues are
almost intractable. When we see bipar-
tisan support on something this impor-
tant to the economy, to the farmers
and ranchers, to the wonderful eco-
systems that they are trying to bal-
ance in a way that will conserve farm-
ing and ranching, that benefits every
consumer in this country of some of
the finest fruits, vegetables, and other
commodities that you can ever imag-
ine. I mean, this is like the bread-
basket of our country. To find ways to
combat nonnative species in a way that
protects native species and also pro-
tects the people who produce our food
and fiber is so important.

I commend the gentlemen from Cali-
fornia on both sides of the aisle and
their colleagues.

I want to offer my complete support
of H.R. 4582.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs.
LumMis) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4582, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

CLEAR CREEK NATIONAL RECRE-
ATION AREA AND CONSERVA-
TION ACT

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1838) to establish the Clear Creek
National Recreation Area in San Be-
nito and Fresno Counties, California,
to designate the Joaquin Rocks Wilder-
ness in such counties, to designate ad-
ditional components of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1838

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Clear Creek
National Recreation Area and Conservation
Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The term ‘‘man-
agement plan’ means the Plan for the Recre-
ation Area prepared under section 4(c).

(2) RECREATION AREA.—The term ‘‘Recre-
ation Area’” means the Clear Creek National
Recreation Area.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(4) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’” means the
State of California.

() OFF HIGHWAY VEHICLE.—The term ‘‘off
highway vehicle’” means any motorized vehi-
cle designed for or capable of cross-country
travel on or immediately over land, water,
snow, or other natural terrain and not in-
tended for use on public roads.

SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT OF CLEAR CREEK NA-
TIONAL RECREATION AREA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—To promote environ-

mentally responsible off highway vehicle
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recreation, the area generally depicted as
“Proposed Clear Creek National Recreation
Area’” on the map titled ‘‘Proposed Clear
Creek National Recreation Area’ and dated
December 15, 2015, is established as the
‘‘Clear Creek National Recreation Area’’, to
be managed by the Secretary.

(b) OTHER PURPOSES.—The Recreation Area
shall also support other public recreational
uses, such as hunting, hiking, and rock and
gem collecting.

(c) MAP oN FILE.—Copies of the map re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be on file and
available for public inspection in—

(1) the Office of the Director of the Bureau
of Land Management; and

(2) the appropriate office of the Bureau of
Land Management in California.

SEC. 4. MANAGEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall man-
age the Recreation Area to further the pur-
poses described in section 3(a), in accordance
with—

(1) this Act;

(2) the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.); and

(3) any other applicable law.

(b) UsEs.—The Secretary shall—

(1) prioritize environmentally responsible
off highway vehicle recreation and also fa-
cilitate hunting, hiking, gem collecting, and
the use of motorized vehicles, mountain
bikes, and horses in accordance with the
management plan described in subsection
(©);

(2) issue special recreation permits for mo-
torized and non-motorized events; and

(3) reopen the Clear Creek Management
Area to the uses described in this subsection
as soon as practicable following the enact-
ment of this Act and in accordance with the
management guidelines outlined in this Act
and other applicable law.

(¢) INTERIM MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The Sec-
retary shall use the 2006 Clear Creek Man-
agement Area Resource Management Plan
Amendment and Route Designation Record
of Decision as modified by this Act or the
Secretary to incorporate natural resource
protection information not available in 2006,
as the basis of an interim management plan
to govern off highway vehicle recreation
within the Recreation Area pending the com-
pletion of the long-term management plan
required in subsection (d).

(d) PERMANENT MANAGEMENT PLAN.—Not
later than 2 years after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall create
a comprehensive management plan for the
Clear Creek Recreation Area that—

(1) shall describe the appropriate uses and
management of the Recreation Area in ac-
cordance with this Act;

(2) shall be prepared in consultation with—

(A) appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies (including San Benito, Monterey,
and Fresno Counties);

(B) adjacent land owners;

(C) other stakeholders (including conserva-
tion and recreational organizations); and

(D) holders of any easements, rights-of-
way, and other valid rights in the Recreation
Area;

(3) shall include a hazards education pro-
gram to inform people entering the Recre-
ation Area of the asbestos related risks asso-
ciated with various activities within the
Recreation Area, including off-highway vehi-
cle recreation;

(4) shall include a user fee program for mo-
torized vehicle use within the Recreational
Area and guidelines for the use of the funds
collected for the management and improve-
ment of the Recreation Area;

(5) shall designate as many previously used
trails, roads, and other areas for off highway
vehicle recreation as feasible in accordance
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with this in order to provide a substantially
similar recreational experience, except that
nothing in this paragraph shall be construed
as precluding the Secretary from closing any
area, trail, or route from use for the pur-
poses of public safety or resource protection;

(6) may incorporate any appropriate deci-
sions, as determined by the Secretary, in ac-
cordance with this Act, that are contained in
any management or activity plan for the
area completed before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act;

(7) may incorporate appropriate wildlife
habitat management plans or other plans
prepared for the land within or adjacent to
the Recreation Area before the date of the
enactment of this Act, in accordance with
this Act;

(8) may use information developed under
any studies of land within or adjacent to the
Recreation Area carried out before the date
of enactment of this Act; and

(9) may include cooperative agreements
with State or local government agencies to
manage all or a portion of the recreational
activities within the Recreation Area in ac-
cordance with an approved management plan
and the requirements of this Act.

(e) ACQUISITION OF PROPERTY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac-
quire land adjacent to the National Recre-
ation Area by purchase from willing sellers,
donation, or exchange.

(2) MANAGEMENT.—Any land acquired under
paragraph (1) shall be managed in accord-
ance with—

(A) the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.);

(B) this Act; and

(C) any other applicable law (including reg-
ulations).

(3) IMPROVED ACCESS.—The Secretary may
acquire by purchase from willing sellers, do-
nation, exchange, or easement, land, or in-
terest in land to improve public safety in
providing access to the Recreation Area.

(f) PRIVATE PROPERTY.—

(1) ACCESS TO PRIVATE PROPERTY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide landowners adequate access to
inholdings within the Recreation Area.

(B) INHOLDINGS.—For access purposes, pri-
vate land adjacent to the Recreation Area to
which there is no other practicable access
except through the Recreation Area shall be
managed as an inholding.

(2) USE OF PRIVATE PROPERTY.—Nothing in
this Act affects the ownership, management,
or other rights relating to any non-Federal
land (including any interest in any non-Fed-
eral land).

(3) BUFFER ZONES.—Nothing in this Act cre-
ates a protective perimeter or buffer zone
around the Recreation Area.

(4) VALID RIGHTS.—Nothing in this Act af-
fects any easements, rights-of-way, and
other valid rights in existence on the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(g) WATER RIGHT EXCLUSION.—Nothing in
this Act—

(1) shall constitute or be construed to con-
stitute either an express or implied reserva-
tion by the United States of any water or
water rights with respect to the Recreation
Area; or

(2) shall affect any water rights existing on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(h) HUNTING AND FISHING.—Nothing in this
Act—

(1) limits hunting or fishing; or

(2) affects the authority, jurisdiction, or
responsibility of the State to manage, con-
trol, or regulate fish and resident wildlife
under State law (including regulations), in-
cluding the regulation of hunting or fishing
on public land managed by the Bureau of
Land Management.
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(i) MOTORIZED VEHICLES.—Except in cases
in which motorized vehicles are needed for
administrative purposes or to respond to an
emergency, the use of motorized vehicles on
public land in the Recreation Area shall be
permitted only on roads, trails, and areas
designated by the management plan for the
use by motorized vehicles.

(j) GRAZING.—In the Recreation Area, the
grazing of livestock in areas in which graz-
ing is allowed as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act shall be allowed to con-
tinue, consistent with—

(1) this Act;

(2) the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.); and

(3) any regulations promulgated by the
Secretary, acting through the Director of
the Bureau of Land Management.

(k) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights, all Federal land within the Recre-
ation Area is withdrawn from—

(1) all forms of entry, appropriation, and
disposal under the public land laws;

(2) location, entry, and patenting under the
mining laws; and

(3) operation of the mineral leasing, min-
eral materials, and geothermal leasing laws.

(1) FEEs.—Amounts received by the Sec-
retary under the fee structure required by
subsection (d)(4) shall be—

(1) deposited in a special account in the
Treasury of the United States; and

(2) made available until expended to the
Secretary for use in the Recreation Area.

(m) RISK STANDARD.—The National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contin-
gency Plan (section 300 of title 40, Code of
Federal Regulations), published pursuant to
section 105 of the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9605), shall not
apply to the Secretary’s management of as-
bestos exposure risks faced by the public
when recreating within the Clear Creek
Recreation Area described in section 3(b).
SEC. 5. JOAQUIN ROCKS WILDERNESS.

In accordance with the Wilderness Act (16
U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), the approximately 21,000
acres of Federal lands located in Fresno
County and San Benito County, California,
and generally depicted on a map entitled
“Proposed Joaquin Rocks Wilderness’” and
dated January 14, 2015, is designated as wil-
derness and as a component of the National
Wilderness Preservation System and shall be
known as the ‘‘Joaquin Rocks Wilderness’’.
SEC. 6. RELEASE OF SAN BENITO MOUNTAIN WIL-

DERNESS STUDY AREA.

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that, for the
purposes of section 603 of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1782), the San Benito Mountain wil-
derness study area has been adequately stud-
ied for wilderness designation.

(b) RELEASE.—The San Benito Mountain
wilderness study area is no longer subject to
section 603(c) of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1782(c)).
SEC. 7. CLARIFICATION REGARDING FUNDING.

No additional funds are authorized to carry
out the requirements of this Act. Such re-
quirements shall be carried out wusing
amounts otherwise authorized.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CO0OSTA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
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and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

H.R. 1838, the Clear Creek National
Recreation Area and Conservation Act,
would reopen an area administratively
closed by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment to off-highway vehicle and other
recreational activities, designate new
wilderness, and release a wilderness
study area back into multiple use.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1838 establishes
the Clear Creek National Recreation
Area, as stated before, and the Joaquin
Rocks Wilderness Area on land admin-
istered by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment in the Central Coast region of
California in Fresno County. I am very
familiar with this. It used to be in a
previous district I represented.

This area has mutual beneficial uses,
from hiking and hunting to off-high-
way vehicle use. Adjacent to this area
are areas that have been used for cattle
grazing for families for generations.
They have worked together to ensure
that we can protect those areas for ap-
propriate uses for cattle grazing but
also, at the same time, separately pro-
vide areas where this hiking and hunt-
ing and off-highway vehicle use can
take place.

This legislation will improve and en-
hance the success for a variety of rec-
reational activities, which is what it is
intended to, and, at the same time, try
to preserve ecological sensitive and
unique areas in a way that supports the
overall use.

In addition to the many ecological
benefits they are providing, including
clean air and clean water, wilderness
areas throughout the country play a
large role in supporting the approxi-
mately $646-billion-per-year outdoor
recreational economy. I am pleased
that we are advancing a bill that adds
21,000 acres to the National Wilderness
Preservation System.

Our colleagues in the House have in-
troduced several bills to designate wil-
derness areas. These bills are developed
from the ground up with input and sup-
port from our constituents.

This bill, in particular, has been a
priority for Congressman FARR for
many years. I want to congratulate
him for his hard work and tenacity.

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

J 2030

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
fine gentleman from California (Mr.
DENHAM), one of the Republican co-
sponsors of this bill. These fine gen-
tleman include all here present. They
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worked together on a bipartisan basis
for one of the most economically and
ecologically versatile places on Earth.

Mr. DENHAM. I thank the gentle-
woman.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my good friend,
SAM FARR. Together, we have coau-
thored a bill that brings two valleys to-
gether. We have the Salinas Valley and
the Central Valley that come together
in this beautiful spot and bring a na-
tional forest to what its intended use
is—for hikers, for off-roaders, and for
people who just want to use the beauty
of this park.

This has truly been a bipartisan ef-
fort, not only between Republicans and
Democrats, but by pulling two valleys
together, a number of different Mem-
bers are wanting to see this area open
back up and be utilized by the tax-
payers. This is something that is going
to provide generations to come an op-
portunity to spend time together—to
off-road together, to hike together, and
to even take photographs, which I
know my good friend likes to do in
areas like this.

I am proud to be a coauthor, and I
am proud of the widespread bipartisan
support. I am proud to have worked
with such a good friend on a fine piece
of legislation.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR), my good friend from
California’s Central Coast area.

Mr. FARR. I thank very much Rank-
ing Member COSTA and Chairwoman
LuMwMmIs for their support of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I think this bill is more
than what we just talked about, be-
cause it is an incredible collaboration
of groups that are not necessarily
friendly to each other. We have in this
sponsorship the Off-Road Vehicle Asso-
ciation and the Native Plant Society.
Normally, they would not be on the
same legislation. Why did it all hap-
pen? It is because we have 60,000 acres
that have been shut down for nobody’s
use. It was a former asbestos surface
mining area.

Clear Creek has been a destination
for outdoor recreation by off-road vehi-
cle users, hikers, bird and animal en-
thusiasts, and many others. The area is
home to unique habitats of plants and
animals that attract visitors, which
has helped a low-income rural area eco-
nomically; but in 2008, the Bureau of
Land Management closed the area be-
cause of an EPA report that said the
naturally occurring asbestos may be
dangerous. Without any further
thought about assuming risk in the na-
tional area, it just closed it all down;
but as long as people are aware of the
risks and know how to safely enjoy
Clear Creek, it is not dangerous at all.

For example, people climb El Capi-
tan, which is, probably, one of the
more difficult climbs in America. You
make a mistake there and you die, yet
the National Park Service allows you
to climb it. The risks go on and on.
You also see the same with heli-skiing,
skydiving, and many other high-risk
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activities. Two of my constituents—
and they really deserve tremendous
credit because they really learned how
to petition government—Ed Tobin, who
is with the Salinas Ramblers Motor-
cycle Club, and Ron DeShazer, who is a
forklift operator in Salinas and a long-
time Clear Creek rider, know about
risks. They also know how to recreate
safely in Clear Creek. We should learn
from them.

Clear Creek’s closure not only upset
the vast off-road vehicle community,
but also the California Native Plant
Society, the Sierra Club hikers, and,
especially, the local community, which
is suffering the economic loss.

This is commonsense legislation that
does three things:

First, the bill redesignates the Clear
Creek Management Area as the Clear
Creek National Recreation Area. This
allows it to be used for off-road vehicle
recreation, and it requires the Bureau
of Land Management to alert all users
to the risks and to instruct people to
wash off vehicles that may be used on
the roads. The wash racks are already
in place and have been there for years.

Second, it gives the Bureau of Land
Management the authority to levy a
recreational user fee and apply the pro-
ceeds to the management of the area.

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

Mr. COSTA. I yield the gentleman an
additional 2 minutes.

Mr. FARR. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Third, it allows the BLM to enter
into joint management agreements
with the California State Parks system
that manages a nearby off-road vehicle
park without asbestos surfaces, known
as Hollister Hills.

Fourth, this legislation designates
the adjacent Joaquin Rocks landscape
as wilderness and five BLM-identified
streams as National Wild and Scenic
Rivers.

The conservation piece of this legis-
lation protects a diverse array of flora
and fauna and several species of wild-
life. In addition to falcons, hawks, and
owls, the area provides a potential
nesting habitat for the California con-
dor, which was reintroduced in the
nearby Gabilan Range.

I thank my colleagues JEFF DENHAM
and DAVID VALADAO for being tremen-
dous partners and for their leadership
in bringing this bill to the House floor
today. In working with Representa-
tives DENHAM and VALADAO, their
staffs, and many of our constituents in
central California, we crafted a bill to
support recreation, conservation, and
economic growth.

I also thank Chairman BISHOP of the
committee and Ranking Member GRI-
JALVA, subcommittee Chairman
McCLINTOCK and subcommittee Rank-
ing Member TSONGAS for their support.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for the
legislation, and I also urge the mem-
bers of the committee to think about
this when trying to solve difficult, con-
flicting problems in that we can bring
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all parties of interest together and end
up with a win-win.

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I think the
bipartisan support is here.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

I express my support for this bill and
my thanks to my colleagues from Cali-
fornia for their hard work on this bill—
on my side of the aisle, Mr. DENHAM
and Mr. VALADAO; on the Democratic
side, Mr. FARR, with whom I served on
the Appropriations Committee and who
did a wonderful job, by the way, and
Mr. CosTA, with whom I now serve on
the Natural Resources Committee.
They are fine gentlemen, one and all,
from California.

Before I close, I must say I have a
unique love for the State. My relative,
a gentleman named Charles Fletcher
Lummis, walked from Ohio to Cali-
fornia—walked—in the 1800s, arrived in
Los Angeles, and became the assistant
editor of what is now the Los Angeles
Times. There were only 14,000 people in
Los Angeles, California. His home, El
Alisal, which is between Los Angeles
and Pasadena, is a State historic site
in California and is a wonderful, his-
toric place to visit.

He was the first person to photograph
the Penitentes ceremony, where they
actually crucified some of their col-
leagues in a ceremony in New Mexico.
He was the American who chronicled
the capture of Geronimo. He was
knighted by the King of Spain for being
the Californian who led the designation
of national historic sites for San Juan
Capistrano and others of the great mis-
sions of southern California before they
were destroyed. He was a magnificent,
flowery character in the State of Cali-
fornia. His friends were people like
John Muir, Teddy Roosevelt, and other
famous conservationists and preserva-
tionists. I am proud to be a relative of
Charles Fletcher Lummis.

I am proud of what California has
done to balance its efforts in having a
uniquely diverse culture and a fabulous
agriculture and recreation economy.
This is a unique State. This is a State
that has pistachios and almonds and
vegetables, which we all need to sus-
tain ourselves in a way that will allow
America to continue to play a role in
feeding itself.

I was involved in an effort to try to
make sure, for our own national secu-
rity, that we would continue to be able
to feed ourselves in this Nation, and we
thought we were going to be able to
feed ourselves until around the year
2050. It has been years ago since we be-
came a net importer of food. That is
not necessary. We can grow enough
food in America to sustain our popu-
lation. To allow us to become a net im-
porter of food, I think, is a mistake be-
cause we have a magnificent place like
California that can outgrow almost
any area of our Nation if we will only
be respectful and listen to the people
who live there and to the people who
feed us, whether they are the farm
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owners or the farmworkers. These are
people who want to work on California
and with California so as to feed Amer-
ica, to support their families, and to
sustain a fabulous environment.

To the fine gentlemen from Cali-
fornia who bring this bill forward and
who work so hard every day to try to
make sure that these different valleys
and these very diverse communities
come together, I offer my full support
of this bill, and I commend them for
their work.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ZINKE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Wyo-
ming (Mrs. LumMIs) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 1838, as amended.

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

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘““A bill to establish the
Clear Creek National Recreation Area
in San Benito and Fresno Counties,
California, to designate the Joaquin
Rocks Wilderness in such counties, and
for other purposes.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SAINT FRANCIS DAM DISASTER
NATIONAL MEMORIAL ACT

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5244) to provide for the establish-
ment of a national memorial and na-
tional monument to commemorate
those killed by the collapse of the
Saint Francis Dam on March 12, 1928,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5244

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Saint
Francis Dam Disaster National Memorial
Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) On March 12, 1928, the Saint Francis
Dam located in the northern portion of Los
Angeles County, California, breached, result-
ing in a devastating flood that caused the
death of approximately 425 individuals.

(2) The residents of Santa Clarita Valley,
San Francisquito Canyon, Castaic Junction,
Santa Clara River Valley, Piru, Fillmore,
Bardsdale, Saticoy, and Santa Paula were di-
rectly impacted and suffered greatly from
the worst flood in the history of the State of
California.

(3) The disaster resulted in a tremendous
loss of human life, property, and the liveli-
hood of local residents, and was surpassed in
the level of destruction in the 20th century
only by the great San Francisco earthquake
of 1906.

(4) The collapse of the dam may represent
America’s worst civil engineering failure in
the 20th century.

(5) The site of the disaster is subject to the
theft of historic artifacts, graffiti, and other
vandalism.
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(6) It is right to pay homage to the citizens
who were killed, injured, or dislocated due to
the flood, and to educate the public about
this important historical event.

(7) It is appropriate that the site of the
Saint Francis Dam and surrounding areas be
specially designated and protected to com-
memorate this tragic event.

SEC. 3. SAINT FRANCIS DAM DISASTER NATIONAL
MEMORIAL.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary is au-
thorized to establish a memorial at the Saint
Francis Dam site in the County of Los Ange-
les, California, for the purpose of honoring
the victims of the Saint Francis Dam dis-
aster of March 12, 1928.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Memorial shall
be—

(1) known as the Saint Francis Dam Dis-
aster National Memorial; and

(2) managed by the Forest Service.

(c) DONATIONS.—The Secretary is author-
ized to accept, hold, administer, invest, and
spend any gift, devise, or bequest of real or
personal property made to the Secretary for
purposes of developing, designing, con-
structing, and managing the Memorial.

SEC. 4. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR MEMORIAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to Congress rec-
ommendations regarding—

(1) the planning, design, construction, and
long-term management of the Memorial;

(2) the proposed boundaries of the Memo-
rial;

(3) a visitor center and educational facili-
ties at the Memorial; and

(4) ensuring public access to the Memorial.

(b) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the rec-
ommendations required under subsection (a),
the Secretary shall consult with—

(1) appropriate Federal agencies;

(2) State, tribal, and local governments, in-
cluding the Santa Clarita City Council; and

(3) the public.

SEC. 5. ESTABLISHMENT OF SAINT FRANCIS DAM
DISASTER NATIONAL MONUMENT.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
as a national monument in the State, cer-
tain National Forest System land adminis-
tered by the Secretary in the County of Los
Angeles comprising approximately 440 acres,
as generally depicted on the map entitled
“Proposed Saint Francis Dam Disaster Na-
tional Monument’’, created on June 14, 2016,
to be known as the Saint Francis Dam Dis-
aster National Monument.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the Monu-
ment is to conserve and enhance for the ben-
efit and enjoyment of the public the cul-
tural, archaeological, historical, watershed,
educational, and recreational resources and
values of the Monument.

SEC. 6. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY WITH RE-
SPECT TO MONUMENT.

(a) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 4 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall develop a management
plan for the Monument.

(2) CONSULTATION.—The management plan
shall be developed in consultation with—

(A) appropriate Federal agencies;

(B) State, tribal, and local governments;
and

(C) the public.

(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—In developing and im-
plementing the management plan, the Sec-
retary shall, with respect to methods of pro-
tecting and providing access to the Monu-
ment, consider the recommendations of the
Saint Francis Disaster National Memorial
Foundation, the Santa Clarita Valley Histor-
ical Society, and the Community Hiking
Club of Santa Clarita.

(b) MANAGEMENT.—The
manage the Monument—

Secretary shall
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(1) in a manner that conserves and en-
hances the cultural and historic resources of
the Monument; and

(2) in accordance with—

(A) the Forest and Rangeland Renewable
Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600
et seq.) and the laws generally applicable to
the National Forest System;

(B) this Act; and

(C) any other applicable laws.

(c) USES.—

(1) USE OF MOTORIZED VEHICLES.—The use of
motorized vehicles within the Monument
may be permitted only—

(A) on roads designated for use by motor-
ized vehicles in the management plan re-
quired under subsection (a);

(B) for administrative purposes; or

(C) for emergency responses.

(2) GRAZING.—The Secretary shall permit
grazing within the Monument, where estab-
lished before the date of the enactment of
this Act—

(A) subject to all applicable laws (includ-
ing regulations and Executive orders); and

(B) consistent with the purpose described
in section 5(b).

SEC. 7. CLARIFICATION ON FUNDING.

No additional funds are authorized to carry
out the requirements of this Act. Such re-
quirements shall be carried out using
amounts otherwise authorized.

SEC. 8. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) MEMORIAL.—The term ‘‘Memorial”’
means the Saint Frances Dam Disaster Na-
tional Memorial authorized under section
3(a).

(2) MONUMENT.—The term ‘Monument’’
means the Saint Francis Dam Disaster Na-
tional Monument established under section
5(a).

(3) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’” means the
State of California.

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of Agriculture.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Mrs. LuMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
KNIGHT), the author of this bill.

Mr. KNIGHT. I thank the Speaker for
letting us talk about such an impor-
tant issue.

Mr. Speaker, this issue has been ban-
tered about in my district for many
years, and we are finally getting re-
course whereby we are going to have a
memorial for the second largest dis-
aster in California’s history.

It is interesting that this happened
about 20 miles from my house, and
many people will drive by and not
know that the Saint Francis Dam is
there. Yet the Saint Francis Dam was
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there in 1928, and it Kkilled approxi-
mately 437 people, becoming the second
largest disaster in California’s history.
Entire families were wiped out in the
early hours of March 12, 1928, as nearly
12 billion gallons of water flowed down
the San Francisquito Canyon, located
in my district, all the way to the Pa-
cific Ocean, which is 54 miles away.

The dam was a project by the great
William Mulholland, who was best
known for creating the L.A. aqueduct
system. However, this project of his
ended in disaster, and it is one of the
biggest civil engineering disasters in
our Nation.

Subsequently, the failure of the
Saint Francis Dam changed the meth-
ods that were used to create new dams
and to set new safety standards across
the Nation, including the construction
of the Hoover Dam. The dam site has
remained unprotected and hidden for 88
years and needs to be protected. As
well, there needs to be a memorial es-
tablished for the victims and their
families.

My bill, H.R. 5244, seeks to memori-
alize these people who perished at the
site of the Saint Francis Dam, and it
creates a 440-acre national monument
to preserve the site for educational
purposes and to attract visitors.

O 2045

The remains of the dam are of local
and national historical significance
and should be protected for the future
of all Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the support of
this bill.

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

In one of the worst civil engineering
failures of the 20th century, the breach
of the Saint Francis Dam on March 12,
1928, tragically took the lives of over
400 Americans. To honor the memory
of those who lost their lives on that
fateful day, H.R. 5244 establishes a na-
tional memorial at the disaster site in
California’s Santa Clarita Valley. This
memorial will provide a permanent
place of remembrance and healing.

In addition to the memorial, H.R.
5244 also establishes the Saint Francis
Dam National Monument on 440 acres
of public land that is currently man-
aged by the Forest Service. The na-
tional monument designation author-
izes the U.S. Forest Service, in con-
sultation with a range of stakeholders,
to develop educational programs to im-
prove the health of these regional wet-
lands.

I want to thank Congressman KNIGHT
and the Santa Clarita Valley Historical
Society for bringing the legacy of the
Saint Francis Dam disaster to the at-
tention of the Congress. As we all have
heard, those who cannot remember the
past are doomed to repeat it. So we
need to ensure that we remember the
lessons of history that are part of the
Saint Francis story.

I also want to thank Mr. KNIGHT for
his work with the Forest Service to ad-
dress some of the concerns before the
bill was marked up in committee.
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This is a good bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support its adoption.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
KNIGHT) for his work and leadership on
this legislation.

I urge my colleagues to join me to
honor the more than 400 individuals
who lost their lives nearly 90 years ago
by supporting this bill.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs.
LumMis) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5244, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

TUOLUMNE BAND OF ME-WUK
LAND INTO TRUST

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3079) to take certain Federal land
located in Tuolumne County, Cali-
fornia, into trust for the benefit of the
Tuolumne Band of Me-Wuk Indians,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3079

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. LAND INTO TRUST.

(a) FEDERAL LAND.—Subject to valid existing
rights, all right, title, and interest (including
improvements and appurtenances) of the United
States in and to the Federal land described in
subsection (b) shall be held in trust by the
United States for the benefit of the Tuolumne
Band of Me-Wuk Indians for nongaming pur-
poses.

(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The land taken into
trust under subsection (a) is the approximately
80 acres of Federal land under the administra-
tive jurisdiction of the United States Forest
Service, located in Tuolumne County, Cali-
fornia, and described as follows:

(1) Southwest 1/4 of Southwest 1/4 of Section 2,
Township 1 North, Range 16 East.

(2) Northeast 1/4 of Northwest 1/4 of Section
11, Township 1 North, Range 16 East of the
Mount Diablo Meridian.

(c) GAMING.—Class II and class 111 gaming (as
those terms are defined in section 4 of the In-
dian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2703))
shall not be permitted at any time on the land
taken into trust under subsection (a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include any
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming?

There was no objection.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK), the author of this bill,
the chairman of the Federal Lands
Subcommittee of the Natural Re-
sources Committee, a committee on
which I serve.

I want to salute the fine work during
this Congress and previous Congresses
of the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCcCLINTOCK).

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding,
although I am still very angry at her
for her decision to retire from the
House at the end of this term. I don’t
think anyone blames her for wanting
to deprive herself of the pleasure of our
company, but I do blame her very
much for depriving all of us of the
pleasure of her company. She will be
sorely missed.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3079 would transfer
two 40-acre parcels owned by the For-
est Service to the Tuolumne Band of
Me-Wuk Indians. These parcels are
landlocked Forest Service property
that are caught between a private
property owner to the north and east,
and tribally owned lands to the south
and west that are currently in the
process of being converted from fee to
trust.

These new parcels would be added to
the tribe’s existing tribal conservation
area and would be forbidden from being
used for gaming.

This bill has the full support of the
Tuolumne County Board of Super-
visors, the elected land use agency in
this jurisdiction. The private property
owner whose lands abuts this parcel
also supports the transfer. Similar leg-
islation has been introduced in the
Senate by Senators Feinstein and
Boxer.

The Federal Lands Subcommittee
has held extensive hearings into the
maintenance backlog of U.S. Forest
Service properties and the horrific fire
danger posed by these overgrown Fed-
eral lands. Acreage in the Sierra now
typically carries four times the timber
density that the land can support. This
region has been devastated by forest
fires in the past decade because the
Federal lands have been so badly ne-
glected. The land in question is des-
ignated as a High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone. The tribal chairman testified
that the Forest Service has done no
thinning of these parcels throughout
his lifetime.

Now, in my district that spans the
Sierra Nevada, forest fires have utterly
destroyed more than 1,000 square miles
of forest in just the last 3 years. The
Rim Fire, the largest in the history of
the Sierra and one of the largest in the
history of the State, came within just
a few miles of this parcel.

When I visited the command center
at the Rough Fire just south of
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Tuolumne in August, the beleaguered
firefighters begged me to carry back
one message to Congress: that forest
treatment matters. Where the fire ran
into treated acreage, it slowed enough
to extinguish, but there just wasn’t
enough of it. So that fire burned for
more than 10 weeks and destroyed
151,000 acres of forest land.

By adding these parcels to the exist-
ing tribal conservation area, we ensure
that this acreage will be properly
maintained, which means additional
fire protection for the region. It will
add 80 acres of properly managed and
maintained forest land where excess
timber can be carried out before it
burns out. And in association with the
tribe’s other conservation work, that
just could make the difference in stop-
ping or slowing the next catastrophic
fire in the region. It is, at least, a
start.

I thank the gentlewoman for the
time, and I thank the House for hear-
ing this bill today and ask for its adop-
tion.

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

Mr. Speaker, the Tuolumne Band of
the Me-Wuk Indians of the Tuolumne
Rancheria is seeking a transfer of the
two parcels that have been mentioned
from the U.S. Forest Service land to
the Department of the Interior to be
held in trust for the tribe. These two
parcels, which represent a combined
total of about 80 acres, are both unde-
veloped and they are landlocked.

The parcels are located in an area of
great cultural and historical signifi-
cance to the tribe and are contiguous
to lands the tribe currently owns in fee
simple, known simply as the Murphy
Ranch.

When the tribe inquired about the
status of these parcels, the local U.S.
Forest Service staff confirmed that
there are no current or future uses to
the U.S. Forest Service or any other
Federal agency.

The tribe would like to make these
existing two parcels a part of their
Murphy Ranch Conservation Area,
which was established to protect the
environment, wildlife, and the natural
beauty of the area, and also, as Con-
gressman MCCLINTOCK noted, to pro-
vide additional fire protection, which
is absolutely essential.

We, as a result of 4 devastatingly dry
years, combined with the bark beetle,
have a tinderbox of extreme fire condi-
tions that we are dealing with in Cali-
fornia. Some of you have noted the
fires that have taken place already in
other Western States.

So fire protection is a part of the
concern of this effort, and I feel very
strongly that we need to do everything
we can to improve the Forest Service’s
ability to manage our forest lands.
Frankly, we are spending all the
money that we do give to the Forest
Service to put out fires and, therefore,
it only makes matters worse because
we are not doing the kind of work we
ought to be doing in managing the for-
ests.
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So I want to commend the tribe for
working with the Tuolumne County
Board of Supervisors and the Edward
Ingalls Trust to mitigate any other
concerns that the land transfer might
have had.

Of course, Congressman MCCLINTOCK
has been tenacious in working with all
the parties to try to bring this legisla-
tion to the floor for swift adoption, and
I want to commend his efforts.

We have no further speakers, and I
think it would be appropriate that I
thank the gentlewoman from Wyoming
(Mrs. LumMmis) for all her good work. I,
too, will be one of those who will miss
her presence, her active engagement,
and her constructive efforts to try to
find bipartisan solutions to the chal-
lenges we face here in Congress.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

I urge all of my colleagues to support
H.R. 3079. The tribe intends to incor-
porate the 80 acres into what is com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘Murphy
Ranch,” as the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CoSTA) just indicated, and
to designate the land as part of the
tribe’s 2013 permanent conservation
area.

Once again, we have Californians
coming together in a bipartisan way to
do the right thing for their State. No-
body knows better than the people of
their own State how best to manage
their State.

I think this evening’s debates are an
example of people coming together to
do the right thing on a bipartisan basis
for their State. This is how Congress
should work. This is how Congress can
work.

Mr. Speaker, I want to salute my col-
league, chairman of the Federal Lands
Subcommittee, Mr. ToM MCCLINTOCK,
for all of his important work on this
piece of legislation and other pieces of
legislation. As I leave Congress, I am
delighted to entrust the future of this
Nation’s lands and water and air to the
gentleman with whom I have been hav-
ing these conversations tonight and de-
bating these very bipartisan bills, prac-
tical commonsense approaches, just
what the American people want to see
more of in this Congress.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs.
LuMMmIs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3079, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
UNITED STATES SEMIQUINCEN-

TENNIAL COMMISSION ACT OF
2016

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 4875) to establish the United
States Semiquincentennial Commis-
sion, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4875

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ¢United
States Semiquincentennial Commission Act
of 2016”°.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS; PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that July 4,
2026, the 250th anniversary of the founding of
the United States, as marked by the Declara-
tion of Independence in 1776, and the historic
events preceding that anniversary—

(1) are of major significance in the develop-
ment of the national heritage of the United
States of individual liberty, representative
government, and the attainment of equal
and inalienable rights; and

(2) have had a profound influence through-
out the world.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
establish a Commission to provide for the ob-
servance and commemoration of the 250th
anniversary of the founding of the United
States and related events through local,
State, national, and international activities
planned, encouraged, developed, and coordi-
nated by a national commission representa-
tive of appropriate public and private au-
thorities and organizations.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’
means the United States

Semiquincentennial Commission established
by section 4(a).

(2) PRIVATE CITIZEN.—The term ‘‘private
citizen’ means an individual who is not an
officer or employee of—

(A) the Federal Government; or

(B) a State or local government.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 4. ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMISSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established a
commission, to be known as the ‘‘United
States Semiquincentennial Commission”’, to
plan, encourage, develop, and coordinate the
commemoration of the history of the United
States leading up to the 250th anniversary of
the founding of the United States.

(b) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be
composed of the following members:

(1) 4 members of the Senate, of whom—

(A) 2 shall be appointed by the majority
leader of the Senate; and

(B) 2 shall be appointed by the minority
leader of the Senate.

(2) 4 members of the House of Representa-
tives, of whom—

(A) 2 shall be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives; and

(B) 2 shall be appointed by the minority
leader of the House of Representatives.

(3) 16 members who are private citizens, of
whom—

(A) 4 shall be appointed by the majority
leader of the Senate;

(B) 4 shall be appointed by the minority
leader of the Senate;

(C) 4 shall be appointed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives;

(D) 4 shall be appointed by the minority
leader of the House of Representatives; and

(E) 1 of whom shall be designated by the
President as the Chairperson.

(4) The following nonvoting ex officio
members:
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(A) The Secretary.

(B) The Secretary of State.

(C) The Attorney General.

(D) The Secretary of Defense.

(E) The Secretary of Education.

(F') The Librarian of Congress.

(G) The Secretary of the Smithsonian In-
stitution.

(H) The Archivist of the United States.

(I) The presiding officer of the Federal
Council on the Arts and the Humanities.

(¢) TERM; VACANCIES.—

(1) TERM.—A member shall be appointed
for the life of the Commission.

(2) VACANCIES.—A vacancy on the Commis-
sion—

(A) shall not affect the powers of the Com-
mission; and

(B) shall be filled in the same manner as
the original appointment was made.

(d) MEETINGS.—AIll meetings of the Com-
mission shall be convened at Independence
Hall in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to honor
the historical significance of the building as
the site of deliberations and adoption of both
the United States Declaration of Independ-
ence and Constitution.

(e) QUORUM.—A majority of the members of
the Commission shall constitute a quorum,
but a lesser number of members may hold
hearings.

SEC. 5. DUTIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall—

(1) prepare an overall program for com-
memorating the 250th anniversary of the
founding of the United States and the his-
toric events preceding that anniversary; and

(2) plan, encourage, develop, and coordi-
nate observances and activities commemo-
rating the historic events that preceded, and
are associated with, the United States
Semiquincentennial.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In preparing plans and an
overall program, the Commission—

(A) shall give due consideration to any re-
lated plans and programs developed by State,
local, and private groups; and

(B) may designate special committees with
representatives from groups described in
subparagraph (A) to plan, develop, and co-
ordinate specific activities.

(2) EMPHASIS.—The Commission shall—

(A) emphasize the planning of events in lo-
cations of historical significance to the
United States, especially in those locations
that witnessed the assertion of American lib-
erty, such as—

(i) the 13 colonies; and

(ii) leading cities, including Boston,
Charleston, New York City, and Philadel-
phia; and

(B) give special emphasis to—

(i) the role of persons and locations with
significant impact on the history of the
United States during the 250-year period be-
ginning on the date of execution of the Dec-
laration of Independence; and

(ii) the ideas associated with that history,
which have been so important in the develop-
ment of the United States, in world affairs,
and in the quest for freedom of all mankind.

(3) INFRASTRUCTURE.—The Commission
shall—

(A) evaluate existing infrastructure;

(B) include in the report required under
subsection (¢c) recommendations for what in-
frastructure should be in place for the suc-
cessful undertaking of an appropriate cele-
bration in accordance with this Act; and

(C) coordinate with State and local bodies
to make necessary infrastructure improve-
ments.

(¢) REPORT SUBMITTED TO THE PRESIDENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Commission shall submit to the President a



July 5, 2016

comprehensive report that includes the spe-
cific recommendations of the Commission
for the commemoration of the 250th anniver-
sary and related events.

(2) RECOMMENDED ACTIVITIES.—The report
may include recommended activities such
as—

(A) the production, publication, and dis-
tribution of books, pamphlets, films, and
other educational materials focusing on the
history, culture, and political thought of the
period of the American Revolution;

(B) Dbibliographical and documentary
projects and publications;
(C) conferences, convocations, lectures,

seminars, and other programs, especially
those located in the 13 colonies, including
the major cities and buildings of national
historical significance of the 13 colonies;

(D) the development of libraries, museums,
historic sites, and exhibits, including mobile
exhibits;

(E) ceremonies and celebrations commemo-
rating specific events, such as—

(i) the signing of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence;

(ii) programs and activities focusing on the
national and international significance of
the United States Semiquincentennial; and

(iii) the implications of the
Semiquincentennial for present and future
generations; and

(F) encouraging Federal agencies to inte-
grate the celebration of the
Semiquincentennial into the regular activi-
ties and execution of the purpose of the
agencies through such activities as the
issuance of coins, medals, certificates of rec-
ognition, stamps, and the naming of vessels.

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—The report shall in-
clude—

(A) the recommendations of the Commis-
sion for the allocation of financial and ad-
ministrative responsibility among the public
and private authorities and organizations
recommended for participation by the Com-
mission; and

(B) proposals for such legislative enact-
ments and administrative actions as the
Commission considers necessary to carry out
the recommendations.

(d) REPORT SUBMITTED TO CONGRESS.—The
President shall submit to Congress a report
that contains—

(1) the complete report of the Commission;
and

(2) such comments and recommendations
for legislation and such a description of ad-
ministrative actions taken by the President
as the President considers appropriate.

(e) POINT OF CONTACT.—The Commission,
acting through the secretariat of the Com-
mission described in section 9(b), shall serve
as the point of contact of the Federal Gov-
ernment for all State, local, international,
and private sector initiatives regarding the
Semiquincentennial of the founding of the
United States, with the purpose of coordi-
nating and facilitating all fitting and proper
activities honoring the 250th anniversary of
the founding of the United States.

SEC. 6. COORDINATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this Act,
the Commission shall consult and cooperate
with, and seek advice and assistance from,

appropriate Federal agencies, State and
local public bodies, learned societies, and
historical, patriotic, philanthropic, civic,

professional, and related organizations.

(b) RESPONSIBILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL
AGENCIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Federal agencies shall co-
operate with the Commission in planning,
encouraging, developing, and coordinating
appropriate commemorative activities.

(2) DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall un-
dertake a study of appropriate actions that
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might be taken to further preserve and de-
velop historic sites and battlefields, at such
time and in such manner as will ensure that
fitting observances and exhibits may be held
at appropriate sites and battlefields during
the 250th anniversary celebration.

(B) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit
to the Commission a report that contains
the results of the study and the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary, in time to
afford the Commission an opportunity—

(i) to review the study; and

(ii) to incorporate in the report described
in section b5(c) such findings and rec-
ommendations as the Commission considers
appropriate.

(3) ARTS AND HUMANITIES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The presiding officer of
the Federal Council on the Arts and the Hu-
manities, the Chairperson of the National
Endowment for the Arts, and the Chair-
person of the National Endowment for the
Humanities shall cooperate with the Com-
mission, especially in the encouragement
and coordination of scholarly works and ar-
tistic expressions focusing on the history,
culture, and political thought of the period
predating the United States
Semiquincentennial.

(B) LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, SMITHSONIAN IN-
STITUTION, AND ARCHIVES.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—The Librarian of Congress,
the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion, and the Archivist of the United States
shall cooperate with the Commission, espe-
cially in the development and display of ex-
hibits and collections and in the develop-
ment of bibliographies, catalogs, and other
materials relevant to the period predating
the United States Semiquincentennial.

(ii) LOCATION.—To the maximum extent
practicable, displays described in subpara-
graph (A) shall be located in, or in facilities
near to, buildings of historical significance
to the American Revolution, so as to pro-
mote greater public awareness of the herit-
age of the United States.

(C) SUBMISSION OF RECOMMENDATIONS.—
Each of the officers described in this para-
graph shall submit to the Commission a re-
port containing recommendations in time to
afford the Commission an opportunity—

(i) to review the reports; and

(ii) to incorporate in the report described
in section 5(c) such findings and rec-
ommendations as the Commission considers
appropriate.

(4) DEPARTMENT OF STATE.—The Secretary
of State shall coordinate the participation of
foreign nations in the celebration of the
United States Semiquincentennial, including
by soliciting the erection of monuments and
other cultural cooperations in founding cit-
ies of the United States so as—

(A) to celebrate the shared heritage of the
United States with the many peoples and na-
tions of the world; and

(B) to provide liaison and encouragement
for the erection of international pavilions to
showcase the spread of democratic institu-
tions abroad in the period following the
American Revolution.

SEC. 7. POWERS.

(a) HEARINGS.—The Commission may hold
such hearings, meet and act at such times
and places, take such testimony, and receive
such evidence as the Commission considers
advisable to carry out this Act.

(b) INFORMATION FROM FEDERAL AGEN-
CIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may se-
cure directly from a Federal agency such in-
formation as the Commission considers nec-
essary to carry out this Act.

(2) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—On request
of the Chairperson of the Commission, the
head of the agency shall provide the informa-
tion to the Commission.
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(c) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission
may use the United States mails in the same
manner and under the same conditions as
other agencies of the Federal Government.

(d) GIFTS.—The Commission may accept,
use, and dispose of gifts or donations of
money, property, or personal services.

(e) ADDITIONAL POWERS.—As determined
necessary by the Commission, the Commis-
sion may—

(1) procure supplies, services, and property;

(2) make contracts;

(3) expend in furtherance of this Act funds
donated or received in pursuance of con-
tracts entered into under this Act; and

(4) take such actions as are necessary to
enable the Commission to carry out effi-
ciently and in the public interest the pur-
poses of this Act.

(f) USE OF MATERIALS.—

(1) TIME CAPSULE.—A representative por-
tion of all books, manuscripts, miscellaneous
printed matter, memorabilia, relics, and
other materials relating to the United States
Semiquincentennial shall be deposited in a
time capsule—

(A) to be buried in Independence Mall,
Philadelphia, on July 4, 2026; and

(B) to be unearthed on the occasion of the
500th anniversary of the United States of
America on July 4, 2276.

(2) OTHER MATERIALS.—AIll other books,
manuscripts, miscellaneous printed matter,
memorabilia, relics, and other materials re-
lating to the United States
Semiquincentennial, whether donated to the
Commission or collected by the Commission,
may be deposited for preservation in na-
tional, State, or local libraries or museums
or be otherwise disposed of by the Commis-
sion, in consultation with the Librarian of
Congress, the Secretary of the Smithsonian
Institution, the Archivist of the United
States, and the Administrator of General
Services.

(g) PROPERTY.—Any property acquired by
the Commission remaining on termination of
the Commission may be—

(1) used by the Secretary for purposes of
the National Park Service; or

(2) disposed of as excess or surplus prop-
erty.

SEC. 8. COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.

(a) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—The mem-
bers of the Commission shall receive no com-
pensation for service on the Commission.

(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—A member of the
Commission shall be allowed travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, at
rates authorized for an employee of an agen-
cy under subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5,
United States Code, while away from the
home or regular place of business of the
member in the performance of the duties of
the Commission.

() STAFF.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chairperson of the
Commission may, without regard to the civil
service laws (including regulations), appoint
and terminate an executive director and
such other additional personnel as are nec-
essary to enable the Commission to perform
the duties of the Commission.

(2) CONFIRMATION OF EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—
The employment of an executive director
shall be subject to confirmation by the Com-
mission.

(3) COMPENSATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), the Chairperson of the
Commission may fix the compensation of the
executive director and other personnel with-
out regard to the provisions of chapter 51 and
subchapter III of chapter 53 of title 5, United
States Code, relating to classification of po-
sitions and General Schedule pay rates.

(B) MAXIMUM RATE OF PAY.—The rate of
pay for the executive director and other per-
sonnel shall not exceed the rate payable for
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level V of the Executive Schedule under sec-
tion 5316 of title 5, United States Code.

(d) DETAIL OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT EM-
PLOYEES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—An employee of the Fed-
eral Government may be detailed to the
Commission without reimbursement.

(2) CIVIL SERVICE STATUS.—The detail of
the employee shall be without interruption
or loss of civil service status or privilege.

(e) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND
INTERMITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairperson of
the Commission may procure temporary and
intermittent services in accordance with sec-
tion 3109(b) of title 5, United States Code, at
rates for individuals that do not exceed the
daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic
pay prescribed for level V of the Executive
Schedule under section 5316 of that title.

(f) ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—The Commis-
sion may appoint such advisory committees
as the Commission determines necessary.
SEC. 9. EXPENDITURES OF COMMISSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—AIl expenditures of the
Commission shall be made solely from do-
nated funds.

(b) ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARIAT.—The
Secretary of the Interior shall, through a
competitive process, seek to enter into an
arrangement with a nonprofit organization,
the mission of which is consistent with the
purpose of this Act. Under such arrange-
ment, such nonprofit organization shall—

(1) serve as the secretariat of the Commis-
sion, including by serving as the point of
contact under section 5(e);

(2) house the administrative offices of the
Commission;

(3) assume responsibility for funds of the
Commission; and

(4) provide to the Commission financial
and administrative services, including serv-
ices related to budgeting, accounting, finan-
cial reporting, personnel, and procurement.

(c) PAYMENT FOR FINANCIAL AND ADMINIS-
TRATIVE SERVICES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
payment for services provided under sub-
section (b)(4) shall be made in advance, or by
reimbursement, from funds of the Commis-
sion in such amounts as may be agreed on by
the Chairperson of the Commission and the
secretariat of the Commission.

(2) RELATIONSHIP TO REGULATIONS.—

(A) ERRONEOUS PAYMENTS.—The regula-
tions under section 5514 of title 5, United
States Code, relating to the collection of in-
debtedness of personnel resulting from erro-
neous payments shall apply to the collection
of erroneous payments made to, or on behalf
of, a Commission employee.

(B) NO PROMULGATION BY COMMISSION.—The
Commission shall not be required to pre-
scribe any regulations relating to the mat-
ters described in subparagraph (A).

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Once each year dur-
ing the period beginning on the date of en-
actment of this Act and ending on December
31, 2027, the Commission shall submit to Con-
gress a report of the activities of the Com-
mission, including an accounting of funds re-
ceived and expended during the year covered
by the report.

SEC. 10. TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.

The Commission shall terminate on De-
cember 31, 2027.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that all Members
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have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include any
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4875, as intro-
duced by Congressman PATRICK MEE-
HAN of Pennsylvania.

I yield such time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. MEEHAN) to talk about this bill.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, one of
my favorite Founding Fathers, Ben-
jamin Franklin, once said that ‘“by
failing to prepare, you are preparing to
fail.”

H.R. 4875, the United States
Semiquincentennial Act of 2016 estab-
lishes a commission to facilitate the
national plans leading up to America’s
250th birthday on July 4, 2026. This is
the same process that was used in plan-
ning for the bicentennial celebrations
all across the Nation in 1976.

There is much to do, so we are fol-
lowing Ben Franklin’s advice here and
starting the planning 10 years ahead of
what should be an historic celebration.

To develop these plans, the 32-mem-
ber body of private citizens and public
officials will meet in historic Independ-
ence Hall in Philadelphia, the very
place where our new Nation was de-
clared. Within 2 years of its formation,
the commission is charged with report-
ing recommendations on plans to the
President and to Congress. Impor-
tantly, this legislation does not appro-
priate any funds toward the commis-
sion activities. The commission will
rely solely on generous donations from
private citizens.
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While the United States was founded
in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, the
commission will not be limited to plan-
ning events just in our great city. H.R.
4875 encourages the commission to de-
velop event plans at sites of historical
significance, at battlefields and impor-
tant locations all across the Nation
that will truly celebrate the birth of
the United States of America.

I want to thank my colleague BOB
BRADY for his leadership and the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government
Reform for their work on the measure.

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

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
4875, the United States Semiquincen-
tennial Commission Act of 2016. The
bill, as we just heard, was introduced
in the House by my colleague and
friend, Representative PATRICK MEE-
HAN, and I am proud to be an original
cosponsor of this legislation.

Yesterday in my district, in Philadel-
phia, like all of the districts around
the country, we were proudly -cele-
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brating the 240th birthday of the
United States. On July 4, 2026, we will
be celebrating the 250th anniversary of
the signing of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and the founding of our coun-
try.

H.R. 4875 would establish a commis-
sion to plan, develop, and coordinate
the commemoration of this important
anniversary across the country. The
commission’s events would highlight
locations of historical significance, in-
cluding key cities such as Boston,
Charleston, New York, and of course
the Nation’s birthplace of Philadel-
phia, my hometown.

The commission would also empha-
size the roles of individuals who have
made significant impacts on American
history.

Under this legislation, the Depart-
ment of the Interior would be required
to study and report on actions to fur-
ther the preservation of historic sites
and develop fitting commemoration ex-
hibits.

Other Federal agencies would coordi-
nate the development of scholarly
works on, and artistic expressions of,
American history, culture, and polit-
ical thought; and the Secretary of
State would facilitate the participa-
tion of foreign countries in the celebra-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, we should pass this bill
to begin the planning of this special
event only a decade away. I urge Mem-
bers to support this resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I
would urge the passage of H.R. 4875. 1
appreciate the good work of Mr. MEE-
HAN, who helped champion this through
in a bipartisan way. I appreciate Mr.
BOYLE and his passion on this issue as
well.

All Americans are grateful for this
Nation. And certainly celebrating its
history is appropriate. I urge the pas-
sage of this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
CHAFFETZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4875, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

400 YEARS OF AFRICAN-AMERICAN
HISTORY COMMISSION ACT

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4539) to establish the 400 Years of
African-American History Commission,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4539

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘400 Years of
African-American History Commission Act’’.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) COMMEMORATION.—The term ‘‘com-
memoration” means the commemoration of
the 400th anniversary of the arrival of Afri-
cans in the English colonies, at Point Com-
fort, Virginia, in 1619.

(2) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’
means the 400 Years of African-American
History Commission established by section
3(a).

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is established a
commission, to be known as the ‘400 Years
of African-American History Commission’.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—

(1) COMPOSITION.—The Commission shall be
composed of 156 members, of whom—

(A) 3 members shall be appointed by the
Secretary after considering recommenda-
tions of Governors, including the Governor
of Virginia;

(B) 6 members shall be appointed by the
Secretary after considering recommenda-
tions of civil rights organizations and histor-
ical organizations;

(C) 1 member shall be an employee of the
National Park Service having experience rel-
ative to the historical and cultural resources
related to the commemoration, to be ap-
pointed by the Secretary;

(D) 2 members shall be appointed by the
Secretary after considering the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary of the
Smithsonian Institution; and

(E) 3 members shall be individuals who
have an interest in, support for, and exper-
tise appropriate to the commemoration, ap-
pointed by the Secretary after considering
the recommendations of Members of Con-
gress.

(2) TIME OF APPOINTMENT.—Each appoint-
ment of an initial member of the Commis-
sion shall be made before the expiration of
the 120-day period beginning on the date of
enactment of this Act.

(3) TERM; VACANCIES.—

(A) TERM.—A member of the Commission
shall be appointed for the life of the Commis-
sion.

(B) VACANCIES.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—A vacancy on the Commis-
sion shall be filled in the same manner in
which the original appointment was made.

(ii) PARTIAL TERM.—A member appointed
to fill a vacancy on the Commission shall
serve for the remainder of the term for which
the predecessor of the member was ap-
pointed.

(C) CONTINUATION OF MEMBERSHIP.—If a
member of the Commission was appointed to
the Commission as an employee of the Na-
tional Park Service, and ceases to be an em-
ployee of the National Park Service, that
member may continue to serve on the Com-
mission for not longer than the 30-day period
beginning on the date on which that member
ceases to be an employee of the National
Park Service.

(¢) DUTIES.—The Commission shall—

(1) plan, develop, and carry out programs
and activities throughout the United
States—

(A) appropriate for the commemoration;

(B) to recognize and highlight the resil-
ience and contributions of African-Ameri-
cans since 1619;

(C) to acknowledge the impact that slavery
and laws that enforced racial discrimination
had on the United States; and

(D) to educate the public about—

(i) the arrival of Africans in the United
States; and
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(ii) the contributions of African-Americans
to the United States;

(2) encourage civic, patriotic, historical,
educational, artistic, religious, economic,
and other organizations throughout the
United States to organize and participate in
anniversary activities to expand under-
standing and appreciation of—

(A) the significance of the arrival of Afri-
cans in the United States; and

(B) the contributions of African-Americans
to the United States;

(3) provide technical assistance to States,
localities, and nonprofit organizations to
further the commemoration;

(4) coordinate and facilitate for the public
scholarly research on, publication about, and
interpretation of—

(A) the arrival of Africans in the United
States; and

(B) the contributions of African-Americans
to the United States;

(5) ensure that the commemoration pro-
vides a lasting legacy and long-term public
benefit by assisting in the development of
appropriate programs; and

(6) help ensure that the observances of the
commemoration are inclusive and appro-
priately recognize the experiences and herit-
age of all individuals present at the arrival
of Africans in the United States.

SEC. 4. COMMISSION MEETINGS.

(a) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 30
days after the date on which all members of
the Commission have been appointed, the
Commission shall hold the initial meeting of
the Commission.

(b) MEETINGS.—The
meet—

(1) at least 3 times each year; or

(2) at the call of the Chairperson or the
majority of the members of the Commission.

(c) QUORUM.—A majority of the voting
members shall constitute a quorum, but a
lesser number may hold meetings.

(d) CHAIRPERSON AND VICE CHAIRPERSON.—

(1) ELECTION.—The Commission shall elect
the Chairperson and the Vice Chairperson of
the Commission on an annual basis.

(2) ABSENCE OF THE CHAIRPERSON.—The
Vice Chairperson shall serve as the Chair-
person in the absence of the Chairperson.

(e) VOTING.—The Commission shall act
only on an affirmative vote of a majority of
the members of the Commission.

SEC. 5. COMMISSION POWERS.

(a) GIFTS.—The Commission may solicit,
accept, use, and dispose of gifts, bequests, or
devises of money or other property for aiding
or facilitating the work of the Commission.

(b) APPOINTMENT OF ADVISORY COMMIT-
TEES.—The Commission may appoint such
advisory committees as the Commission de-
termines to be necessary to carry out this
Act.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF ACTION.—The Com-
mission may authorize any member or em-
ployee of the Commission to take any action
that the Commission is authorized to take
under this Act.

(d) PROCUREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission may pro-
cure supplies, services, and property, and
make or enter into contracts, leases, or
other legal agreements, to carry out this Act
(except that a contract, lease, or other legal
agreement made or entered into by the Com-
mission shall not extend beyond the date of
termination of the Commission).

(2) LIMITATION.—The Commission may not
purchase real property.

(e) POSTAL SERVICES.—The Commission
may use the United States mails in the same
manner and under the same conditions as
other agencies of the Federal Government.

(f) GRANTS AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—
The Commission may—

Commission shall
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(1) provide grants in amounts not to exceed
$20,000 per grant to communities and non-
profit organizations for use in developing
programs to assist in the commemoration;

(2) provide grants to research and scholarly
organizations to research, publish, or dis-
tribute information relating to the arrival of
Africans in the United States; and

(3) provide technical assistance to States,
localities, and nonprofit organizations to
further the commemoration.

SEC. 6. COMMISSION PERSONNEL MATTERS.

(a) COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), a member of the Commission
shall serve without compensation.

(2) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—A member of the
Commission who is an officer or employee of
the Federal Government shall serve without
compensation other than the compensation
received for the services of the member as an
officer or employee of the Federal Govern-
ment.

(b) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—A member of the
Commission shall be allowed travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, at
rates authorized for an employee of an agen-
cy under subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5,
United States Code, while away from the
home or regular place of business of the
member in the performance of the duties of
the Commission.

(c) DIRECTOR AND STAFF.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chairperson of the
Commission may, without regard to the civil
service laws (including regulations), nomi-
nate an executive director to enable the
Commission to perform the duties of the
Commission.

(2) CONFIRMATION OF EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—
The employment of an executive director
shall be subject to confirmation by the Com-
mission.

(d) COMPENSATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the Commission may fix the
compensation of the executive director and
other personnel without regard to the provi-
sions of chapter 51 and subchapter III of
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, re-
lating to classification of positions and Gen-
eral Schedule pay rates.

(2) MAXIMUM RATE OF PAY.—The rate of pay
for the executive director and other per-
sonnel shall not exceed the rate payable for
level V of the Executive Schedule under sec-
tion 5316 of title 5, United States Code.

(e) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.—

(1) FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.—

(A) DETAIL.—At the request of the Com-
mission, the head of any Federal agency may
detail, on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis, any of the personnel of the agency to
the Commission to assist the Commission in
carrying out the duties of the Commission
under this Act.

(B) CIVIL SERVICE STATUS.—The detail of an
employee under subparagraph (A) shall be
without interruption or loss of civil service
status or privilege.

(2) STATE EMPLOYEES.—The Commission
may—

(A) accept the services of personnel de-
tailed from the State; and

(B) reimburse the State for services of de-
tailed personnel.

(f) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND INTER-
MITTENT SERVICES.—The Chairperson of the
Commission may procure temporary and
intermittent services in accordance with sec-
tion 3109(b) of title 5, United States Code, at
rates for individuals that do not exceed the
daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic
pay prescribed for level V of the Executive
Schedule under section 5316 of such title.

(g) VOLUNTEER AND UNCOMPENSATED SERV-
ICES.—Notwithstanding section 1342 of title
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31, United States Code, the Commission may
accept and use such voluntary and uncom-
pensated services as the Commission deter-
mines to be necessary.

(h) SUPPORT SERVICES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide to the Commission, on a reimbursable
basis, such administrative support services
as the Commission may request.

(2) REIMBURSEMENT.—ANny reimbursement
under this paragraph shall be credited to the
appropriation, fund, or account used for pay-
ing the amounts reimbursed.

(i) No EFFECT ON AUTHORITY.—Nothing in
this section supersedes the authority of the
National Park Service with respect to the
commemoration.

SEC. 7. PLANS; REPORTS.

(a) STRATEGIC PLAN.—The Commission
shall prepare a strategic plan for the activi-
ties of the Commission carried out under
this Act.

(b) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than July 1,
2020, the Commission shall complete and sub-
mit to Congress a final report that con-
tains—

(1) a summary of the activities of the Com-
mission;

(2) a final accounting of funds received and
expended by the Commission; and

(3) the findings and recommendations of
the Commission.

SEC. 8. TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.

(a) DATE OF TERMINATION.—The Commis-
sion shall terminate on July 1, 2020.

(b) TRANSFER OF DOCUMENTS AND MATE-
RIALS.—Before the date of termination speci-
fied in subsection (a), the Commission shall
transfer all documents and materials of the
Commission to the National Archives or an-
other appropriate Federal entity.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. 1 yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 4539, introduced by Congress-
man BOBBY SCOTT of Virginia.

In 1619, the first people from Africa
arrived at the English colonies in Point
Comfort, Virginia. To highlight the
significant history and cultural impact
of the 400th anniversary of the first Af-
ricans to arrive at Point Comfort, this
bill creates a commission to plan and
carry out commemorative activities.

The Commission’s membership will
be comprised of members appointed by
the Secretary of the Interior after con-
sidering recommendations of civil
rights and historical organizations: the
secretary of the Smithsonian, Members
of Congress, and Governors from across
the country.

Under the bill, the commission will
plan, develop, and carry out programs
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and activities to recognize and high-
light the resilience and contributions
of African Americans since 1619 and to
acknowledge the impact that slavery
and laws that enforced racial discrimi-
nation had on the United States.

The bill will also coordinate and fa-
cilitate for the public scholarly re-
search on the arrival of Africans in the
United States and the contributions of
African Americans throughout our Na-
tion’s history.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the passage of H.R. 4539.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would be happy to
speak on this resolution, but we are
very privileged to have its author right
here with us. So I will yield 3 minutes
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
SCOoTT).

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in support of H.R. 4539. The 400
Years of African-American History
Commission Act was introduced earlier
in the Senate by Senators TiM KAINE
and MARK WARNER, and I was proud to
introduce the House version with the
support of Representatives Rigell,
Butterfield, Forbes, Beyer, Wittman,
Lewis, and many others.

I would like to thank Chairman
CHAFFETZ, Ranking Member CUMMINGS,
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE) for their as-
sistance in bringing the bill to the
floor today.

This bill would establish a commis-
sion to begin planning programs and
activities across the Nation to recog-
nize the many contributions of African
Americans since the first arrival of Af-
ricans in the English colonies at Point
Comfort, Virginia, in 1619.

African Americans have contributed
greatly to our Nation, and their
achievements deserve to be celebrated.
The history of Virginia and our Nation
cannot be fully understood without
recognizing the role played by the
slave trade.

Slavery was an abhorrent institu-
tion; but for hundreds of years, it was
the foundation of the colonial and
early American agricultural system
and was essential to its economic sus-
tainability. The 20 Africans who ar-
rived at Point Comfort, Virginia, in
Hampton, Virginia, in 1619 were the
first on record to be forcibly settled as
involuntary laborers in the English
colonies.

The 400 Years of African-American
History Commission Act will be instru-
mental in recognizing and highlighting
the resilience and contributions of Af-
rican Americans since 1619. From slav-
ery, to fighting in the Civil War, to
working against the oppression of Jim
Crow segregation, to the civil rights
movement, the rich history of African
Americans and their contributions to
our Nation began hundreds of years ago
but obviously does not end there.
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The commission established by this
bill will be charged with the important
task of planning, developing, and im-
plementing a series of programs and
activities throughout 2019 to fully tell
the story of African Americans, their
contributions, and their resilience over
the last 400 years and even earlier, as
Africans were brought to North Amer-
ica by the Spanish more than a century
earlier.

The efforts of this 15-member com-
mission, which will include historical
experts and not politicians, will ensure
that the legacy of those Africans in co-
lonial America, along with other Afri-
can American leaders whose contribu-
tions have helped move our Nation for-
ward, are recognized appropriately.

It would be a great disservice not
only to African Americans but all
Americans if we failed to appropriately
recognize this important upcoming
milestone in our Nation’s history.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman,
the ranking member, and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania for their
leadership in this effort. And I urge my
colleagues to support the bill.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I have
no additional speakers.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let
me thank the distinguished gentleman
from Pennsylvania for yielding. I
thank the manager for his leadership,
the chairman of the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.
And let me also thank the ranking
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, the original
sponsor of this bill, Mr. ScoTT of Vir-
ginia.

I cannot think of a more important
statement and act on the vast expanse
of African American history. The 400
Years of African-American History
Commission Act, as has been offered by
Mr. ScoTT, is giving one of the most
authoritative and widely needed re-
views of African American history. It
is extensive; it is detailed; and it is dis-
tinct.

Specifically, I come from the region
called Texas and the Gulf States. In
particular, as relates to the Emanci-
pation Proclamation, we commemorate
something called Juneteenth. That
means that in 1863, we did not get the
word that President Lincoln had freed
the slaves. It came in 1865 when Gen-
eral Granger landed on the shores of
Galveston. So we have this phe-
nomenon called Juneteenth. It may not
be an idea or a commemoration that is
known all over.

And then, of course, the early stages
of slavery. The vast differences in the
regions on how slaves were held, the
many places where African Americans
participated in war and peace that may
not be known, the science and sci-
entific research that we have evidenced
beyond the likes of Dr. George Wash-
ington Carver or the debate between
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W.E.B. DuBois and Booker T. Wash-
ington on the pathways of African
Americans. Certainly, we are well
aware of the civil rights movement.
Many believe they know their current
history, but there are so many dif-
ferent nuances. And I imagine the com-
mission of this particular legislation,
this commission would go even far
more deeply into African American
history.

So let me say that this is a very im-
portant legislative initiative. I want to
thank the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ScorT) for bringing it forward.
And I will say that if this is signed by
the President, America will be better
for knowing the history of all people,
and this commission will certainly be
part of telling that very detailed, di-
verse, and different story of African
Americans in the history of the United
States of America.

Mr. Speaker, I ask support of the bill.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself the
balance of my time.

I thank my colleagues for bearing
with me while I am a little hoarse in
doing this duty here tonight. I had a
little bit too much screaming at our
4th of July festivities and parades in
Philadelphia and Montgomery County
yesterday.

Mr. Speaker, I really admire—and I
am not sure if it was done inten-
tionally this way—the wisdom of the
chairman and those who scheduled
these two resolutions coming in tan-
dem because I think they are both im-
portant, and I am enthusiastic about
both of them.

It is impossible to tell the story of
the United States of America without
the enormous contributions and resil-
ience shown by those who are the de-
scendants of slaves who were brought
here to our shores against their will.

I am, like many of us, the descendant
of immigrants who came here will-
ingly. Though they came here with
nothing, at least they came here will-
ingly. And of course that does not rep-
resent the entire American experience.

So I think that this is an important
resolution. I commend my colleague
from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) as well as
Senators TiM KAINE and MARK WARNER
for their championing of it. I am proud
to support this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, again,
let me echo the wide bipartisan support
in favor of this bill.

I want to thank our ranking member,
Mr. CuMMINGS. I want to thank Mr.
BOYLE for his support in championing
this through with our committee. And
I particularly want to thank BOBBY
ScoTT of Virginia, his representation of
that area and is a pivotal voice in
bringing this bill forward. I am glad to
be supportive of this bill, and I would
urge my colleagues to also support it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from TUtah (Mr.
CHAFFETZ) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4539, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
0 2115

GLOBAL FOOD SECURITY ACT OF
2016

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S.
1252) to authorize a comprehensive
strategic approach for United States
foreign assistance to developing coun-
tries to reduce global poverty and hun-
ger, achieve food and nutrition secu-
rity, promote inclusive, sustainable,
agriculturalled economic growth, im-
prove nutritional outcomes, especially
for women and children, build resil-
ience among vulnerable populations,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 1252

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Global Food
Security Act of 2016°".

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) According to the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations (referred
to in this section as the “FAQO’), 805,000,000
people worldwide suffer from chronic hunger.
Hunger and malnutrition rob people of
health and productive lives and stunt the
mental and physical development of future
generations.

(2) According to the January 2014 ‘“World-
wide Threat Assessment of the US Intel-
ligence Community”’—

(A) the ‘‘[1]ack of adequate food will be a
destabilizing factor in countries important
to US national security that do not have the
financial or technical abilities to solve their
internal food security problems’’; and

(B) ‘“‘[flood and nutrition insecurity in
weakly governed countries might also pro-
vide opportunities for insurgent groups to
capitalize on poor conditions, exploit inter-
national food aid, and discredit governments
for their inability to address basic needs”’.

(3) A comprehensive approach to sustain-
able food and nutrition security should not
only respond to emergency food shortages,
but should also address malnutrition, resil-
ience to food and nutrition insecurity, build-
ing the capacity of poor, rural populations to
improve their agricultural productivity and
incomes, removing institutional impedi-
ments to agricultural development, value
chain access and efficiency, including proc-
essing and storage, enhancing agribusiness
development, access to markets and activi-
ties that address the specific needs and bar-
riers facing women and small-scale pro-
ducers, education, and collaborative re-
search.

SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY OBJECTIVES;
SENSE OF CONGRESS.

(a) STATEMENT OF POLICY OBJECTIVES.—It

is in the national interest of the United
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States to promote global food security, resil-
ience, and nutrition, consistent with na-
tional food security investment plans, which
is reinforced through programs, activities,
and initiatives that—

(1) place food insecure countries on a path
toward self-sufficiency and economic free-
dom through the coordination of United
States foreign assistance programs;

(2) accelerate inclusive, agricultural-led
economic growth that reduces global pov-
erty, hunger, and malnutrition, particularly
among women and children;

(3) increase the productivity, incomes, and
livelihoods of small-scale producers, espe-
cially women, by working across agricul-
tural value chains, enhancing local capacity
to manage agricultural resources effectively
and expanding producer access to local and
international markets;

(4) build resilience to food shocks among
vulnerable populations and households while
reducing reliance upon emergency food as-
sistance;

(5) create an enabling environment for ag-
ricultural growth and investment, including
through the promotion of secure and trans-
parent property rights;

(6) improve the nutritional status of
women and children, with a focus on reduc-
ing child stunting, including through the
promotion of highly nutritious foods, diet di-
versification, and nutritional behaviors that
improve maternal and child health;

(7) demonstrably meet, align with and le-
verage broader United States strategies and
investments in trade, economic growth, na-
tional security, science and technology, agri-
culture research and extension, maternal
and child health, nutrition, and water, sani-
tation, and hygiene;

(8) continue to strengthen partnerships be-
tween United States-based universities, in-
cluding land-grant colleges, and universities
and institutions in target countries and com-
munities that build agricultural capacity;
and

(9) ensure the effective use of United
States taxpayer dollars to further these ob-
jectives.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
the Congress that the President, in providing
assistance to implement the Global Food Se-
curity Strategy, should—

(1) coordinate, through a whole-of-govern-
ment approach, the efforts of relevant Fed-
eral departments and agencies to implement
the Global Food Security Strategy;

(2) seek to fully utilize the unique capabili-
ties of each relevant Federal department and
agency while collaborating with and
leveraging the contributions of other Kkey
stakeholders; and

(3) utilize open and streamlined solicita-
tions to allow for the participation of a wide
range of implementing partners through the
most appropriate procurement mechanisms,
which may include grants, contracts, cooper-
ative agreements, and other instruments as
necessary and appropriate.

SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’ means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate;

(B) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate;

(C) the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate;

(D) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of
the House of Representatives;

(E) the Committee on Agriculture of the
House of Representatives; and

(F) the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives.
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(2) FEED THE FUTURE INNOVATION LABS.—
The term ‘Feed the Future Innovation
Labs’” means research partnerships led by
United States universities that advance solu-
tions to reduce global hunger, poverty, and
malnutrition.

(3) FOOD AND NUTRITION SECURITY.—The
term ‘‘food and nutrition security’” means
access to, and availability, utilization, and
stability of, sufficient food to meet caloric
and nutritional needs for an active and
healthy life.

(4) GLOBAL FOOD SECURITY STRATEGY.—The
term ‘“‘Global Food Security Strategy”
means the strategy developed and imple-
mented pursuant to section 5(a).

(5) KEY STAKEHOLDERS.—The term ‘‘key
stakeholders’” means actors engaged in ef-
forts to advance global food security pro-
grams and objectives, including—

(A) relevant Federal departments
agencies;

(B) national and local governments in tar-
get countries;

(C) other bilateral donors;

(D) international and regional organiza-
tions;

(E) international, regional, and local finan-
cial institutions;

(F) international, regional, and local pri-
vate voluntary, nongovernmental, faith-
based, and civil society organizations;

(G) the private sector, including agri-
businesses and relevant commodities groups;

(H) agricultural producers, including farm-
er organizations, cooperatives, small-scale
producers, and women; and

(I) agricultural research and academic in-
stitutions, including land-grant universities
and extension services.

(6) MALNUTRITION.—The term ‘‘malnutri-
tion” means poor nutritional status caused
by nutritional deficiency or excess.

(7) RELEVANT FEDERAL DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES.—The term ‘‘relevant Federal de-
partments and agencies’” means the United
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, the Department of Agriculture, the
Department of Commerce, the Department
of State, the Department of the Treasury,
the Millennium Challenge Corporation, the
Overseas Private Investment Corporation,
the Peace Corps, the Office of the United
States Trade Representative, the TUnited
States African Development Foundation, the
United States Geological Survey, and any
other department or agency specified by the
President for purposes of this section.

(8) RESILIENCE.—The term ‘‘resilience’’
means the ability of people, households,
communities, countries, and systems to
mitigate, adapt to, and recover from shocks
and stresses to food security in a manner
that reduces chronic vulnerability and facili-
tates inclusive growth.

(9) SMALL-SCALE PRODUCER.—The term
‘“‘small-scale producer’” means farmers, pas-
toralists, foresters, and fishers that have a
low asset base and limited resources, includ-
ing land, capital, skills and labor, and, in the
case of farmers, typically farm on fewer than
5 hectares of land.

(10) STUNTING.—The term ‘‘stunting’’ refers
to a condition that—

(A) is measured by a height-to-age ratio
that is more than 2 standard deviations
below the median for the population;

(B) manifests in children who are younger
than 2 years of age;

(C) is a process that can continue in chil-
dren after they reach 2 years of age, result-
ing in an individual being ‘‘stunted’’;

(D) is a sign of chronic malnutrition; and

(E) can lead to long-term poor health, de-
layed motor development, impaired cog-
nitive function, and decreased immunity.

(11) SUSTAINABLE.—The term ‘‘sustainable’’
means the ability of a target country, com-

and
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munity, implementing partner, or intended
beneficiary to maintain, over time, the pro-
grams authorized and outcomes achieved
pursuant to this Act.

(12) TARGET COUNTRY.—The term ‘‘target
country’ means a developing country that is
selected to participate in agriculture and nu-
trition security programs under the Global
Food Security Strategy pursuant to the se-
lection criteria described in section 5(a)(2),
including criteria such as the potential for
agriculture-led economic growth, govern-
ment commitment to agricultural invest-
ment and policy reform, opportunities for
partnerships and regional synergies, the
level of need, and resource availability.

SEC. 5. COMPREHENSIVE GLOBAL FOOD SECU-
RITY STRATEGY.

(a) STRATEGY.—The President shall coordi-
nate the development and implementation of
a United States whole-of-government strat-
egy to accomplish the policy objectives set
forth in section 3(a), which shall—

(1) set specific and measurable goals,
benchmarks, timetables, performance
metrics, and monitoring and evaluation
plans that reflect international best prac-
tices relating to transparency, account-
ability, food and nutrition security, and ag-
riculture-led economic growth, consistent
with the policy objectives described in sec-
tion 3(a);

(2) establish clear and transparent selec-
tion criteria for target countries, commu-
nities, regions, and intended beneficiaries of
assistance;

(3) describe the methodology and criteria
for the selection of target countries;

(4) support and be aligned with country-
owned agriculture, nutrition, and food secu-
rity policy and investment plans developed
with input from key stakeholders, as appro-
priate;

(5) support inclusive agricultural value
chain development, with small-scale pro-
ducers, especially women, gaining greater
access to the inputs, skills, resource manage-
ment capacity, networking, bargaining
power, financing, and market linkages need-
ed to sustain their long-term economic pros-
perity;

(6) support improvement of the nutritional
status of women and children, particularly
during the critical first 1,000-day window
until a child reaches 2 years of age and with
a focus on reducing child stunting, through
nutrition-specific and nutrition-sensitive
programs, including related water, sanita-
tion, and hygiene programs;

(7) facilitate communication and collabo-
ration, as appropriate, among local stake-
holders in support of a multi-sectoral ap-
proach to food and nutrition security, to in-
clude analysis of the multiple underlying
causes of malnutrition, including lack of ac-
cess to safe drinking water, sanitation, and
hygiene;

(8) support the long-term success of pro-
grams by building the capacity of local orga-
nizations and institutions in target coun-
tries and communities;

(9) integrate resilience and nutrition strat-
egies into food security programs, such that
chronically vulnerable populations are bet-
ter able to build safety nets, secure liveli-
hoods, access markets, and access opportuni-
ties for longer-term economic growth;

(10) develop community and producer resil-
ience to natural disasters, emergencies, and
natural occurrences that adversely impact
agricultural yield;

(11) harness science, technology, and inno-
vation, including the research and extension
activities supported by relevant Federal De-
partments and agencies and Feed the Future
Innovation Labs, or any successor entities;

(12) integrate agricultural development ac-
tivities among food insecure populations liv-
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ing in proximity to designated national
parks or wildlife areas into wildlife con-
servation efforts, as necessary and appro-
priate;

(13) leverage resources and expertise
through partnerships with the private sec-
tor, farm organizations, cooperatives, civil
society, faith-based organizations, and agri-
cultural research and academic institutions;

(14) strengthen and expand collaboration
between United States universities, includ-
ing public, private, and land-grant univer-
sities, with higher education institutions in
target countries to increase their effective-
ness and relevance to promote agricultural
development and innovation through the cre-
ation of human capital, innovation, and cut-
ting edge science in the agricultural sector;

(15) seek to ensure that target countries
and communities respect and promote land
tenure rights of local communities, particu-
larly those of women and small-scale pro-
ducers;

(16) include criteria and methodologies for
graduating target countries and commu-
nities from assistance provided to implement
the Global Food Security Strategy as such
countries and communities meet the
progress benchmarks identified pursuant to
section 8(b)(4); and

(17) demonstrably support the United
States national security and economic inter-
est in the countries where assistance is being
provided.

(b) COORDINATION.—The President shall co-
ordinate, through a whole-of-government ap-
proach, the efforts of relevant Federal de-
partments and agencies in the implementa-
tion of the Global Food Security Strategy
by—

(1) establishing monitoring and evaluation
systems, coherence, and coordination across
relevant Federal departments and agencies;

(2) establishing linkages with other initia-
tives and strategies of relevant Federal de-
partments and agencies; and

(3) establishing platforms for regular con-
sultation and collaboration with key stake-
holders and the appropriate congressional
committees.

() STRATEGY SUBMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than October 1,
2016, the President, in consultation with the
head of each relevant Federal department
and agency, shall submit to the appropriate
congressional committees the Global Food
Security Strategy required under this sec-
tion, including a detailed description of how
the United States intends to advance the ob-
jectives set forth in section 3(a) and the
agency-specific plans described in paragraph
(2).

(2) AGENCY-SPECIFIC PLANS.—The Global
Food Security Strategy shall include specific
implementation plans from each relevant
Federal department and agency that de-
scribes—

(A) the anticipated contributions of the de-
partment or agency, including technical, fi-
nancial, and in-kind contributions, to imple-
ment the Global Food Security Strategy;
and

(B) the efforts of the department or agency
to ensure that the activities and programs
carried out pursuant to the strategy are de-
signed to achieve maximum impact and
long-term sustainability.

SEC. 6. ASSISTANCE TO IMPLEMENT THE GLOBAL
FOOD SECURITY STRATEGY.

(a) FOOD SHORTAGES.—The President is au-
thorized to carry out activities pursuant to
section 103, section 103A, title XII of chapter
2 of part I, and chapter 4 of part II of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C.
2161a, 2151a-1, 2220a et seq., and 2346 et seq.)
to prevent or address food shortages not-
withstanding any other provision of law.
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(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary of State and the Administrator of
the United States Agency for International
Development $1,000,600,000 for each of fiscal
years 2017 and 2018 to carry out those por-
tions of the Global Food Security Strategy
that relate to the Department of State and
the United States Agency for International
Development, respectively.

(c) MONITORING AND EVALUATION.—The
President shall seek to ensure that assist-
ance to implement the Global Food Security
Strategy is provided under established pa-
rameters for a rigorous accountability sys-
tem to monitor and evaluate progress and
impact of the strategy, including by report-
ing to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees and the public on an annual basis.
SEC. 7. EMERGENCY FOOD SECURITY PROGRAM.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the crisis in Syria, which is character-
ized by acts of terrorism and atrocities di-
rected against civilians, including mass mur-
der, forced displacement, aerial bombard-
ment, ethnic and religious persecution, tor-
ture, kidnapping, rape and sexual enslave-
ment, has triggered one of the most profound
humanitarian crises of this century and
poses a direct threat to regional security and
the national security interests of the United
States;

(2) it is in the national security interests
of the United States to respond to the needs
of displaced Syrian persons and the commu-
nities hosting such persons, including with
food assistance; and

(3) after four years of conflict in Syria and
the onset of other major humanitarian emer-
gencies where, like Syria, the provision of
certain United States humanitarian assist-
ance has been particularly challenging, in-
cluding the 2013 super-typhoon in the Phil-
ippines, the 2014 outbreak of Ebola in west
Africa, the 2015 earthquake in Nepal, ongoing
humanitarian disasters in Yemen and South
Sudan, and the threat of a major El Nino
event in 2016, United States international
disaster assistance has become severely
stressed.

(b) STATEMENT OF PoLIcY.—It shall be the
policy of the United States, in coordination
with other donors, regional governments,
international organizations, and inter-
national financial institutions, to fully le-
verage, enhance, and expand the impact and
reach of available United States humani-
tarian resources, including for food assist-
ance, to mitigate the effects of manmade and
natural disasters by utilizing innovative new
approaches to delivering aid that support af-
fected persons and the communities hosting
them, build resilience and early recovery,
and reduce opportunities for waste, fraud,
and abuse.

(c) AMENDMENTS TO THE FOREIGN ASSIST-
ANCE ACT OF 1961.—

(1) Section 491 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2292) is amended—

(A) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and

(B) by inserting after subsection (b) the
following new subsection:

‘‘(c) EMERGENCY FO0OD SECURITY PRO-
GRAM.—

‘(1 IN GENERAL.—Subject to the limita-
tions in section 492, and notwithstanding any
other provision of this or any other Act, the
President is authorized to make available
emergency food assistance, including in the
form of funds, transfers, vouchers, and agri-
cultural commodities (including products de-
rived from agricultural commodities) ac-
quired through local or regional procure-
ment, to meet emergency food needs arising
from manmade and natural disasters.
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‘“(2) DESIGNATION.—Funds made available
under this subsection shall be known as the
‘International Disaster Assistance — Emer-
gency Food Security Program’.”.

(2) Section 492 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2292a) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking
€‘$25,000,000 for the fiscal year 1986 and
$25,000,000 for the fiscal year 1987.” and in-
serting ‘‘$2,794,184,000 for each of fiscal years
2017 and 2018, of which up to $1,257,382,000
should be made available to carry out sec-
tion 491(c).”’; and

(B) by inserting after subsection (b) the
following new subsections:

‘“(c) AMOUNTS IN ADDITION TO OTHER
AMOUNTS.—Amounts authorized to be appro-
priated pursuant to the authorizations of ap-
propriations under section 491(c) are in addi-
tion to funds otherwise available for such
purposes.

“(d) FLEXIBILITY.—

‘(1) UNITED STATES POLICY.—It is the pol-
icy of the United States that the funds made
available to carry out section 491 are in-
tended to provide the President with the
greatest possible flexibility to address dis-
aster-related needs as they arise and to pre-
pare for and reduce the impact of natural
and man-made disasters.

‘“(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that any amendments to applicable
legal provisions contained in this Act are not
intended to limit such authorities.

‘“(e) REPORT.—Not later than March 1 of
each fiscal year, the President shall submit
to the Committee on Foreign Relations and
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives a report that de-
scribes the activities undertaken by the
President over the course of the prior fiscal
year pursuant to section 491(c), including the
amounts of assistance provided, intended
beneficiaries, monitoring and evaluation
strategies, anticipated outcomes, and, as
practicable, actual outcomes.”.

SEC. 8. REPORTS.

(a) GLOBAL FOOD SECURITY STRATEGY IM-
PLEMENTATION REPORTS.—Not later than 1
year and 2 years after the date of the submis-
sion of the strategy required under section
5(c), the President shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees reports
that describe the status of the implementa-
tion of the Global Food Security Strategy
for 2017 and 2018, which shall—

(1) contain a summary of the Global Food
Security Strategy as an appendix;

(2) identify any substantial changes made
in the Global Food Security Strategy during
the preceding calendar year;

(3) describe the progress made in imple-
menting the Global Food Security Strategy;

(4) identify the indicators used to establish
benchmarks and measure results over time,
as well as the mechanisms for reporting such
results in an open and transparent manner;

(5) describe related strategies and bench-
marks for graduating target countries and
communities from assistance provided under
the Global Food Security Strategy over
time, including by building resilience, reduc-
ing risk, and enhancing the sustainability of
outcomes from United States investments in
agriculture and nutrition security;

(6) indicate how findings from monitoring
and evaluation were incorporated into pro-
gram design and budget decisions;

(7) contain a transparent, open, and de-
tailed accounting of spending by relevant
Federal departments and agencies to imple-
ment the Global Food Security Strategy, in-
cluding, for each Federal department and
agency, the statutory source of spending,
amounts spent, implementing partners and
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targeted beneficiaries, and activities sup-
ported to the extent practicable and appro-
priate;

(8) describe how the Global Food Security
Strategy leverages other United States food
security and development assistance pro-
grams on the continuum from emergency
food aid through sustainable, agriculture-led
economic growth and eventual self-suffi-
ciency:;

(9) describe the contributions of the Global
Food Security Strategy to, and assess the
impact of, broader international food and nu-
trition security assistance programs, includ-
ing progress in the promotion of land tenure
rights, creating economic opportunities for
women and small-scale producers, and stimu-
lating agriculture-led economic growth in
target countries and communities;

(10) assess efforts to coordinate United
States international food security and nutri-
tion programs, activities, and initiatives
with key stakeholders;

(11) assess United States Government-fa-
cilitated private investment in related sec-
tors and the impact of private sector invest-
ment in target countries and communities;

(12) identify any United States legal or reg-
ulatory impediments that could obstruct the
effective implementation of the program-
ming referred to in paragraphs (8) and (9);

(13) contain a clear gender analysis of pro-
gramming, to inform project-level activities,
that includes established disaggregated gen-
der indicators to better analyze outcomes for
food productivity, income growth, control of
assets, equity in access to inputs, jobs and
markets, and nutrition; and

(14) incorporate a plan for regularly re-
viewing and updating strategies, partner-
ships, and programs and sharing lessons
learned with a wide range of stakeholders in
an open, transparent manner.

(b) GLOBAL FOOD SECURITY CROSSCUT RE-
PORT.—Not later than 120 days after the
President submits the budget to Congress
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget shall submit to the
appropriate congressional committees a re-
port including—

(1) an interagency budget crosscut report
that—

(A) displays the budget proposed, including
any planned interagency or intra-agency
transfer, for each of the principal Federal
agencies that carries out global food security
activities in the upcoming fiscal year, sepa-
rately reporting the amount of planned fund-
ing to be provided under existing laws per-
taining to the global food security strategy
to the extent available; and

(B) to the extent available, identifies all
assistance and research expenditures at the
account level in each of the five prior fiscal
years by the Federal Government and United
States multilateral commitments using Fed-
eral funds for global food security strategy
activities;

(2) to the extent available, a detailed ac-
counting of all assistance funding received
and obligated by the principal Federal agen-
cies identified in the report and United
States multilateral commitments using Fed-
eral funds, for global food security activities
during the current fiscal year; and

(3) a breakout of the proposed budget for
the current and budget years by agency, cat-
egorizing expenditures by type of funding,
including research, resiliency, and other food
security activities to the extent that such
information is available.

(¢) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.—
The information referred to in subsections
(a) and (b) shall be made available on the
public website of the United States Agency
for International Development in an open,
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machine readable format, in a timely man-
ner.
SEC. 9. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.

(a) EFFECT ON OTHER PROGRAMS.—Nothing
in the Global Food Security Strategy or this
Act or the amendments made by this Act
shall be construed to supersede or otherwise
affect the authority of the relevant Federal
departments and agencies to carry out pro-
grams specified in subsection (b), in the
manner provided, and subject to the terms
and conditions, of those programs, including,
but not limited to, the terms, conditions,
and requirements relating to the procure-
ment and transportation of food assistance
furnished pursuant to such programs.

(b) PROGRAMS DESCRIBED.—The programs
referred to in subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing:

(1) The Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1691 et
seq.).

(2) The Food for Progress Act of 1985 (7
U.S.C. 17360).

(3) Section 416(b) of the Agriculture Act of
1949 (7 U.S.C. 1431).

(4) McGovern-Dole Food for Education Pro-
gram (7 U.S.C.17360-1).

(5) Local and Regional Procurement Pro-
gram (7 U.S.C. 1726¢).

(6) Bill Emerson Humanitarian Trust Act
(7 U.S.C. 1736f-1).

(7) Any other food and nutrition security
and emergency and non-emergency food as-
sistance program of the Department of Agri-
culture.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include any ex-
traneous material in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the Global Food Security Act.

The Global Food Security Act, led by
Representatives SMITH and McCOLLUM,
establishes very clear priorities for and
enhances the transparency of existing,
yet unauthorized, food security and
disaster assistance programs.

What this does is it authorizes, for
the first time in 30 years, International
Disaster Assistance, the essential hu-
manitarian account that provides ev-
erything from tents and sheeting to
water and medicine for people afflicted
by conflict and hit by natural disasters
around the globe.

It authorizes, for the first time, the
Emergency Food Security Program,
which is the flexible, efficient, and ef-
fective food aid program that helps ref-
ugees when and where they need it
most so they won’t be forced to seek
refuge in Europe or beyond.

Finally, with an eye toward the fu-
ture, it advances policies which will
improve food security, stimulate eco-
nomic growth, and better enable people
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to grow their own way out of poverty
so they will no longer have to depend
upon U.S. foreign assistance. It does
this without increasing spending, Mr.
Speaker.

The legislation before us is the prod-
uct of more than 3 years of careful de-
liberation and inclusive negotiations.
The Foreign Affairs Committee has
held multiple hearings on food secu-
rity. We marked and reported not one,
but two earlier versions, H.R. 5656 and
H.R. 1567. The House passed each of
these bills with broad bipartisan sup-
port. I want to thank our ranking
member, Mr. ELIOT ENGEL of New
York, for his assistance in all of this
work.

This bill, S. 1252, maintains all of the
provisions the House previously ap-
proved, while filling a critical gap. By
adding International Disaster Assist-
ance and the Emergency Food Security
Program, S. 12562 brings the bill full
cycle and enables Congress to conduct
effective oversight of the full range of
international food security programs
from disaster to resilience, to develop-
ment, to trade. At the same time, it
adds even more transparency require-
ments so that we can eliminate dupli-
cation and we can eliminate the waste.

So I want to thank Mr. SMITH also for
his leadership on this important legis-
lation, and I urge Members to help get
it to the President’s desk without fur-
ther delay.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this measure. I am very proud that
we are about to take our final step on
the Global Food Security Act and send
it to the President’s desk.

I want to thank Representatives
SMITH and McCoLLUM for their hard
work on this issue here in the House, as
well as Senators CASEY and CORKER for
steering this effort in the other body. I
also want to thank our chairman, ED
ROYCE, as always, for his leadership.
This is another great example of bipar-
tisan, commonsense cooperation on
foreign policy issues.

Mr. Speaker, nearly 800 million peo-
ple around the world live without the
certainty that their families will have
enough to eat. When children don’t
make it to the age of 5, half the time
it is because of malnutrition. That is
just heartbreaking. There is more than
enough food on this planet to feed ev-
eryone. The idea that so many are
starving is simply unconscionable.

It is also a major roadblock for coun-
tries and communities. Underfed popu-
lations are less productive and more
vulnerable to disease. Without reliable
access to food, it is much harder for a
country to achieve stability and pros-
perity. So we have an interest—and a
moral obligation—in trying to tackle
this problem as part of our foreign pol-
icy.

This bill places a special priority on
foreign assistance programs that aim
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to reduce global poverty and hunger. It
also authorizes a robust investment in
the Obama administration’s signature
Feed the Future initiative as well as
other State Department and USAID ef-
forts dealing with global hunger.

This bill has moved forward with tre-
mendous bipartisan support, and I am
glad to cast one final vote for it today.
I support this bill. T urge my colleagues
to do the same. I thank Chairman
ROYCE once again.

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

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 8
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CONAWAY), chairman of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, for the purpose
of a colloquy.

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

The rule of construction under sec-
tion 9 affirms that nothing in this act,
or amendments made by this act, will
supersede or otherwise affect the au-
thority of a relevant Federal depart-
ment or agency to carry out a number
of vital international food aid pro-
grams, including Food for Peace, Food
for Progress, USDA’s Local and Re-
gional Food Aid Procurement Program,
the Bill Emerson Humanitarian Trust
Program, the McGovern-Dole Inter-
national Food for Education and Child
Nutrition Program, or any other emer-
gency or non-emergency food aid pro-
gram of the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture.

Is it the gentleman from California’s
understanding that this rule of con-
struction applies equally to all parts of
the bill, including section 7, which au-
thorizes an Emergency Food Security
Program, or EFSP?

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia for his response.

Mr. ROYCE. That is correct. The rule
of construction under section 9 of the
Global Food Security Act—which was
carefully negotiated with the chairman
of the House and Senate Committees
on Agriculture, the House Committee
on Foreign Affairs, and the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations—ap-
plies equally to all parts of the bill.
This includes section 7, which author-
izes the existing International Disaster
Assistance-funded Emergency Food Se-
curity Program.

Mr. CONAWAY. Reclaiming my time,
is it also the gentleman’s under-
standing that the ‘“‘notwithstanding au-
thority” granted to the Emergency
Food Security Program will not in any
way affect the existing requirements
under the Food for Peace Act, includ-
ing requirements relating to the pur-
chase and shipment of U.S. agriculture
commodities under this act?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ROYCE. Correct. The committee
has conferred with the Government Ac-
countability Office and received its
confirmation that ‘‘notwithstanding
authority” cannot migrate to other
provisions of law.

For example, funds provided to carry
out the Food for Peace Act are subject
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to the requirements of the Food for
Peace Act and funds provided to carry
out the International Disaster Assist-
ance/Emergency Food Security Pro-
gram are subject to the requirements
of the Foreign Assistance Act. Neither
the funds nor the authorities for these
programs are interchangeable.

Mr. CONAWAY. Reclaiming my time,
does the committee chairman agree
that the Food for Peace program,
which is wholly separate from the bill
we are debating on the floor today, is
vital to U.S. efforts to respond to emer-
gencies and alleviate global hunger?
Does the gentleman also agree that the
provision of U.S. agriculture commod-
ities through the Food for Peace pro-
gram has saved millions of lives, and
that the U.S. agriculture commodities
must remain a significant part of U.S.
international food aid programs?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. ROYCE. Yes. Through the Food
for Peace program, the United States
has reached more than a billion people
around the globe in times of need, re-
ducing poverty and improving food se-
curity in the process. American farm-
ers are rightfully proud of this legacy.
Unfortunately, ever-growing world cri-
ses have stressed our international
food aid, leading us to look to new ap-
proaches that will help us stretch our
food aid dollars further and, ulti-
mately, save more lives.

The Global Food Security Act au-
thorizes one of these approaches—the
International Disaster Assistance/
Emergency Food Security Program—to
provide electronic transfers, vouchers,
and locally procured food to help des-
perate people meet their needs in the
wake of disasters or war.

This program is meant to com-
plement, not replace, time-tested ap-
proaches to delivering food aid, includ-
ing the Food for Peace program. Like
the gentleman from Texas, I have had
an opportunity to see how the Emer-
gency Food Security Program works in
places like Jordan, where humani-
tarian organizations are working to
meet the needs of Syrian refugees.

While the world may be changing
rapidly, one thing will never change:
the American farmer will always play a
significant role in promoting food secu-
rity at home and abroad. U.S. agricul-
tural commodities will always be in de-
mand and will always remain a part of
the Food for Peace program. While the
two of us may differ on the specific de-
gree to which they should be, I have no
doubt that this principle will be re-
flected in the next farm bill.

In the meantime, I would like to
thank the gentleman from Texas for
his continued leadership on this issue,
including his efforts to ensure that the
vast expertise and experience of the
U.S. agriculture community will be
fully leveraged through the Global
Food Security Act. I look forward to
continuing our close collaboration on
these important matters, and I appre-
ciate his support for this important
legislation.
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Mr. CONAWAY. Reclaiming my time,
I appreciate the gentleman from Cali-
fornia for his continued work on this
important matter, particularly his rec-
ognition of the crucial role that the
Agriculture Committee must play in
any global food security strategy.

As he rightly points out, programs
like EFSP should be used in tandem
with the time-tested Food for Peace
program. It should not serve as a step
towards eliminating the donation of
U.S. commodities abroad.

I look forward to closely monitoring
the progress of this strategy and devel-
oping a better understanding of how
our foreign assistance dollars are being
used.

I thank the gentleman for his ex-
tended colloquy and patience with the
Committee on Agriculture’s concerns
with the bill. I thank him for that con-
sideration and I look forward to sup-
porting this bill.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am reminded of the
proverb, ‘“If you give a man a fish, you
feed him for a day. If you teach a man
to fish, you feed him for the rest of his
life.”

That is the aim of our food assistance
efforts. We want to help populations to
feed themselves. We want to get at the
root causes of poverty and malnutri-
tion. We want to help build strong, sus-
tainable communities that contribute
to stability and prosperity in their
countries, across regions, and around
the world.

We need to invest in the initiatives
that have made a difference. That is
what we are doing here by authorizing
strong support for Feed the Future and
working to ramp up other foreign as-
sistance efforts focusing on food aid.

This is a good bill. This is Congress
at its best. This is bipartisanship at its
best. I am glad we are sending it to the
President’s desk. This was done, really,
as a collaborative effort by both sides
of the aisle. I thank my colleagues
again for their good work on this, and
I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.

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

Mr. ROYCE. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the link between con-
flict and hunger is undeniable. Mr.
ENGEL and I recently traveled to Sub-
Saharan Africa to a drought-stricken
region, Ethiopia, where more than 10.2
million people are on the verge of what
I would designate as ‘‘starvation,” yet
no one really used that word or used
the word ‘‘famine’ because of the con-
cern that it might provoke a coup.
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But the reality is that this is the sit-
uation on the ground. And at the same
time, massive humanitarian disasters
in Syria and Yemen, in South Sudan,
have sparked these massive refugee
flows. They threaten regional security.
All told, there are currently 800 million
people suffering from chronic hunger,
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and over 60 million people displaced by
conflict, who desperately need our
help.

It is in our national security and eco-
nomic interest to help address these

needs, to meet humanitarian needs
while supporting the growth of
healthier, more stable societies

through cost-effective programs that
promote agriculture-led economic
growth, that open markets for U.S. in-
vestment and trade, that promote food
and nutrition security, and, ulti-
mately, that break the cycle of depend-
ence on aid. The Global Food Security
Act can help.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 1252.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

FOREIGN AID TRANSPARENCY
AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2015

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendments to the bill (H.R.
3766) to direct the President to estab-
lish guidelines for United States for-
eign development and economic assist-
ance programs, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendments
is as follows:

Senate amendments:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Foreign Aid
Transparency and Accountability Act of 2016’ .
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘“‘appropriate congressional
committees’ means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of the
Senate;

(B) the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate;

(C) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the
House of Representatives; and

(D) the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

(2) EVALUATION.—The term ‘‘evaluation’
means, with respect to a covered United States
foreign assistance program, the systematic col-
lection and analysis of information about the
characteristics and outcomes of the program, in-
cluding projects conducted under such program,
as a basis for—

(A) making judgments and evaluations re-
garding the program;

(B) improving program effectiveness; and

(C) informing decisions about current and fu-
ture programming.

(3) COVERED UNITED STATES FOREIGN ASSIST-
ANCE.—The term ‘“‘covered United States foreign
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assistance”
under—

(A) part I of the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.), except for—

(i) title IV of chapter 2 of such part (relating
to the Owverseas Private Investment Corpora-
tion); and

(ii) chapter 3 of such part (relating to Inter-
national Organizations and Programs);

(B) chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2346 et seq.; relating
to Economic Support Fund);

(C) the Millennium Challenge Act of 2003 (22
U.S.C. 7701 et seq.); and

(D) the Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1721 et
seq.).

SEC. 3. GUIDELINES FOR COVERED UNITED
STATES FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section
are to—

(1) evaluate the performance of covered
United States foreign assistance and its con-
tribution to the policies, strategies, projects, pro-
gram goals, and priorities undertaken by the
Federal Government;

(2) support and promote innovative programs
to improve effectiveness; and

(3) coordinate the monitoring and evaluation
processes of Federal departments and agencies
that administer covered United States foreign
assistance.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF GUIDELINES.—Not later
than 18 months after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the President shall set forth guide-
lines, according to best practices of monitoring
and evaluation studies and analyses, for the es-
tablishment of measurable goals, performance
metrics, and monitoring and evaluation plans
that can be applied with reasonable consistency
to covered United States foreign assistance.

(c) OBJECTIVES OF GUIDELINES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The guidelines established
pursuant to subsection (b) shall provide direc-
tion to Federal departments and agencies that
administer covered United States foreign assist-
ance on—

(A) monitoring the use of resources;

(B) evaluating the outcomes and impacts of
covered United States foreign assistance projects
and programs; and

(C) applying the findings and conclusions of
such evaluations to proposed project and pro-
gram design.

(2) OBJECTIVES.—The guidelines established
pursuant to subsection (b) shall provide direc-
tion to Federal departments and agencies that
administer covered United States foreign assist-
ance on how to—

(A) establish annual monitoring and evalua-
tion objectives and timetables to plan and man-
age the process of monitoring, evaluating, ana-
lyzing progress, and applying learning toward
achieving results;

(B) develop specific project monitoring and
evaluation plans, including measurable goals
and performance metrics, and to identify the re-
sources necessary to conduct such evaluations,
which should be covered by program costs;

(C) apply rigorous monitoring and evaluation
methodologies to such programs, including
through the use of impact evaluations, ex-post
evaluations, or other methods, as appropriate,
that clearly define program logic, inputs, out-
puts, intermediate outcomes, and end outcomes;

(D) disseminate guidelines for the development
and implementation of monitoring and evalua-
tion programs to all personnel, especially in the
field, who are responsible for the design, imple-
mentation, and management of covered United
States foreign assistance programs;

(E) establish methodologies for the collection
of data, including baseline data to serve as a
reference point against which progress can be
measured;

(F) evaluate, at least once in their lifetime, all
programs whose dollar value equals or exceeds
the median program size for the relevant office

means  assistance  authorized
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or bureau or an equivalent calculation to ensure
the majority of program resources are evaluated;

(G) conduct impact evaluations on all pilot
programs before replicating, or conduct perform-
ance evaluations and provide a justification for
not conducting an impact evaluation when such
an evaluation is deemed inappropriate or im-
practicable;

(H) develop a clearinghouse capacity for the
collection, dissemination, and preservation of
knowledge and lessons learned to guide future
programs for United States foreign assistance
personnel, implementing partners, the donor
community, and aid recipient governments;

(1) internally distribute evaluation reports;

(J) publicly report each evaluation, including
an erecutive summary, a description of the eval-
uation methodology, key findings, appropriate
context, including quantitative and qualitative
data when available, and recommendations
made in the evaluation within 90 days after the
completion of the evaluation;

(K) undertake collaborative partnerships and
coordinate efforts with the academic commu-
nity, implementing partners, and national and
international institutions, as appropriate, that
have expertise in program monitoring, evalua-
tion, and analysis when such partnerships pro-
vide needed expertise or significantly improve
the evaluation and analysis;

(L) ensure wverifiable, reliable, and timely
data, including from local beneficiaries and
stakeholders, are available to monitoring and
evaluation personnel to permit the objective
evaluation of the effectiveness of covered United
States foreign assistance programs, including an
assessment of assumptions and limitations in
such evaluations; and

(M) ensure that standards of professional
evaluation organizations for monitoring and
evaluation efforts are employed, including en-
suring the integrity and independence of eval-
uations, permitting and encouraging the exer-
cise of professional judgment, and providing for
quality control and assurance in the monitoring
and evaluation process.

(d) PRESIDENT’S REPORT.—Not later than 18
months after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the President shall submit a report to the
appropriate congressional committees that con-
tains a detailed description of the guidelines es-
tablished pursuant to subsection (b). The report
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but it
may contain a classified annex.

(e) COMPTROLLER GENERAL’S REPORT.—The
Comptroller General of the United States shall,
not later than 18 months after the report re-
quired by subsection (d) is submitted to Con-
gress, submit to the appropriate congressional
committees a report that—

(1) analyzes the guidelines established pursu-
ant to subsection (b); and

(2) assesses the implementation of the guide-
lines by the agencies, bureaus, and offices that
implement covered United States foreign assist-
ance as outlined in the President’s budget re-
quest.

SEC. 4. INFORMATION ON COVERED UNITED
STATES FOREIGN ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAMS.

(a) PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION.—

(1) UPDATE OF EXISTING WEBSITE.—Not later
than 90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary of State shall update the

Department of State’s website,
“ForeignAssistance.gov’’, to make publicly
available comprehensive, timely, and com-

parable information on covered United States
foreign assistance programs, including all infor-
mation required under subsection (b) that is
available to the Secretary of State.

(2) INFORMATION SHARING.—Not later than 2
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, and quarterly thereafter, the head of each
Federal department or agency that administers
covered United States foreign assistance shall
provide the Secretary of State with comprehen-
sive information about the covered United States
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foreign assistance programs carried out by such
department or agency.

(3) UPDATES TO WEBSITE.—Not later than 2
years after the date of the enactment of this
Act, and quarterly thereafter, the Secretary of
State shall publish, on the
“ForeignAssistance.gov’’ website or through a
successor online publication, the information
provided under subsection (b).

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The information described in
subsection (a)—

(A) shall be published for each country on a
detailed basis, such as award-by-award,; or

(B) if assistance is provided on a regional
level, shall be published for each such region on
a detailed basis, such as award-by-award.

(2) TYPES OF INFORMATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—To ensure the transparency,
accountability, and effectiveness of covered
United States foreign assistance programs, the
information described in subsection (a) shall in-
clude—

(i) links to all regional, country, and sector
assistance strategies, annual budget documents,
congressional budget justifications, and evalua-
tions in accordance with section 3(c)(2)(J);

(ii) basic descriptive summaries for covered
United States foreign assistance programs and
awards under such programs; and

(iii) obligations and expenditures.

(B) PUBLICATION.—Each type of information
described in subparagraph (A) shall be pub-
lished or updated on the appropriate website not
later than 90 days after the date on which the
information is issued.

(C) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
paragraph may be construed to require a Fed-
eral department or agency that administers cov-
ered United States foreign assistance to provide
any information that does not relate to, or is not
otherwise required by, the covered United States
foreign assistance programs carried out by such
department or agency.

(3) REPORT IN LIEU OF INCLUSION.—

(A) HEALTH OR SECURITY OF IMPLEMENTING
PARTNERS.—If the head of a Federal department
or agency, in consultation with the Secretary of
State, makes a determination that the inclusion
of a required item of information online would
jeopardize the health or security of an imple-
menting partner or program beneficiary or
would require the release of proprietary infor-
mation of an implementing partner or program
beneficiary, the head of the Federal department
or agency shall provide such determination in
writing to the appropriate congressional commit-
tees, including the basis for such determination.

(B) NATIONAL INTERESTS OF THE UNITED
STATES.—If the Secretary of State makes a deter-
mination that the inclusion of a required item of
information online would be detrimental to the
national interests of the United States, the Sec-
retary of State shall provide such determination,
including the basis for such determination, in
writing to the appropriate congressional commit-
tees.

(C) ForMm.—Information provided under this
paragraph may be provided in classified form,
as appropriate.

(4) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—If a Federal depart-
ment or agency fails to comply with the require-
ments under paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of sub-
section (a), or subsection (c), with respect to
providing information described in subsection
(a), and the information is not subject to a de-
termination under subparagraph (A) or (B) of
paragraph (3) not to make the information pub-
licly available, the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget, in consultation with
the head of such department or agency, not
later than one year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, shall submit a consolidated re-
port to the appropriate congressional committees
that includes, with respect to each required item
of information not made publicly available—

(A) a detailed explanation of the reason for
not making such information publicly available;
and
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(B) a description of the department’s or agen-
cy’s plan and timeline for—

(i) making such information publicly avail-
able; and

(i) ensuring that such information is made
publicly available in subsequent years.

(c) SCOPE OF INFORMATION.—The online pub-
lication required under subsection (a) shall, at a
mmimum—

(1) in each of the fiscal years 2016 through
2019, provide the information required under
subsection (b) for fiscal years 2015 through the
current fiscal year; and

(2) for fiscal year 2020 and each fiscal year
thereafter, provide the information required
under subsection (b) for the immediately pre-
ceding 5 fiscal years in a fully searchable form.

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary of State and the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Agency for
International Development should coordinate
the consolidation of processes and data collec-
tion and presentation for the Department of
State’s website, ‘‘ForeignAssistance.gov’’, and
the United States Agency for International De-
velopment’s website, ‘‘Explorer.USAID.gov”’, to
the extent that is possible to maximize effi-
ciencies, no later than the end of fiscal year
2018.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

I rise in strong support of H.R. 3766,
the Foreign Aid Transparency and Ac-
countability Act, and I would like to
thank Judge TED POE, chairman of the
Subcommittee on Terrorism, Non-
proliferation, and Trade, for his years
of dedication to this important issue.

Effective U.S. foreign assistance can
help advance the diplomatic, economic,
and national security interests of the
United States, and it can help support
the growth of healthier, more stable
societies. It can provide alternatives to
extremism. It can combat global
health threats, foster self-sufficiency,
and open new markets to U.S. trade
and investment. But it can also be
wasted, as it has many times, and that
is why making U.S. foreign assistance
as efficient and effective as possible
has been a central focus of the Foreign
Affairs Committee.

This is no easy task. There are more
than 20 Federal departments and agen-
cies delivering food aid. Too many of
them do not share our interest in
transparency, accountability, and re-
sults.

Too often, the importance of an agen-
cy is measured by the amount of re-
sources it controls and not by its posi-
tive impact. Unfortunately, the success
of initiatives are too often measured by
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‘“‘things delivered,” like bed nets, in-
stead of ‘‘program outcomes,” like ma-
laria infections averted and lives
saved. As long as our foreign aid agen-
cies and organizations are allowed to
operate beyond scrutiny, nothing will
change.

Congress needs the tools to break
down these barriers to effective aid. We
need to help U.S. foreign aid agencies
and organizations improve coordina-
tion, identify duplication, eliminate
waste, and learn from experience, and
this bill will help.

The Foreign Aid Transparency and
Accountability Act will establish
tough standards for monitoring and
evaluation. It will ensure that many
Federal departments and agencies that
implement these programs, all of them,
coordinate, rather than duplicate, their
efforts and then apply the Ilessons
learned. And it will require these agen-
cies to publish foreign assistance data
on a consolidated Web site so we can
better track investments against re-
sults.

This bill is the result of years of con-
sultation and collaboration between
Congress, experts, and advocates, and I
want to again thank Judge POE as well
as Representative CoNNOLLY for their
steadfast work and leadership in bring-
ing this important measure before us
today. I also thank our ranking mem-
ber, ELIOT ENGEL of New York.

I would urge Members to support this
bill and get it to the President’s desk
without further delay.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this measure.

I want to again thank our chairman,
ED ROYCE, for his leadership on the
Foreign Affairs Committee. I want to
thank my colleagues who have worked
so hard on this bill, Mr. POE of Texas
and Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia.

We marked up this bill in the Foreign
Affairs Committee, and the House ap-
proved it last winter. The Senate sent
it back to us with a few changes, and
now I am pleased that we are taking a
final vote on this measure before we
send it to the President’s desk.

Mr. Speaker, I view foreign assist-
ance as one of our most important for-
eign policy tools. Whether we are help-
ing a community build a school and
train teachers, helping a country im-
prove its power grid, or making it easi-
er for farmers to irrigate their fields
and families to get clean water, foreign
assistance shows the rest of the world
that the United States is eager to be a
friend and eager to be a partner. And
partnership is good for us as well.

Of course, foreign assistance isn’t
about handouts. It is about helping
build capacity and capabilities. We
want to see countries become vibrant
and productive. We want to see soci-
eties become strong and prosperous.
Stronger partners around the world
mean better lives for the people in
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those countries and greater stability
and security for their neighbors and re-
gions and, of course, a greater partner-
ship with the United States of Amer-
ica. That is important to us as well as
to the nations we are helping.

At its best, foreign assistance is like
planting a seed, nurturing it, and see-
ing it grow into something strong and
self-sufficient. If we are doing it right,
it will give us a tremendous bang for
our buck.

Foreign policy, foreign assistance is
less than 1 percent of the total Amer-
ican budget. Although people think it
is 15 percent or even more, it is less
than 1 percent. But we don’t have a lot
to work with because our foreign as-
sistance represents that 1 percent, just
a small sliver of the Federal budget, so
we need to know that these invest-
ments are being put to the best use. We
need to take a hard look at the results
in order to cut away dead wood and
focus on the efforts that are giving us
the best outcomes.

The administration has already
taken tremendous steps to provide ac-
countability and transparency in our
foreign assistance programs. This bill
would write many of those steps into
law and build on them, requiring meas-
urable goals for foreign aid and requir-
ing strong plans for monitoring and
evaluation.

We need to see just what a difference
our foreign assistance is making and
get a better understanding of the way
foreign assistance programs tie into
our own national security interests,
and they do. We have national security
concerns, and foreign aid is one way of
addressing those concerns.

So I am glad to support this measure.
I am grateful for the hard work of Mr.
PoOE, Mr. CoNNOLLY, and Chairman
ROYCE.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I again want
to thank my colleagues for their work
on this measure, and I am pleased that
we are getting near the finish line.

Let me just say that, as ranking
member of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, I often hear the question: Why
are we sending tax dollars overseas
when we have our share of problems
here at home?

It is a fair question, but there are
good answers.

The United States isn’t an island.
Our stability and security are tied to
those countries around the world. We
see where threats emerge. Often they
emerge in places where there is a lack
of opportunity, poor access to edu-
cation, weak justice systems, poor gov-
ernance.

When we send assistance overseas, we
are not just putting cash in people’s
pockets willy-nilly. We are targeting
these areas that we know are tied to
making countries more stable. We are
looking at the root causes of insta-
bility and helping countries overcome
those challenges so, hopefully, they
can thrive on their own.

But we need to make sure we are
using these limited dollars efficiently
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and effectively. The administration has
taken the groundbreaking measures to
track and publicize the effectiveness of
our foreign assistance programs. This
bill will make those efforts stronger. It
will help us and all the American peo-
ple know exactly what our foreign as-
sistance investments are paying for
and that they are paying dividends in
the long run.

I want to again stress the partnership
because it is a fair question to say:
Well, we have pressing needs here at
home. Why are we sending money
abroad?

We look at the instability of the
world. We see terrorism. We see what is
happening. The United States has a
stake in having partners all around the
world. The United States has a stake in
making conditions better for people all
around the world so that radicalism
isn’t appealing. People can understand
that what we have to offer is just so
much better.

This partnership is important. This
bill sustains that partnership, so I am
glad to support the bill. I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote.

I thank Chairman ROYCE.

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

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

Smart investments and development
can help support growth of healthier,
more stable societies, open markets
that can generate consumers of U.S.
goods. It can create opportunities for
people there and for U.S. businesses to
grow. But unwise investments can have
the exact opposite effect.

This bill will give us the tools we
need to make our foreign aid programs
more smart and wise, and I strongly
support this bill. I urge its adoption.

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

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in support of the Senate Amendment to the
Foreign Aid Transparency and Accountability
Act of 2016 (H.R. 3766).

| want to thank my friend, Judge TED POE
of Texas, for working with me to introduce and
advance this bill.

| also want to thank Chairman ED ROYCE
and Ranking Member ELIOT ENGEL of the
House Foreign Affairs Committee for pre-
viously marking up this measure in Committee
and bringing it to the Floor today.

And finally, | want to thank our colleagues in
the Senate, including Senators CARDIN, RUBIO,
and LEAHY for working with us to strengthen
the bill and shepherd it through the Senate.

The Foreign Aid Transparency and Account-
ability Act is a project that | have worked on
with Judge POE for several years now, and in
December 2015 this bill passed in the House
by voice vote.

The bill directs the President to establish
monitoring and evaluation or M&E guidelines
for the federal agencies charged with imple-
menting foreign assistance programs abroad.

The guidelines will require M&E plans as
part of the project development process, and
agencies will be encouraged to incorporate the
findings of project evaluations and impact
studies into subsequent foreign assistance
programs.
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This feedback loop will include measurable
goals, performance metrics, and a clearing
house for lessons learned on U.S.-led aid
projects.

Additionally, the legislation requires that the
documents and reports created under this
M&E regime be made available to the public
on foreignassistance.gov.

This administration has developed an en-
couraging record on foreign aid transparency.
The Foreign Assistance Dashboard created in
2010 demonstrated a promising inclination to-
wards disclosure that we should hope to en-
shrine in law.

This measure will strengthen and codify
those transparency best practices to ensure
that they exist as agency policy under future
Administrations that might not be as accom-
modating of the aid community’s demand for
this information.

Aid programs that are held accountable for
their performance and results can be made
more effective, and their impact on commu-
nities and countries abroad can be more eas-
ily demonstrated.

Perhaps with more information, we can dis-
pel the commonly held belief that 26 percent
of the federal budget is spent on foreign aid
when the actual amount is less than 1 per-
cent.

| am hopeful that this bill will help foreign
assistance operations become more focused
and efficacious.

It is time to apply a data driven approach to
constructing an assistance operation that has
the support of Congress and a well-informed
public.

We cannot ignore the increasingly important
role diplomacy and development play in meet-
ing our most pressing security challenges and
demonstrating American leadership in global
affairs.

It is an act of political malpractice that this
vital part of the federal budget is so misunder-
stood and that the direct link between our na-
tional security and stability and prosperity
abroad is so underappreciated.

| urge my colleagues to join the Modernizing
Foreign Assistance Network, the Professional
Services Council, the U.S. Global Leadership
Coalition, and several other well-regarded
members of the foreign assistance community
in supporting this bipartisan legislation and
foster greater understanding of our vital invest-
ments abroad.

I would like to close by thanking, once
again, Judge POE for his leadership on the
issue of foreign aid effectiveness.

| think his advocacy is motivated by a
shared belief that our foreign assistance dol-
lars have the potential to create a path to
prosperity in the most poverty stricken areas
of the world, and nurture the promise of de-
mocracy in the face of even the most repres-
sive authoritarian regimes.

| look forward to working with Judge POE to
ensure that those common goals are ad-
vanced by the implementation of this legisla-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ments to the bill, H.R. 3766.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
amendments were concurred in.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

BRAGGING ON SIMONE MANUEL

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

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, Members of
Congress love to brag. Texans like me
brag the most.

Today, I am going to brag about a
young lady from my hometown of
Sugar Land, Texas. She is a Bulldog
from Austin High School. Her name is
Simone Manuel. If you don’t know that
name today, you will after this sum-
mer’s Olympics in Rio de Janeiro.

Simone swims fast, really fast,
water-on-fire fast. In fact, she recently
swam so fast she is swimming in three
events at the Olympics: the 50-meter
freestyle, the 100-meter freestyle, and
the 4-by-100-meter freestyle relay.

Texas women love precious metal.
They are okay with bronze, they like
silver, and they love gold.

Good luck, Simone. Bring home some
precious metal to Sugar Land, Texas.
Sugar Land loves you.

——————

ROULETTE TOWNSHIP
BICENTENNIAL

(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 in recogni-
tion of the 200th anniversary of the
founding of Roulette Township, Potter
County.

The township was founded on Janu-
ary 29, 1816, in honor of John Sigmund
Roulet. Roulet was an associate of
John Keating, one of the original set-
tlers of Potter County. Today, the
community’s name is spelled a bit dif-
ferently due to an early error by the
Post Office Department.

Today, the township is home to more
than 1,300 people. Later this week,
members of the community will kick
off a 2-day celebration, starting on Fri-
day, in honor of the township’s bicen-
tennial and its history.

The celebration will start with a 5K
walk for the fight against domestic vi-
olence, and it will continue with an ice
cream social and bingo. On Saturday, a
prayer service is planned, followed by a
barbecue, with a parade planned for
Saturday afternoon. A hymn sing is
planned for Sunday, along with a
“Walk Down Memory Lane,” with
signs placed highlighting the long his-
tory of Roulette Township.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to see the
residents of Roulette Township hon-
oring their history with this week’s
celebration, making sure that the re-
gion’s past is not forgotten.
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GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, we know
that ISIS and other terror groups are
trying to manipulate, exploit, and
radicalize vulnerable Americans to
commit acts of terror.

An al Qaeda spokesman called for vi-
olence saying: ‘“‘America is absolutely
awash with easily obtainable firearms.
You can go down to a gun show at the
local convention center and come away
with a fully automatic assault rifle,
without a background check, and most
likely without having to show an iden-
tification card. So what are you wait-
ing for?”’

Our law enforcement, Mr. Speaker,
needs the tools to stop an attack. Un-
fortunately, the proposal to be offered
by the Republican majority this week
will actively hinder investigations. It
will make it easier for terrorists to
evade capture, and it will make Amer-
ica more vulnerable to attack.

I have spoken with the FBI Director.
He knows the current law prevents law
enforcement from blocking a gun pur-
chase by suspected terrorists. This
loophole will certainly lead to tragedy.
It is only a matter of time.

We must act now. The terrorists who
attacked us on 9/11 used planes. In re-
sponse, we barred suspected terrorists
from flying. Now terrorists are at-
tempting to exploit our weak gun laws.
Let’s make the laws stronger. Let’s
stop the next attack before it happens
and before it is too late.

———
GUN VIOLENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized
for half of the remaining time until 10
p.m. as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 2
weeks ago on this floor, the Democrats
said: We want a vote. We want a vote
on a bill that would prohibit terrorists
who are on the no-fly list from being
able to buy a gun and explosives, and
we want a vote on comprehensive back-
ground checks. So we sat down and cre-
ated a bit of confusion and maybe even
some anger.

I am pleased that the Speaker has de-
cided that maybe there will be some
piece of legislation, a piece of legisla-
tion, H.R. 5611. Unfortunately, it
doesn’t even come close to solving the
problem and probably makes it worse.
It is written in such a way that it is
virtually unenforceable, will guarantee
that terrorists will be given a heads-up
that they are being looked at and in-
vestigated by the FBI, and it puts the
courts in an impossible situation where
they have to find probable cause that
there is a terrorist out there who has
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done something bad or is likely to do
something bad, in which case just go
arrest them. You don’t need to do more
than that. You already have probable
cause. Arrest them.

The bill is a nonstarter, so we are not
going to go away. We are going to stay
at this until we have decent legisla-
tion.

There are two pieces: a bill by Mr.
KING of New York, a Republican, and
the same, coauthored by Mr. THOMPSON
of California, that would expand the
background checks, which is absolutely
essential; and also one that provides
for no fly, no buy.

We would like to have a vote on the
bills. Put them on the floor, Mr. Speak-
er. You can do this. Put your bill on
the floor, put our two bills on the floor,
and let us, the 435 Representatives,
speak to this issue.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the minority
leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Representative GARAMENDI for his con-
sistent, persistent leadership in these
Special Orders to put forth issues of
concern to the American people.

Right now, we are talking about sav-
ing lives. We are talking about respon-
sible background checks on gun pur-
chases as well no fly, no buy. If you are
on the terrorist list, if you can’t fly,
then you shouldn’t be able to buy a
gun. What is so difficult about that for
our Republican majority to under-
stand?

Actually, on the background check
legislation, we are talking about ex-
panding the background check bill that
already exists to include Internet sales,
something relatively new—not new
compared to when we passed the bill in
the middle nineties—and we are talk-
ing about gun shows. This would save
lives to have background checks on ev-
eryone who is there to purchase a gun.

Eighty-five percent of the American
people support responsible legislation
for background checks, which is what
we are proposing, and 90 percent sup-
port no fly, no buy. The only place
where there is an obstacle to this rea-
sonable commonsense legislation is on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives.

I am so proud of our Members led by
JOHN LEWIS 2 weeks ago, tomorrow,
who led the sit-in on the floor of the
House. It was remarkable, and it gen-
erated interest throughout the world—
over 2 billion impressions from what
went out from the floor of this House—
something remarkable, something ap-
propriate for the people’s House. Then,
following that, for this to go on for 25
hours and then to continue over the
weeks when we were in recess into our
districts, to have the beat go on. Now
we are back, and the beat will continue
to go on.

I think if there is one message of
hope that JOHN LEWIS gave all of us, it
is that we are not going away until the
job is done.

So, respectfully, I ask our Speaker of
the House to give us a vote, to enable
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us to show the support that common-
sense, sensible gun safety legislation
has in this House. I believe that, if
given the opportunity, this House
would support that legislation. Maybe
that is why it will not be brought up.

But I will also associate myself with
the concerns expressed by Mr.
GARAMENDI about a bill, the Cornyn
bill. I think it has a new name in the
House. It is the gun lobby bill—the gun
lobby bill—the NRA bill. It is not a gun
safety bill. It is an excuse for not doing
something really effective and sensible.

So you will be seeing the stories of
the people and the families affected,
the most eloquent stories of all, their
stories of their loss, and they are chan-
neling their grief to make sure it
doesn’t happen to other families. What
a beautiful sense of community.

We thank JOHN LEWIS for being the
unifier in all of that, and we thank all
of our Members for their participation.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. GARAMENDI).

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the minor-
ity leader. I am delighted to have the
gentlewoman’s leadership on this issue.
It is profoundly important.

I understand tomorrow, at 10 o’clock,
91 people will be outside, together with
many members of our caucus, to dem-
onstrate that each day 91 people are
killed by guns here in the United
States.

So we have work to do. It is very
simple. All we are asking for is a vote
on a no fly, no buy bill that actually
works—not the Cornyn bill, not the Re-
publican bill, but one that actually
works, put together by Mr. KING of
New York and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia—and also a bill that deals with
expanding the background check. Put
them on the floor, Mr. Speaker.

And one more, I promise, Mr. Speak-
er, we are not going to go away until
the American public has the safe gun
measures written into law.

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

———

DEL LATTA, A DEDICATED PUBLIC
SERVANT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. CHABOT) is recognized until 10 p.m.
as the designee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CHABOT. 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 materials on the sub-
ject of this Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I rise this
evening in honor of Delbert Latta, who
served in this body for 30 years and who
sadly passed away in Bowling Green,
Ohio, on May 12.

Del lived a full and productive 96
years, and he used that time very wise-
ly. While I never had the privilege of
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serving with him here in this House, I
think we all have felt the impact of the
time that he spent here in Congress.

Del Latta was a lot of things. He was
an attorney, teacher, a leader, a com-
petitive boxer in his youth, and a lov-
ing husband, father, grandfather, and
great-grandfather. Perhaps most of all,
though, he was dedicated to serving the
people of the Fifth District of Ohio,
and he kept in touch with them on a
very regular basis. He drove home
every week. He was with his family. He
was very much a family man.

Congressman Latta, also known as
Del, attended Findlay College before
graduating from Ohio Northern Univer-
sity in 1943. While in school, he served
in the Ohio National Guard, the United
States Army, and in the U.S. Marine
Corps Reserves. Del was admitted to
the Ohio bar in 1944, and began prac-
ticing law as well as teaching at his
alma mater, Ohio Northern University.

After several years in private prac-
tice, Congressman Latta was called to
service again when he was elected to
the Ohio senate in 1952. He would serve
in the senate until 1958, when he was
elected to the United States Congress.

He did many things here. Probably
the most significant thing was when he
was ranking member of the Budget
Committee, he accomplished, really,
his crowning achievement at that time,
which was the enactment of President
Ronald Reagan’s economic recovery
plan.

As those around in the late 1970s and
early 1980s will recall, the Nation was
mired in an economic morass when
Ronald Reagan was elected. Stagfla-
tion, a combination of high employ-
ment and high inflation, had crippled
our economy. President Reagan knew
that the only way to escape this situa-
tion was to stimulate, through the pri-
vate sector, economic growth.

To achieve this, he proposed a com-
bination of tax cuts and spending re-
ductions, which would come to be
known as supply-side economics. At
first, many in Congress were skeptical
of the plan, but Congressman Del Latta
saw the promise that the idea held. So
he began working with his colleagues
from both sides of the aisle to draft
legislation to build support for the
plan.

In addition to Del Latta, the other
central player in the effort was Con-
gressman Phil Gramm, then a Demo-
cratic Representative from Texas. To-

gether, they would introduce two
pieces of legislation to enact Ronald
Reagan’s economic plan: the 1981

Gramm-Latta budget and the Gramm-
Latta Omnibus Reconciliation Act. A
great deal of credit for that bipartisan
support is due to the efforts of Con-
gressman Del Latta.

Del had great respect for his col-
leagues in the House and got along
with people of every political persua-
sion. As a result, he was liked and re-
spected by his colleagues on both sides
of the aisle, making Latta the ideal
person to build a consensus for Presi-
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dent Reagan’s economic package,
which turned this economy around and
this country around for the better.
Latta and Gramm worked hard to build
that consensus, and President Reagan’s
economic plan may not have been en-
acted if not for their efforts.

They sometimes say ‘‘the apple
doesn’t fall far from the tree,” and I
think that is the case with the next
speaker here this evening, and that is
his son, Congressman BOB LATTA, who
also goes home every week, works his
district extremely hard, stays very
much in touch, and I think also very
important, he is respected by the peo-
ple in this institution, again, on both
sides of the aisle. He truly is one that
people take him at his word.

Mr. Speaker, how much time do we
have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) has 2%
minutes remaining.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
Congressman LATTA.

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding and also for
having this Special Order tonight.

We heard Dad’s time down here as 30
years, and I must have to also mention
that was 30 years in the minority. He
never served 1 day in the majority the
whole time he was here.

When he was elected in 1958, he
served on the Ag Committee, and then
went to the Rules Committee. In 1974,
Gerald Ford put him on the Judiciary
Committee during Watergate, a com-
mittee he did not want to serve on, but
then he went on to serve as the ranking
member on the Budget Committee
until his retirement along with being
on the Rules Committee.

If I could just in the remaining time
talk a little about Dad because a lot of
people know about his work here, but
also I think it is important to know
that he was one of those they call the
greatest generation.

His younger brother, Lester Latta,
was asked by his son what it was like
when they were growing up, and my
uncle had said that they didn’t have
much, but there were a lot of other
people they knew that didn’t have as
much as they did.

He grew up in a small town in
McComb, Ohio, which had 1,600 people,
which it is today. My grandfather was
a barber, sold insurance, and was an
auctioneer. He did anything he could to
keep six kids going during the Depres-
sion. My grandmother wallpapered and
did everything else and raised a family.
Dad was the first to graduate from
high school in his family, the first to
even go to college. The thought of
going to college back then was some-
thing that most people never thought
about.

Growing up, he knew the value of
hard work. He would mow yards for 15
cents, caddied 18 holes for 25 cents,
shoveled snow off the township roads
with his brothers and his father, un-
loaded coal cars with a shovel, hauled
corncobs, worked on construction
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crews building one of the high schools
in Findlay, blocked beets, cut down
trees with a crosscut saw for Rural
Electric, sold shoes on commission for
5 percent, and he was also a prize-
fighter when he was younger.

But Dad always knew what the value
of an education was. He also knew
what hard work was. One of Dad’s
crowning achievements, and he was al-
ways very proud of it, at Bowling
Green State University there was a
scholarship that is still there, and 174
students have received this scholar-
ship. One of the things my dad always
told my sister and me was to always
remember that you never want to
think that you shouldn’t have much
education, because one thing in life
they can’t take away from you is your
education, so get as much as you want.

One of the things I always mention
about here, and I would like to close on
this, Dad always told me that this is
not a profession my dad told me to get
into, but I learned from him. Two of
the sayings were that you want to re-
member when you go into public serv-
ice, you go in with nothing and you
should come out with nothing. He also
said: Always remember in life it is not
the big things you do for people, it is
little things, because people expect the
big things, not the little things.

So I think that that is the memory
that Dad had not only here, but also in
the district. After Dad’s passing I had
people coming up to me telling what
my dad did for them over 50 years ago
for some problem that they were hav-
ing. But Dad always said to always re-
member that there is a big difference
between a politician and a public serv-
ant. A politician sees how much they
can take from the people they rep-
resent, while a public servant sees how
much they can give back.

I thank the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. CHABOT) very much for having this
Special Order.

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

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, today | join my
colleagues to pay tribute to former Ohio Con-
gressman Delbert Latta.

While | did not have the opportunity to serve
with “Del”—as he was known—I| am pleased
to serve in the Ohio Delegation with his son,
Congressman BoB LATTA, who represents his
father's former District—Ohio’s Fifth District.

And | know that Del would be proud of his
son’s record here in the House of Representa-
tives.

While many Members here tonight have or
will mention Del’s achievements, given his ten-
ure in the House, his accomplishments are
certainly worth repeating.

Del served our nation proudly as a member
of the Ohio National Guard and the U.S. Army
from 1938 to 1941 and in the Marine Corps
Reserve from 1942 to 1943.

However, his service to the great state of
Ohio and our nation did not end with his mili-
tary career.

After serving in the Army and Marine Corps
Reserve, Del received his undergraduate and
law degrees from Ohio Northern University,
and was elected to the Ohio Senate in 1952.
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Six years later, in 1958, he was elected to
the House of Representatives and served in
the people’s House for 15 terms before retiring
in 1988.

During his tenure in the House, he served
as the dean of the Ohio Congressional dele-
gation as well as the top Republican on the
House Budget Committee.

During the Watergate hearings, he was ap-
pointed to the House Judiciary Committee.

Outside of the Halls in Congress, Del was a
devoted father and husband, and he is sur-
vived by his wife, Rose Mary, his two children,
five grandchildren, and three great-grand-
children.

From his record, surely he will be missed by
many at home, in Ohio, and in Washington.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, this evening |
would like to honor a great Ohioan, former
Congressman Del Latta. Mr. Latta served
northwest Ohio from 1959 to 1989. During his
thirty-year career he found himself at the cen-
ter of history as he sat on the Judiciary Com-
mittee in 1974 during the Watergate scandal.

He also helped President Ronald Reagan
cut the federal budget and fought for a robust
defense budget. Mr. Latta bravely served in
the Army and Marine Corps Reserves before
serving in Congress. He will be remembered
for his unwavering service to his country and
the great state of Ohio. Mr. Latta is a true
statesman and his legacy will be remembered
for years to come. | continue to send my con-
dolences to Congressman Bob Latta and his
family.

————

HOUSE BILLS APPROVED BY THE
PRESIDENT

The President notified the Clerk of
the House that on the following dates
he had approved and signed bills of the
following titles:

April 29, 2016:

H.R. 1670. An Act to direct the Architect of
the Capitol to place in the United States
Capitol a chair honoring American Prisoners
of War/Missing in Action.

H.R. 2722. An Act to require the Secretary
of the Treasury to mint coins in recognition
of the fight against breast cancer.

May 9, 2016:

H.R. 1493. An Act to protect and preserve
international cultural property at risk due
to political instability, armed conflict, or
natural or other disasters, and for other pur-
poses.

H.R. 2908. An Act to adopt the bison as the
national mammal of the United States.

May 20, 2016:

H.R. 4238. An Act to amend the Depart-
ment of Energy Organization Act and the
Local Public Works Capital Development
and Investment Act of 1976 to modernize
terms relating to minorities.

H.R. 4336. An Act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for the inurnment in
Arlington National Cemetery of the cre-
mated remains of certain persons whose
service has been determined to be active
service.

H.R. 4923. An Act to establish a process for
the submission and consideration of peti-
tions for temporary duty suspensions and re-
ductions, and for other purposes.

H.R. 4957. An Act to designate the Federal
building located at 99 New York Avenue,
N.E., in the District of Columbia as the
‘““Ariel Rios Federal Building”’.

June 3, 2016:

H.R. 2814. An Act to name the Department

of Veterans Affairs community-based out-
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patient clinic in Sevierville, Tennessee, the
Dannie A. Carr Veterans Outpatient Clinic.
June 13, 2016:

H.R. 136. An Act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
1103 USPS Building 1103 in Camp Pendleton,
California, as the ‘“‘Camp Pendleton Medal of
Honor Post Office’.

H.R. 433. An Act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
523 East Railroad Street in Knox, Pennsyl-
vania, as the ‘‘Specialist Ross A. McGinnis
Memorial Post Office’’.

H.R. 1132. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1048 West Robinhood Drive in Stockton,
California, as the ‘“W. Ronald Coale Memo-
rial Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 2458. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 5361 Lapalco Boulevard in Marrero, Lou-
isiana, as the ‘‘Lionel R. Collins, Sr. Post Of-
fice Building”’.

H.R. 2928. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 201 B Street in Perryville, Arkansas, as
the ‘“‘Harold George Bennett Post Office’’.

H.R. 3082. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 5919 Chef Menteur Highway in New Orle-
ans, Louisiana, as the ‘‘Daryle Holloway
Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 3274. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 4567 Rockbridge Road in Pine Lake, Geor-
gia, as the ‘“‘Francis Manuel Ortega Post Of-
fice”.

H.R. 3601. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 7715 Post Road, North Kingstown, Rhode
Island, as the ‘“Melvoid J. Benson Post Office
Building™’.

H.R. 3735. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 200 Town Run Lane in Winston Salem,
North Carolina, as the ‘‘Maya Angelou Me-
morial Post Office”.

H.R. 3866. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 12656 Hurffville Road in Deptford Town-
ship, New Jersey, as the ‘“‘First Lieutenant
Salvatore S. Corma II Post Office Building”’.

H.R. 4046. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 220 East Oak Street, Glenwood City, Wis-
consin, as the Second Lt. Ellen Ainsworth
Memorial Post Office.

H.R. 4605. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 615 6th Avenue SE in Cedar Rapids, Iowa
as the “Sgt. 1st Class Terryl L. Pasker Post
Office Building”’.

June 22, 2016:

H.R. 812. An Act to provide for Indian trust
asset management reform, and for other pur-
poses.

H.R. 1762. An Act to name the Department
of Veterans Affairs community-based out-
patient clinic in The Dalles, Oregon, as the
“Loren R. Kaufman VA Clinic”.

H.R. 2137. An Act to ensure Federal law en-
forcement officers remain able to ensure
their own safety, and the safety of their fam-
ilies, during a covered furlough.

H.R. 2212. An Act to take certain Federal
lands located in Lassen County, California,
into trust for the benefit of the Susanville
Indian Rancheria, and for other purposes.

H.R. 2576. An Act to modernize the Toxic
Substances Control Act, and for other pur-
poses.

June 30, 2016:

H.R. 3209. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to permit the disclo-
sure of certain tax return information for
the purpose of missing or exploited children
investigations.
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SENATE BILLS APPROVED BY THE
PRESIDENT

The President notified the Clerk of
the House that on the following dates
he had approved and signed bills of the
Senate of the following titles:

April 11, 2016:

S. 1180. An Act to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to modernize the integrated
public alert and warning system of the
United States, and for other purposes.

April 19, 2016:

S. 192. An Act to reauthorize the Older
Americans Act of 1965, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 483. An Act to improve enforcement ef-
forts related to prescription drug diversion
and abuse, and for other purposes.

S. 2512. An Act to expand the tropical dis-
ease product priority review voucher pro-
gram to encourage treatments for Zika
virus.

April 29, 2016:

S. 719. An Act to rename the Armed Forces
Reserve Center in Great Falls, Montana, the
Captain John E. Moran and Captain William
Wylie Galt Armed Forces Reserve Center.

S. 1638. An Act to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security to submit to Congress in-
formation on the Department of Homeland
Security headquarters consolidation project
in the National Capital Region, and for other
purposes.

May 11, 2016:

S. 1890. An Act to amend chapter 90 of title
18, United States Code, to provide Federal ju-
risdiction for the theft of trade secrets, and
for other purposes.

May 16, 2016:

S. 32. An Act to provide the Department of
Justice with additional tools to target
extraterritorial drug trafficking activity,
and for other purposes.

S. 125. An Act to amend title I of the Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 to extend the authorization of the Bul-
letproof Vest Partnership Grant Program
through fiscal year 2020, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 2755. An Act to provide Capitol-flown
flags to the immediate family of firefighters,
law enforcement officers, members of rescue
squads or ambulance crews, and public safety
officers who are killed in the line of duty.

May 20, 2016:

S. 1492. An Act to direct the Administrator
of General Services, on behalf of the Archi-
vist of the United States, to convey certain
Federal property located in the State of
Alaska to the Municipality of Anchorage,
Alaska.

S. 1523. An Act to amend the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act to reauthorize the Na-
tional Estuary Program, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 2143. An Act to provide for the authority
for the successors and assigns of the Starr-
Camargo Bridge Company to maintain and
operate a toll bridge across the Rio Grande
near Rio Grande City, Texas, and for other
purposes.

June 3, 2016:

S. 184. An Act to amend the Indian Child
Protection and Family Violence Prevention
Act to require background checks before fos-
ter care placements are ordered in tribal
court proceedings, and for other purposes.

June 22, 2016:

S. 2276. An Act to amend title 49, United
States Code, to provide enhanced safety in
pipeline transportation, and for other pur-
poses.

June 30, 2016:

S. 337. An Act to improve the Freedom of

Information Act.
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S. 2133. An Act to improve Federal agency
financial and administrative controls and
procedures to assess and mitigate fraud
risks, and to improve Federal agencies’ de-
velopment and use of data analytics for the
purpose of identifying, preventing, and re-
sponding to fraud, including improper pay-
ments.

S. 2328. An Act to reauthorize and amend
the National Sea Grant College Program
Act, and for other purposes.

S. 2487. An Act to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to identify mental health
care and suicide prevention programs and
metrics that are effective in treating women
veterans as part of the evaluation of such
programs by the Secretary, and for other
purposes.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. HUDSON (at the request of Mr.
McCARTHY) for today on account of a
family medical emergency.

Mr. MARINO (at the request of Mr.
McCARTHY) for today on account of
medical reasons.

Mr. NUGENT (at the request of Mr.
McCARTHY) for today on account of ill-
ness.

Mr. HASTINGS (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today through July 8.

Mr. NADLER (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

———

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on June 29, 2016, she pre-
sented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following
bill:

H.R. 3114. To provide funds to the Army
Corps of Engineers to hire veterans and
members of the Armed Forces to assist the
Corps with curation and historic preserva-
tion activities, and for other purposes.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 p.m.), under its previous
order, the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, July 6, 2016, at 10
a.m. for morning-hour debate.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

5875. A letter from the Secretary, Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule —
Amendments to Swap Data Recordkeeping
and Reporting Requirements for Cleared
Swaps (RIN: 3038-AE12) received June 24,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

5876. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement: New Des-
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ignated Country-Ukraine (DFARS Case 2016-
D026) [Docket No.: DARS-2016-0022] (RIN:
0750-A198) received June 24, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

5877. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement: Deletion
of Supplemental Coverage for Definition of
“Simplified Acquisition Threshold” (DFARS
Case 2016-D007) [Docket No.: DARS-2016-0008]
(RIN: 0750-AI89) received June 24, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Armed Services.

5878. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s interim final rule — Imple-
mentation of the Program Fraud Civil Rem-
edies Act of 1986 (RIN: 2590-AAT6) received
June 29, 2016, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

5879. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s interim final rule — Rules
of Practice and Procedure; Civil Money Pen-
alty Inflation Adjustment (RIN: 2590-AA88)
received June 29, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

5880. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel, Regulatory Affairs Division, Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s direct final rule —
Revisions to Safety Standard for Carriages
and Strollers [Docket No.: CPSC-2013-0019]
received June 24, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

5881. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Limited Disapproval of Air
Plan Revisions; Arizona; New Source Review;
PM2.5 [EPA-R09-OAR-2015-0187; FRI1.-9948-01-
Region 9] received June 22, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

5882. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s direct final rule — Determination of At-
tainment by the Attainment Date; 2008
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ards; Cleveland, Ohio and St. Louis, Mis-
souri-I1linois Areas [EPA-R05-OAR-2016-0276;
FRI1.-9948-19-Region 5] received June 22, 2016,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

5883. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Designation of Areas for Air
Quality Planning Purposes; California; San
Joaquin Valley; Reclassification as Serious
Nonattainment for the 2006 PM2.5 NAAQS;
Correction [EPA-R09-OAR-2014-0636; FRL-
9948-24-Region 9] received June 22, 2016, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

5884. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Kaman Aerospace Corporation [Docket
No.: FAA-2016-0183; Directorate Identifier
2015-SW-016-AD; Amendment 39-18498; AD
2016-08-21] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 28,
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2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5885. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2015-6547; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-129-
AD; Amendment 39-18490; AD 2016-08-14] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received June 28, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5886. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation [Docket No.: FAA-
2015-7532; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-069-
AD; Amendment 39-18477; AD 2016-08-01] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received June 28, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5887. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; General Electric Company Turbofan
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2015-4344; Direc-
torate Identifier 2015-NE-32-AD; Amendment
39-18486; AD 2016-08-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived June 28, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5888. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Pratt and Whitney Division Turbofan
Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2015-4474; Direc-
torate Identifier 2015-NE-34-AD; Amendment
39-18485; AD 2016-08-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived June 28, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5889. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2015-6539; Directorate Identifier 2015-NM-036-
AD; Amendment 39-18504; AD 2016-09-06] (RIN:
2120-A A64) received June 28, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5890. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2015-2458; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-122-
AD; Amendment 39-18468; AD 2016-07-23] (RIN:
2120-A A64) received June 28, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5891. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters (previously
Eurocopter France) [Docket No.: FAA-2015-
3970; Directorate Identifier 2015-SW-006-AD;
Amendment 39-18497; AD 2016-08-20] (RIN:
2120-A A64) received June 28, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5892. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket
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No.: FAA-2015-4814; Directorate Identifier
2015-NM-105-AD; Amendment 39-18502; AD
2016-09-04] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 28,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5893. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, Ltd. Air-
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2016-1363; Direc-
torate Identifier 2015-CE-040-AD; Amendment
39-18496; AD 2016-08-19] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived June 28, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5894. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Piper Aircraft, Inc. Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2014-0338; Directorate Identifier
2014-CE-010-AD; Amendment 39-18495; AD
2016-08-18] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 28,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5895. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; DG Flugzeugbau GmbH Gliders [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2015-1130; Directorate Identifier
2015-CE-008-AD; Amendment 39-18492; AD
2015-09-04 R1] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June
28, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5896. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Dassault Aviation Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2014-0657; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-058-AD; Amendment 39-18501; AD
2016-09-03] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 28,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5897. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2015-3988; Directorate Identifier
2015-NM-005-AD; Amendment 39-18491; AD
2016-08-15] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 28,
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5898. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social
Security Administration, transmitting the
Administration’s final rule — Revised Med-
ical Criteria for Evaluating Neurological
Disorders [Docket No.: SSA-2006-0140] (RIN:
0960-AF35) received June 29, 2016, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

5899. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social
Security Administration, transmitting the
Administration’s final rule — Extension of
Effective Date for Temporary Pilot Program
Setting the Time and Place for a Hearing Be-
fore an Administrative Law Judge [Docket
No.: SSA-2016-0019] (RIN: 0960-AI02) received
June 29, 2016, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways
and Means. H.R. 210. A bill to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt stu-
dent workers for purposes of determining a
higher education institution’s employer
health care shared responsibility; with an
amendment (Rept. 114-655). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways
and Means. H.R. 3080. A bill to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an ex-
ception to the employer health insurance
mandate for Indian tribal governments and
tribally owned businesses; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 114-656). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways
and Means. H.R. 3590. A bill to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the in-
crease in the income threshold used in deter-
mining the deduction for medical care; with
an amendment (Rept. 114-657). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 3734. A bill to amend
the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation
Act of 1977 to provide support to mining
schools, and for other purposes (Rept. 114-
658). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 4538. A bill to provide im-
munity from suit for certain individuals who
disclose potential examples of financial ex-
ploitation of senior citizens, and for other
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 114-659).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 4854. A bill to amend the
Investment Company Act of 1940 to expand
the investor limitation for qualifying ven-
ture capital funds under an exemption from
the definition of an investment company;
with an amendment (Rept. 114-660). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 4855. A bill to amend pro-
visions in the securities laws relating to reg-
ulation crowdfunding to raise the dollar
amount limit and to clarify certain require-
ments and exclusions for funding portals es-
tablished by such Act; with an amendment
(Rept. 114-661). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se-
curity. H.R. 5385. A bill to amend the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 to make technical
corrections to the requirement that the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security submit quad-
rennial homeland security reviews, and for
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept.
114-662). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: Committee on
House Administration. H.R. 4511. A bill to
amend the Veterans’ Oral History Project
Act to allow the collection of video and
audio recordings of biographical histories by
immediate family members of members of
the Armed Forces who died as a result of
their service during a period of war (Rept.
114-663). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: Committee on
House Administration. H.R. 4733. A bill to
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permit the United States Capitol Police to
accept certain property from other Federal
agencies and to dispose of certain property
in its possession (Rept. 114-664). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: Committee on
House Administration. H.R. 4734. A bill to
amend the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971 to permit candidates for election for
Federal office to designate an individual who
will be authorized to disburse funds of the
authorized campaign committees of the can-
didate in the event of the death of the can-
didate (Rept. 114-665). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 803. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4361) to
amend section 3554 of title 44, United States
Code, to provide for enhanced security of
Federal information systems, and for other
purposes, and providing for consideration of
motions to suspend the rules (Rept. 114-666).
Referred to the House Calendar.

———

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. YOUNG of Iowa (for himself and
Mr. ASHFORD):

H.R. 5619. A bill to require U.S. Immigra-
tion and Customs Enforcement to take into
custody certain aliens who have been
charged in the United States with a crime
that resulted in the death or serious bodily
injury of another person, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLER of Florida:

H.R. 5620. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for the removal or
demotion of employees of the Department of
Veterans Affairs based on performance or
misconduct, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on 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. PASCRELL (for himself, Mr.
RENACCI, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and
Mr. CARSON of Indiana):

H.R. 5621. A bill to posthumously award a
Congressional Gold Medal to Lawrence Eu-
gene ‘“‘Larry” Doby in recognition of his
achievements and contributions to American
major league athletics, civil rights, and the
Armed Forces during WWII; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. AGUILAR:

H.R. 5622. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to give borrowers an op-
tion to extend the grace period prior to the
beginning of the repayment period, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. ABRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
BOUSTANY, Mr. FLEMING, and Mr.
GRAVES of Louisiana):

H.R. 5623. A Dbill to authorize the award of
the Distinguished Service Cross to Chaplain
(First Lieutenant) Joseph Verbis LaFleur for
acts of valor during World War II; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. EMMER of Minnesota (for him-
self and Ms. MCCOLLUM):

H.R. 5624. A bill to require the Secretary of
State to take such actions as may be nec-
essary for the United States to rejoin the
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Bureau of International Expositions, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Mr. MOULTON (for himself, Mr.
HURD of Texas, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Mr. ISsA, Mr. MEADOWS,
and Mrs. BUSTOS):

H.R. 5625. A bill to provide for reimburse-
ment for the use of modern travel services by
Federal employees traveling on official Gov-
ernment business, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. MULLIN (for himself and Mr.
GUTHRIE):

H.R. 5626. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to eliminate the require-
ment for 3 months of retroactive coverage
under the Medicaid program; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. RIBBLE:

H.R. 5627. A bill to adopt the monarch but-
terfly as the national butterfly of the United
States; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

By Mr. COLLINS of New York (for him-
self, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. ROHRABACHER,
Mr. OLSON, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan,
and Mr. LAMALFA):

H.J. Res. 96. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States to prohibit the President from
making recess appointments; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RENACCI (for himself, Mr.
AMODEI, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. BARR,
Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr.

BUCSHON, Mrs. BusTOS, Mr. CARNEY,
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. HANNA, Mr.
JOYCE, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. KILMER, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALO-
NEY of New York, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
MOULTON, Mrs. NOEM, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. QUIGLEY, Miss RICE of New York,
Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. VALADAO, Mr.
WEBSTER of Florida, and Mr. WELCH):

H. Con. Res. 140. Concurrent resolution
providing for a joint session of Congress to
receive a presentation from the Comptroller
General of the United States regarding the
audited financial statement of the Executive
branch; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. KELLY
of Mississippi, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, and Mr. HARPER):

H. Res. 802. A resolution recognizing the
historical significance and the 50th anniver-
sary of the ‘“James H. Meredith March
Against Fear”, a 220-mile walk down High-
way 51 from Memphis, Tennessee, to Jack-
son, Mississippi; to the Committee on the

Judiciary.
By Mr. BERA (for himself, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Mr. PETERS, Mrs. LAW-

RENCE, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and
Ms. LEE):

H. Res. 804. A resolution amending the
Rules of the House of Representatives to
allow independent, non-government tele-
vision cameras to broadcast House floor pro-
ceedings; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. RUIZ (for himself, Ms. LEE, and
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN):

H. Res. 805. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of ‘“National Latino AIDS
Awareness Day’’ on October 15, 2016, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for
himself and Mr. MOULTON):

H. Res. 806. A resolution expressing condo-
lences for the killing of the British Member
of Parliament (MP) Jo Cox; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ZINKE (for himself, Mr. YOUNG
of Alaska, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mrs.
LAWRENCE, Mr. CRAMER, Ms. BROWN
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of Florida, Ms. LEE, Mr. ADERHOLT,
Mr. PEARCE, Ms. McCoLLUM, and Mr.
COLE):

H. Res. 807. A resolution expressing support
for designation of May 5, 2017, as ‘‘National
Day of Awareness for Missing and Murdered
Native Women and Girls’’; to the Committee
on Natural Resources.

———

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. YOUNG of Iowa:

H.R. 5619.

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

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. MILLER of Florida:

H.R. 5620.

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

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. PASCRELL:

H.R. 5621.

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

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to Article I, Section 8,
Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. AGUILAR:

H.R. 5622.

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

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. ABRAHAM:

H.R. 5623.

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

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 14 of the U.S.
Constitution: ‘“To make rules for the govern-
ment and regulation of the land and naval
forces”

By Mr. EMMER of Minnesota:

H.R. 5624.

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

Article 1 Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution
grants Congress the authority to:

To regulate commerce with foreign na-
tions, and among the several states, and with
the Indian tribes

By Mr. MOULTON:

H.R. 5625.

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

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. MULLIN:

H.R. 5626.

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

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. RIBBLE:

H.R. 56217.

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

No section of Article I of the Constitution
prohibits Congress from honoring flora and
fauna of the United States.

By Mr. COLLINS of New York:

H.J. Res. 96.

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

Article V of the United States Constitu-
tion grants Congress the authority, ‘“‘when-
ever both Houses shall deem it necessary,”
to propose Amendments to the Constitution.

July 5, 2016

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

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

H.R. 292: Mr. LYNCH and Ms. LORETTA SAN-
CHEZ of California.

H.R. 378: Mr. MCNERNEY.

H.R. 391: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 508: Ms. SLAUGHTER and Mr. MEEKS.

H.R. 546: Mr. GIBBS, Mr. JOYCE, and Ms.
MATSUL.

H.R. 556: Mr. NEWHOUSE.

H.R. 581: Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 605: Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 649: Ms. HAHN.

H.R. 711: Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. CURBELO of
Florida, and Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 916: Ms. GRAHAM and Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 921: Mr. POoE of Texas, Mr. WALDEN,
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Ms. JUuDY CHU of
California, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. NUNES, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, and Mr. ROYCE.

H.R. 1002: Ms. KUSTER.

H.R. 1055: Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 1076: Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 1111: Mr. CARDENAS.

H.R. 1112: Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 1114: Mr. BOUSTANY.

H.R. 1147: Mr. GOSAR.

H.R. 1192: Mr. VELA, Mr. MARCHANT, and
Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H.R. 1220: Ms. GRANGER and Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 1284: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. LEWIS, Mr.
HONDA, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 1380: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 1449: Mr. FARR, Mr. MEEKS, and Mrs.
LAWRENCE.

H.R. 1516: Mr. NEAL and Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1519: Mr. HECK of Washington.

H.R. 1559: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia.

H.R. 1603: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H.R. 1653: Mr. KIND and Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 1713: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 1904: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York.

H.R. 1905: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York and Mr. YOHO.

H.R. 2014: Mr. NOLAN.

H.R. 2114: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 2151: Mr. MULLIN.

H.R. 2205: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa.

H.R. 2254: Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 2285: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia.

H.R. 2311: Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 2315: Mr. SALMON.

H.R. 2342: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 2404: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
CICILLINE, and Mr. SCHRADER.

H.R. 2446: Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H.R. 2610: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa.

H.R. 2624: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 2646: Mr. HARDY and Mr. NORCROSS.

H.R. 2656: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 2698: Mr. KLINE.

H.R. 2846: Mr. NEAL.

H.R. 2903: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Mr. SANFORD, and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 2963: Mr. JEFFRIES.

H.R. 2972: Mr. CICILLINE.

H.R. 3014: Mr. POE of Texas.

H.R. 3051: Mr. HUFFMAN and Mr. VEASEY.

H.R. 3229: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 3268: Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 3337: Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 3339: Mr. TROTT.

H.R. 3355: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. COURT-
NEY.

H.R. 3381: Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. LOEBSACK,
Ms. Bass, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. MENG, and
Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 3411: Mr. CROWLEY and Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 3445: Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 3520: Mr. PAYNE.

H.R. 3535: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. FITZPATRICK,
and Ms. TSONGAS.
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H.R. 3637: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 3706: Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Mr. NEAL, and Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia.

H.R. 3720: Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 3742: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HULTGREN, and
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

H.R. 3815: Mr. KATKO.

H.R. 3846: Mrs. NOEM.

H.R. 3870: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 3926: Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, and Mrs. TORRES.

H.R. 3929: Mr. LYNCH, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. NEAL,
Mr. NOLAN, Mr. KEATING, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. BRrRADY of Texas, Mr.
RATCLIFFE, Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania,
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. MULLIN, Mr.
ALLEN, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. FLEISCHMANN,
Mr. HIiLL, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
JORDAN, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. ROG-
ERS of Kentucky, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. YOUNG
of Indiana, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr.
DESAULNIER, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Mr. SALMON, Mr.
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
COLLINS of Georgia, and Mr. BUTTERFIELD.

H.R. 3952: Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 4043: Ms. NORTON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs.
DaAvIs of California, and Mr. FOSTER.

H.R. 4114: . KUSTER.

H.R. 4118: . KEATING.

H.R. 4137: . KEATING.

H.R. 4164: . CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 4223: . HAHN.

H.R. 4247: . BARR and Mr. RENACCI.

H.R. 4298: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 4381: Mr. REICHERT and Mr. KING of
New York.

H.R. 4422: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

H.R. 4435: Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 4474: Mr. CosTA and Mr. BROOKS of
Alabama.

H.R. 4481: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. DELBENE,
Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. KEATING, Mr. ASHFORD,
and Ms. BROWN of Florida.

H.R. 4488: Mr. JEFFRIES and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 4514: Mr. CoLLINS of New York, Mr.
REED, Mr. MicA, Mr. MACARTHUR, Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. SIRES, Mr. GRAVES of
Missouri, and Mr. LANCE.

H.R. 4531: Ms. BORDALLO
RADEWAGEN.

H.R. 4538: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

H.R. 4559: Mr. PITTS.

H.R. 4567: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 4584: Mr. KILMER.

H.R. 4640: Mr. CoLLINS of New York, Mr.
KIND, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Ms. KAPTUR.

H.R. 4665: Mr. JOLLY and Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 4695: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 4715: Mr. TiBERI, Mr. JONES, and Mr.
SHUSTER.

H.R. 4740: Mr. NEAL.

H.R. 4764: Mr. ROSKAM and Mr. POLIQUIN.

H.R. 4773: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. MicA, and Mr.
LANCE.

H.R. 4817: Mr. GALLEGO, Ms. LEE, Mr. HECK
of Washington, and Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 4828: Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. GOSAR, Mr.
HARPER, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. YODER, Mr.
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. GOHMERT, and
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan.

H.R. 4869: Mr. CURBELO of Florida.

H.R. 4893: Mr. EMMER of Minnesota.

H.R. 4907: Mr. ROUZER, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. KILMER.

and Mrs.
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H.R. 4922: Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 4927: Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 4938: Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. ROGERS of
Alabama.

H.R. 4941: Ms. KAPTUR.

H.R. 4979: Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 4980: Mr. KLINE, Mr. WALBERG, and
Mrs. HARTZLER.

H.R. 5001: Mr. SANFORD and Mr. ABRAHAM.

H.R. 5007: Mr. COHEN.

. 5021: Mr. MULLIN.

. 5025: Mr. CARDENAS.
. 5062: Mr. LEWIS.

. 5073: Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 5090: Mr. GUINTA, Mr. HECK of Wash-
ington, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr.
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 5094: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H.R. 5124: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

H.R. 5143: Mr. BABIN.

H.R. 5166: Mr. SWALWELL of California and
Mr. HURD of Texas.

H.R. 5167: Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 5171: Mr. HULTGREN.

H.R. 5180: Mr. CoLLINS of New York, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. COLE, and Mr. ZINKE.

H.R. 5182: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr.
SIRES, Mr. DUFFY, and Miss RICE of New
York.

H.R. 5204: Mr. HULTGREN.

H.R. 5207: Mr. LEWIS.

H.R. 5210: Mr. GRIFFITH and Ms. SEWELL of
Alabama.

H.R. 5230: Mr. STEWART.

H.R. 5232: Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 5235: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and
Ms. LEE.

H.R. 5256: Mr.
WRIGHT.

H.R. 5265: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. GRIJALVA, and
Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 5292: Mr. BARR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
LyNCH, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. REICHERT, Mr.
KEATING, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. LAHOOD, and
Mr. CRAWFORD.

H.R. 5319: Mr. GOHMERT.

H.R. 5332: Mr. CRAMER and Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN.

H.R. 5341: Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 5344: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 5355: Ms. KAPTUR.

H.R. 5369: Mr. ELLISON, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr.
BUTTERFIELD.

H.R. 5392: Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 5413: Mr. BARR.

H.R. 5457: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. KING of Iowa,
and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 5465: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska.

H.R. 5474: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 5489: Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. COLLINS of
New York, Ms. EsSTY, and Mr. ROONEY of
Florida.

H.R. 5500: Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 5506: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. COSTELLO of
Pennsylvania, Ms. CLARKE of New York, and
Mr. VELA.

H.R. 5513: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. NEWHOUSE, and
Mr. EMMER of Minnesota.

H.R. 5523: Mr. RENACCI.

H.R. 5528: Mr. TAKANO.

H.R. 5534: Mr. CARDENAS.

H.R. 5544: Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 5560: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BROWN of
Florida, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms.
NORTON.

H.R. 5592: Ms. NORTON.

HIGGINS and Mr. CART-
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H.R. 5605: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 5608: Mr. SCHWEIKERT and Mrs. BLACK.

H.R. 5617: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania.

H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. QUIGLEY.

H. Con. Res. 114: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee.

H. Con. Res. 122: Mr. KILMER.

H. Res. 28: Mr. SARBANES, Mr. BERA, and
Ms. TSONGAS.

H. Res. 112: Ms. JuDY CHU of California.

H. Res. 445: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York.

H. Res. 473:

H. Res. 584:

H. Res. 590:
of Missouri.

H. Res. 617:

H. Res. 631: . ENGEL.

H. Res. 642: . LAMBORN.

H. Res. 686: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, and
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK.

H. Res. 694: Ms. MOORE.

H. Res. 695: Mr. CLAY.

H. Res. 740: Mr. WENSTRUP and Ms. KAPTUR.

H. Res. 750: Mr. HASTINGS and Mr. DIAZ-
BALART.

H. Res. 782: Mr. KILMER.

H. Res. 786: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and
Mr. MCDERMOTT.

Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

KELLY of Illinois.
MCDERMOTT.
PERLMUTTER and Mr. SMITH

. ROS-LEHTINEN.

————

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

OFFICERED BY MR. GOODLATTE

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on the Judiciary in H.R. 5611
do not contain any congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene-
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Homeland Security in
H.R. 5611 do not contain any congressional
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule
XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. ROYCE

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs in H.R.
5611 do not contain any congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI.

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative Palmer, or a designee, to H.R.
4361, the Federal Information Systems Safe-
guards Act of 2016 does not contain any con-
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9
of rule XXIT.

———

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H.R. 5580: Mrs. BUSTOS.
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The Senate met at 9 and 2 seconds
a.m., and was called to order by the
Honorable CORY GARDNER, a Senator
from the State of Colorado.

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

The assistant bill legislative clerk
read the following letter:

Senate

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, July 5, 2016.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable CORY GARDNER, a Sen-
ator from the State of Colorado, to perform
the duties of the Chair.

ORRIN G. HATCH,
President pro tempore.

Mr. GARDNER thereupon assumed
the Chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M.
TOMORROW

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate stands adjourned until 10 a.m.
on Wednesday, July 6, 2016.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 9 and 25
seconds a.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, July 6, 2016, at 10 a.m.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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TRIBUTE TO ADAM HACKFORT

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate Adam
Hackfort, a member of the 2016 lowa Boys 2A
State Golf Tournament Championship Team.

Adam, and his teammates at Panorama
High School, persevered through a tough sea-
son. With steady and consistent play at the
state tournament, these students showed the
state of lowa that they were worthy of a state
championship two years in a row.

Mr. Speaker, Adam’s determination, hard
work, commitment and team work is what con-
tributed to the stellar success of his team. His
willingness to give it his best effort is what will
be valuable later in life and | am honored to
represent Adam in the United States Con-
gress. | ask my colleagues in the United
States House of Representatives join me in
congratulating Adam Hackfort and his team for
competing and winning this rigorous competi-
tion. We all share in wishing him nothing but
continued success.

—————

RETIREMENT OF COLONEL
SAMUEL D. GRABLE

HON. KAY GRANGER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor the Director of the Air Force Office of
Budget and Appropriation Liaison, Colonel
Samuel Grable.

Colonel Grable is retiring after a long and
impressive career in the Air Force. Here in
Congress, we are especially grateful for his
work in communicating the Air Force message
in a clear and concise manner.

He played a critical role during the budget
roll-out process in 2013, 2014, 2015 and
2016, setting the highest standards for clarity
and honesty. His personal approach and re-
spect for others helped rebuild credibility be-
tween the Air Force and the Congress.

Colonel Grable is a native of Seattle, Wash-
ington, and earned a Bachelor's degree in Ac-
counting from Pepperdine University in Malibu,
California, and a Master of Arts degree in Or-
ganizational Management from George Wash-
ington University in Washington, DC.

During his career he has served in a variety
of operational, command and staff assign-
ments in the United States and overseas. He
deployed as the Chief of Plans to Multi-Na-
tional Corps in Baghdad and as Mission Sup-
port Group Commander at Kandahar Airfield,
Afghanistan in support of Operations Iraqi, and
Enduring, Freedom.

Colonel Grable became the director of the
Air Force Office of Budget and Appropriation

Liaison in July 2012. He became the principal
strategist and advisor to both the Secretary,
and Chief of Staff, of the Air Force and a crit-
ical conduit between their offices and Con-
gress. Under Colonel Grable’s leadership, his
office was able to shape programs critical to
the future of our national defense such as the
KC—-46 Tanker and F-35 Joint Strike Fighter.

The Congressional Appropriations Commit-
tees and our country owe Colonel Grable a
debt of gratitude for his tireless work.

HONORING GARY BERBLINGER

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor Mr. Gary Berblinger as he re-
tires after 46 years in publishing. Gary began
his career in Belleville, lllinois in 1973 and
continued to work in journalism in St. Louis
and in Bradenton, Florida. Since 2006, he has
worked in Park Hills, Missouri, first as busi-
ness manager and since 2008, as publisher of
the Daily Journal, Farmington Press, and
Democrat News.

Gary has distinguished himself in the com-
munities he serves as a member of the St.
Francois County Rotary Club, Greater Farm-
ington Regional Chamber of Commerce, and
the St. Francois County Community Partner-
ship. He and his wife Mary have been mem-
bers of St. Joseph Catholic Church in Farm-
ington.

Mary says of her husband’s retirement, “I'm
looking forward to having him home. He'’s
worked 50 years of his life. He has always
loved his job. His work has been his hobby,
too. Now is our time to travel and go see the
kids and grandkids.”

In celebration of his dedication to publishing,
his community involvement, and his citizen-
ship, it is my pleasure to recognize Mr. Gary
Berblinger of Farmington, Missouri before the
United States House of Representatives.

———

HONORING AND CELEBRATING THE
LIFE OF JOSEPH E. RYAN

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor and celebrate the life of Joseph E.
Ryan, a man who served his country, city and
community in times of need. A leader on the
field of battle so many times and in so many
ways, Joe Ryan lived a life full of triumph and
tragedy that is testament to his indomitable
spirit and determination to make a difference
in this world.

The first born in a family of ten, Joe Ryan
graduated from St. Joseph’s Collegiate Insti-

tute in 1961, where he was class president
and an all-Catholic and all-Western New York
football player. He went on to earn his degree
in industrial and labor relations from Cornell
University, while also capturing all-lvy League
honors as a center and linebacker on the foot-
ball team.

Mr. Ryan served in the Navy from 1965 to
1969, in which he spent 17 months in Vietham
as a diving team commander. He earned the
Bronze Star for his actions and rose to the
rank of lieutenant before returning home from
service.

Upon his return, Mr. Ryan’s involvement
and influence in the community began and
grew for more than forty years. An engineering
consultant in 1971, the late Mayor Frank
Sedita tapped this rebel with a cause to serve
as the executive director of the Citizens Advi-
sory Committee, where he energetically di-
rected the Community Development Block
Grant program and fostered the growth of
local nonprofit neighborhood groups.

In 1982, he helped found the local Vietnam
Veterans Leadership Program and served as
its first president. A horrific bicycle accident in
1985 would leave Mr. Ryan paralyzed but his
efforts to assist others in need could never be
contained as even from his hospital bed he fi-
nalized arrangements for his self-created Best
of the Turtles race to raise scholarship money
for the children of local Vietham veterans.

In 1998, City of Buffalo Mayor Anthony
Masiello appointed him as Community Devel-
opment Commissioner. Mr. Ryan remained in
that position for more than four years leading
the creation of the Department of Strategic
Planning and a focused effort to engage resi-
dents in planning initiatives to revitalize neigh-
borhoods.

With staunch determination to be an advo-
cate for others, Joe Ryan volunteered count-
less hours to the community and those in
need. He served on the national board of di-
rectors of the Eastern Paralyzed Veterans,
which advocated for veterans on health care
issues. He took part in the Paralyzed Veterans
America Wheelchair Games in 1987, helping
raise money for the Erie County Medical Cen-
ter spinal cord injury unit.

He served as a chairman of the Board of
Managers for Erie County Medical Center in
the 1990’s and was President of the Friends
of the Night People. Mr. Ryan had also been
on the board of directors of St. Joseph’s Colle-
giate Institute, and a board member of the Na-
tional Spinal Cord Injury Association, the Buf-
falo Area Council of Alcoholism and Sub-
stance Abuse, the United Cerebral Palsy
Foundation, and the Cornell University Presi-
dential Council.

Mr. Ryan was justifiably recognized many
times for his life’s work in public service. He
received the D’Youville College Community
Service Award, and was named Buffalo News
Citizen of the Year in 1986. He was given the
Clarkson Center's Courage to Come Back
Award for devoting his talents to providing
customized housing that allow people with dis-
abilities to live independently.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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And while he lived an independent and pur-
poseful life, little would have been possible
without the unconditional, unyielding love and
loyalty of his devoted wife of 44 years, Eileen
and their greatest shared accomplishment,
son Sean, a former NFL player.

Mr. Speaker, | honor the life of Mr. Joseph
E. Ryan. | ask that my colleagues join me in
expressing our deepest condolences to all of
the Ryan family, including his daughter-in-law,
Mary Elizabeth, his grandchildren, Emmie, Si-
enna and Colin, his brothers, sisters and many
friends and colleagues as they join together at
a celebration of his life on Saturday, June 25
at St. Joseph’s University Church.

The extraordinary story of his life will con-
tinue to be told by all those who will always
remember: here was a man who could not
stand himself, yet made it his life’s work to al-
ways stand up for others.

———

OLNEY/RICHLAND CO. 175TH
ANNIVERSARY

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
acknowledge the Dodransbicentennial, or
175th Anniversary of Richland County. Rich-
land County was created in 1841 by com-
bining sections of western Lawrence County
and eastern Clay County. Olney was named
the seat of Richland County due to its cen-
trality and desirable proximity to the Fox River.

Over the years, many students have bene-
fitted from being able to receive a quality and
affordable education at Olney Central College.
In addition to its support of education, Olney
has a marvelously rich history of being a cen-
ter of transportation, medicine, culture, and
agriculture for Southeastern lllinois.

A large colony of albino squirrels first found
sanctuary in Olney in the early 1900s. Be-
cause of this, inquiring visitors from near and
far are attracted to the “Home of the White
Squirrels.” Olney and Richland County are the
home to many churches and volunteer organi-
zations, as well.

| look forward to the continued prosperity of
Olney and Richland County largely due to its
citizens who respect their history and have a
vision for their future; | also offer my congratu-
lations on the occasion of the 175th anniver-
sary celebration which will take place from
July 2224, 2016.

——————

HONORING THE 300TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE INCORPORATION
OF GEORGETOWN, MAINE

HON. CHELLIE PINGREE

OF MAINE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
celebrate the 300th birthday of a town in my
District. On June 13, 1716, Georgetown was
incorporated as the 10th town in the Province
of Maine.

Located on an island between the mouths of
the Kennebec and Sheepscot Rivers, George-
town has a rich history that goes back far
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longer than 300 years. For generations, the
Abenakis knew the island as a place for good
spear fishing. John Parker—to whom many
current residents can still trace their lineage—
built its first permanent homestead on land he
purchased for a hogshead of rum and a few
pumpkins in 1649. And its location on the bor-
der between what was then New France and
New England brought several conflicts during
the French and Indian Wars of the 1700s.

Thankfully, though, peace did eventually
come to Georgetown. Since then, generations
of Mainers have made their living there in
boatbuilding, fishing, and other trades. And
countless visitors have gone there searching
for the best of what the Maine coast has to
offer. Indeed, with the town’s picturesque
scenes, wicked good lobster, and hard-work-
ing people, that's exactly what they’ve found.

Mr. Speaker, it makes me very proud to rep-
resent a community with such a rich history
and uniquely Maine character. My congratula-
tions to Georgetown and all its residents on
this wonderful occasion—and my best wishes
for many more birthdays in the future.

———

TRIBUTE TO AL PIZZANO

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate Mr. Al
Pizzano, Chief of Police of Pleasant Hill, lowa
and retired Captain of the New York City Po-
lice Department’s elite Emergency Service
Unit. Chief Pizzano assumed his post as Chief
of Police of Pleasant Hill in September 2015.
He was recently honored in New York by the
city’s mayor and police chief during its annual
Medal Day ceremony which pays tribute to the
exemplary public servants whose selfless acts
have made the ultimate sacrifice while pro-
tecting the lives and safety of all Americans.
He was one of 53 recipients for the awards.

Chief Al Pizzano received the Police Com-
bat Cross, the Department’s second highest
award, granted to members who have suc-
cessfully and intelligently performed an act of
extreme heroism while engaged in combat
with an armed adversary. On April 8, 2012,
Chief Pizzano and five members of the elite
Emergency Service Unit were called to nego-
tiate with an armed suspect, were injured in
the ensuing gunfire, but avoided civilian cas-
ualties during the apprehension.

Chief Al Pizzano began his law enforcement
career in 1987 with the New York Police De-
partment, training and supervising 200 officers
and 30 civilian employees while commanding
the K-9 Resources throughout New York City.
He left the Department to join Homefront Pro-
tective Group where he analyzed police agen-
cies and administered police-related training
courses before coming to lowa as Police Chief
of Pleasant Hill.

Mr. Speaker, | applaud and congratulate
Chief Al Pizzano for this award and for sharing
his servant leadership with an entire commu-
nity. | am proud to represent him in the United
States Congress. | ask that my colleagues in
the United States House of Representatives
join me in congratulating Chief Al Pizzano and
wishing him nothing but continued success.

July 5, 2016

CONGRATULATING THE WEST
VIEW MASONIC LODGE NUMBER 103

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to congratulate the West View Masonic
Lodge No. 103 for its 150th anniversary. Char-
tered on June 2, 1866, the West View Lodge
has served the Millersville, MO area and has
stood as a symbol for brotherly love, relief,
and truth for one hundred and fifty years.

As a branch of the world’s oldest fraternal
organization, the Ancient Free and Accepted
Masons of Missouri has over 36,000 members
who work hard to serve and improve their
communities. The millions of freemasons
worldwide comprise various bodies, including
the Shriners, Order of the Eastern Star, Tall
Cedars of Lebanon, and nearly 30 others.
These philanthropic groups donate over sixty
million dollars to their communities each
month.

As a result of its efforts and passion for
service to the Millersville community, the West
View Masonic Lodge No. 103 has helped
countless citizens throughout the years. I'm
proud of their achievements thus far, and |
look forward to seeing the ongoing fruits of
their mission. For the special place it holds in
the hearts and lives of many in the commu-
nity, it is my pleasure to recognize the 150th
anniversary of the West View Masonic Lodge
No. 103 before the House of Representatives.

———

TRIBUTE TO RONALD
NABAKOWSKI

HON. MARCY KAPTUR

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commemorate a true public servant and fellow
Ohio politician, Ronald Nabakowski. Ron
passed away Friday, June 10th after a long
struggle with ALS, and will be dearly missed
by his family and friends.

At the time of his passing Ron was retired,
fully enjoying his time with family and actively
promoting the redevelopment of downtown Lo-
rain. He had been a public servant in govern-
ment for forty-two years.

Prior to his retirement Ron served as Clerk
of Court of Common Pleas in Lorain County
for fourteen years, after a long career as State
Senator, Lorain County Commissioner, and Di-
rector of the Ohio Lottery on Governor Dick
Celeste’s cabinet.

Throughout his long career Ron remained
dedicated to making government work better
for the people. A Democrat, Ron did not hesi-
tate to reach across the aisle to create com-
prehensive legislation that could pass the
State legislature, and to ensure the community
he represented flourished.

One of his proudest moments in public serv-
ice came while serving as Director of the Ohio
Lottery. During his tenure, 17 cents of each
state dollar went towards primary and sec-
ondary education in Ohio—a record that would
remain unrivaled by subsequent Lottery ad-
ministrations.
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An outspoken politician at times, Ron had
many admirers and critics. Regardless of party
affiliation, there was no denying that Ron was
genuine, and that he would certainly act in a
fair manner. He was led by Christian values
and his love for the Lorain community. These
values served him well, establishing Ron as a
public servant of the highest order.

Ron is survived by his wife of 55 years, Dor-
othea, and six of his children, having been
preceded in death by a daughter and his par-
ents.

We offer them our prayers and hope that
they find comfort in the wonderful memories of
our dear friend, Ron, who will be remembered
with affection and gratitude for his probing in-
tellect, kind heart, and utter dedication to ad-
vancing Lorain as a community, its people and
its institutions.

———

RECOGNIZING JOAN M. FLANAGAN
ON HER RETIREMENT FROM U.S.
CITIZENSHIP & IMMIGRATION
SERVICES

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to honor
the remarkable Joan M. Flanagan on the oc-
casion of her retirement after more than thirty
years of accomplished and distinguished serv-
ice with what was the Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service (INS) and is now United
States Citizenship and Immigration Services.

Ms. Flanagan entered on duty on November
24, 1985 as a Mail and File Clerk in the
Records unit at the INS Office then located at
the Buffalo Federal Court House on Court
Street. In June of 1987, she joined the Inves-
tigations Unit of INS as the Anti-Smuggling/
Vehicle Seizure clerk where she participated
in a pilot program to track data pertaining to
vehicle seizures into the automated seizure/
forfeiture system. That system was expanded
when the data was entered into the Operation
Activities Special Information System (OASIS)
and rolled out to all Ports of Entry proving to
be a very useful tool for the inspection pro-
gram.

In January of 1990, Joan Flanagan joined
the Information/FOIA—PA Unit (Freedom of In-
formation Act/Privacy Act), as an Information
Officer for Buffalo. At that time, the Buffalo In-
formation Officers also staffed INS Information
offices in Rochester and Syracuse several
days a week.

In October 2002, Ms. Flanagan was pro-
moted to Supervisory Information Officer. She
was the leader of the Information employees
of INS who answered sometimes extremely
complicated questions from the public who ap-
peared at the office in person. The Information
Officers also answered phone inquiries, and
reviewed and responded to those who had
written letters to INS.

In 2004 she served as a core member and
subject matter expert in the area of Immigra-
tion Information on the Government's Team
known as the “Most Efficient Organization
Team” during a Competitive Sourcing com-
petition relating to all 110s positions nation-
wide. At that time, the IIO positions nationwide
were deemed commercial in the “Fair Inven-
tory” and were placed in A—76 competition to
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allow private companies to compete for these
positions. The Team goal was to prepare the
most cost effective proposal that would allow
the 110s to remain as federal employees.

As the subject matter expert, Ms. Flanagan
conducted site visits to various offices to re-
search and gather data to aid in the progress
of new concepts. She helped streamline work-
loads and identify and implement the most
cost effective measures during the develop-
ment of the Government's competitive bid for
the 1,300 IO positions. This competition was
cancelled in October 2004 prior to submission
of final proposals after it was likely learned the
work being done by the Information Officers
was done as well as possible in terms of cost
efficiency, accuracy and service to the public.

In September 2007 Joan Flanagan was pro-
moted to District Adjudications Officer, now
called Immigration Service Officer Il. In this
position, now as part of the U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration Service in the Department of
Homeland Security, she interviewed applicants
who had applied to become permanent resi-
dents of the United States and/or those who
applied to become citizens of the United
States through Naturalization. In January 2011
she was promoted to Supervisory Immigration
Services Officer.

In June of 2013 Joan Flanagan was pro-
moted to Chief of Staff of District 2, the Buf-
falo District, in USCIS which oversees USCIS
field offices in Albany, New York, Hartford
Connecticut and St Albans, Vermont and a
sub office in Syracuse, New York.

While her dedication to country is well docu-
mented and her stellar reputation is well de-
served, it is her love and loyalty to family and
community that is also deserving of our deep-
est respect and recognition. The wife of Wil-
liam “Bill” Flanagan for 26 years, Joni is the
very proud mother of the late Jeffrey Fuqua,
Kristie (Daron) Moore, Karyn (Duane) Smith
and Erin (Kyle) Kiminski. As a completely de-
voted grandmother to Marissa Stack, Nicholas
Moore, Carolyn and Kameron Kiminski, Kaylee
Reid and Madison Fuqua, there is no stopping
her and Bill from cheering them all on at
school programs and sporting events.

The tragic loss of her beloved son, Tech-
nical Sergeant Jeffrey Fuqua, to PTSD fol-
lowing more than eleven years of active serv-
ice in the US Air Force, including tours of Iraq
and Afghanistan, compelled her and her
daughters to action. This fierce trio of warriors
moved with a sense of urgency to help other
veterans and their families struggling with
PTSD as they brought the community together
to raise awareness and funds for WNY Heroes
and Horizon Health Services-Freedom Village.
She recently joined with her family in unveiling
a bench in memory of her son at her grand-
children’s school, Notre Dame Academy in
South Buffalo.

In sharing great joy as well, it is expected
that Joni and Bill, a veteran and a retiree from
federal service, will use this time to be to-
gether with family and visit the Magic Kingdom
even more often.

From an entry level position as a GS-3
clerk, Chief of Staff Joan Flanagan rose
through the ranks holding three supervisory
positions. Her influence is found in significant
policies and programs for USINS and USCIS,
she has advised and mentored scores of other
employees, and became one of the key play-
ers in the Buffalo District, a district known for
many years to demonstrate the absolute high-
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est standards of accomplishment, dedication,
and service in the federal government to the
people of the United States.

Throughout three decades of service, Joan
became a reliable resource for information due
to her expertise in a myriad of subjects. Joan’s
intelligence and compassionate personality
have made her a truly valued individual and
admired friend inside and outside of the office.
Joan’s dedication to her many positions
throughout her career and incredible work
ethic will leave her dearly missed.

Mr. Speaker, | recognize and congratulate
Joan M. Flanagan on her extensive service
and remarkable achievements in both the Im-
migration & Naturalization Service and the
U.S. Citizenship & Immigration Services. We
join with her colleagues and many friends in
wishing Joan, her husband and family good
health and happiness as she brings her ex-
traordinary career to a close and begins a new
chapter in her life.

———————

IN RECOGNITION OF BARBARA
TAKEI

HON. DORIS 0. MATSUI

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Ms. Barbara Takei, who is being award-
ed the National Parks Conservation Associa-
tion’s Marjorie Stoneman Douglas Award for
her work in the protection of the Tule Lake
confinement site as a national park. As her
family, friends and colleagues gather to cele-
brate her long list of valiant accomplishments,
| ask my colleagues to join me in honoring this
awe-inspiring individual who has served and
contributed greatly to the National Park Sys-
tem.

Born in Sacramento, the daughter of camp
internees, Ms. Takei was raised in Detroit and
graduated from Howard University. She even-
tually became the chief financial officer of the
non-profit Tule Lake Committee, an organiza-
tion focused on the education and recognition
of Tule Lake, one of the largest and most con-
troversial sites where thousands of men,
women, and children of Japanese ancestry
were incarcerated and detained. Ms. Takei is
being honored for spearheading the effort to
prevent the construction of an intrusive fence
for an airport on the Segregation Center Prop-
erty, which would have disturbed visitor ac-
cess to the site and its visual history. Without
her longstanding and tireless leadership, the
Tule Lake confinement site would likely not be
a protected unit of the National Park System
today.

In addition to her steadfast fight for national
park protection, Ms. Takei has been active in
the community for preserving the cultural his-
tory of Japanese-Americans, as well as
spending the past decade researching and
writing about Tule Lake’s segregation history.

Mr. Speaker, as the members of the Na-
tional Parks Conservation Association cele-
brate and recognize Ms. Barbara Takei for her
accomplishments and value to the National
Park System at the annual Tule Lake Pilgrim-
age, along with Tule Lake survivors and their
families, | ask all my colleagues to join me in
honoring this outstanding individual.
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RECOGNIZING PENNRIDGE CITIZEN
OF THE YEAR: PATRICIA A. GUTH

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to recognize Patricia Guth being named the
Pennridge Citizen of the Year.

Dedicated to education and administration;
Dr. Guth began her teaching career in the
Central Bucks School District and in 1958
began teaching in the Pennridge School Dis-
trict. Throughout her career with the Pennridge
School District, Dr. Guth was the director of
Elementary Education as well as the Assistant
Superintendent for Curriculum & Instruction.

In addition, Dr. Guth was the author and
model presenter of Alternative Teaching Strat-
egies for the federal grant awarded to the
Pennridge School District.

In 1992 Pennridge School District Board of
Directors, rededicated Perkasie Elementary
School as Dr. Patricia A. Guth Elementary
School. Patricia A. Guth Elementary School is
a fitting tribute to Dr. Guth’s work and the
dedicated faculty and staff who have shaped
it over the last five decades.

Dr. Guth is an example of countless individ-
uals who have served their community profes-
sionally and continue to contribute their experi-
ence, time and service through their retirement
years. Dr. Guth, has set the bar for citizenship
and service for which others should aspire to.

TRIBUTE TO JOHN OVERTON

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize John Overton of Indianola,
lowa for his 50 years of service in the funeral
home industry, as recognized by the 2016
lowa Funeral Directors Association Conven-
tion.

Mr. Overton was licensed as a funeral direc-
tor and embalmer in 1966. He took over the
family business, Overton Funeral Home, in
1983. It is one of the oldest businesses in
Indianola, founded by his grandfather, Lewis
Overton, in 1928. John’s wife, Barbara, also
helped the funeral home with bookkeeping,
marketing and community outreach programs,
as well as serving as treasurer.

Though he retired as President of Overton
Funeral Home, he continued to serve as fu-
neral director. Through all of his years in the
funeral service, he has been an active mem-
ber of his community. He is also an ordained
elder at Trinity United Presbyterian Church,
Past President of the Indianola Rotary Club,
and a former board member of the Indianola
Chamber of Commerce.

| commend John for his half century of serv-
ice to families during those tough times we all
face. | urge my colleagues in the U.S. House
of Representatives to join me in congratulating
John Overton for his dedication and years of
service.
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HONORING THE COAST GUARD
TRAINING CENTER PETALUMA

HON. JARED HUFFMAN

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the Coast Guard Training Center
Petaluma in Sonoma County, California, on
their 45th year of operations. The Training
Center, the Coast Guard’s largest on the West
Coast, plays an essential role in training and
developing their workforce and carrying out
the mission of the organization.

Originally known as Two Rock Station, the
876-acre property was purchased by the
United States Army in 1942 to serve as an
electronic intercept station during World War
Il. During the Vietnam War, it was expanded
to include training facilities for Army soldiers.
On July 1, 1971, the United States Coast
Guard took over ownership of the facility, re-
naming the site and expanding the property’s
functionality with new barracks, family housing
units, and a water treatment plant.

Today, the Training Center serves as home
to more than 650 active duty service mem-
bers, civilian employees, and military family
members. Each year, more than 3,000 stu-
dents attend basic and advanced career train-
ing courses to become cooks, medics, yeo-
men, information technicians, operations spe-
cialists, and more. The Training Center also
hosts leadership courses like the Chief Petty
Officers Academy, which prepares members
of the service’s senior enlisted corps for their
roles as front-line leaders and mentors.

Mr. Speaker, it is therefore fitting that we
congratulate the United States Coast Guard
Training Center Petaluma on its 45th year of
operations, and thank the Center and its peo-
ple for its contributions to our nation’s safety,
security and environmental stewardship.

————

HONORING IRONDALE UNITED
METHODIST CHURCH

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor the Irondale United Methodist
Church on its 150th anniversary.

The church has a rich history in Washington
County. Known first as the Irondale Methodist
Episcopal Church—South, its first building was
constructed in 1866 and dedicated in 1867,
free of debt. The first trustees of the church
were: John Jamison, Stephen Denton, Garrett
Tidwell, Elbridge Thompson, James D. Den-
ton, James S. Evans and James B. Yeargin.
It is the oldest church in Irondale.

Irondale Methodist celebrates its 150th with
two days of celebration featuring Rev. Jimmie
Robinson who grew up across the street from
the church.

Known affectionately as the “Old Brick
Church,” Irondale Methodist currently has only
12 members. Although its numbers have di-
minished, its mission remains the same: To
spread the Good News of Jesus Christ and
reach the people of Washington County.

It is my great pleasure to recognize the
Irondale United Methodist Church’s sesqui-
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centennial celebration today before the United
States House of Representatives.

IN RECOGNITION OF TIM HILL,

CAPTAIN, PHOENIX FIRE DE-
PARTMENT, PAST PRESIDENT,
PROFESSIONAL FIRE FIGHTERS
OF ARIZONA, EXECUTIVE VICE
PRESIDENT, UNITED PHOENIX
FIRE FIGHTERS ASSOCIATION

HON. KYRSTEN SINEMA

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize Captain Tim Hill of the Phoenix Fire
Department. Tim is retiring today and an in-
credible thirty one years as a first responder in
our community. In addition to serving as a fire
fighter, Tim also dedicated his career to serv-
ing the greater needs of the fire fighter com-
munity and Arizona as a whole.

Tim served as the President of the Profes-
sional Fire Fighters of Arizona and as the Ex-
ecutive Vice President of the United Phoenix
Fire Fighters Association. In both roles he pro-
vided support to his brothers and sisters in the
fire-fighting profession and worked with elect-
ed officials and the Arizona Legislature to
make policy changes to help every Arizona
first responder.

Tim served as President of the Professional
Fire Fighters of Arizona when we lost 19
brave young fire fighters from the Granite
Mountain Hot Shot team in June of 2013. That
was such a tragic loss for our community and
our state, and | am so grateful to Tim for the
grace, leadership, and compassion he showed
in such a difficult time.

Additionally Tim served on the Arizona Fall-
en Fire Fighter Memorial Commission which
recently completed the construction and grand
opening of the only memorial honoring the 119
fire fighters, paramedics and emergency per-
sonnel in Arizona. His work to make the me-
morial a reality is a testament to his dedication
to his fellow fire fighters and emergency per-
sonnel and the entire State of Arizona.

———

CONGRATULATING MR. CARL
GOTZMER ON FIFTY YEARS OF
SERVICE TO THE UNITED
STATES NAVY

HON. STENY H. HOYER

OF MARYLAND
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to offer my
congratulations to Carl Gotzmer of Accokeek,
Maryland, in the Fifth District. On June 30,
Carl will be receiving his fifty-year pin from the
United States Navy in recognition of a half-
century of civilian service at the Naval Surface
Warfare Center, Indian Head Division.

Carl is one of our nation’s leading experts
on energetics, the field of study concerning
the movement of energy in a system. This
field has wide application in defense tech-
nologies, and Carl has drawn on his deep
knowledge of it to design systems that help
seamen protect our homeland and carry out
missions overseas in support of our interests
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and our allies. He has published more than
100 papers and articles in the field and holds
dozens of patents. Furthermore, Carl’s anal-
ysis of the threat from foreign energetic mate-
rials has strengthened our intelligence, and it
earned him a Letter of Appreciation from the
Office of Naval Intelligence in 2014.

Praised for his ability to translate complex
energetics concepts into plain English for pol-
icymakers, Carl has been an invaluable asset
not only to the Navy but also to the other serv-
ice branches, as well as to the CIA, FBI, and
other national security agencies. In 2013, Sec-
retary Ashton Carter presented him with the
Distinguished Civilian Service Award—the De-
fense Department’s highest civilian honor.
Over the years, Carl has also received three
Meritorious Civilian Service Awards in recogni-
tion of his having provided the Navy with solu-
tions to difficult, large-scale problems.

Many of Carl’s innovations and discoveries
in energetics have subsequently been applied
in industry and benefitted America’s economy.
He developed and named High Temperature
Thermal Radiation (HTTR) devices and in-
vented a new class of rocket propellants. Carl
has also been a pioneer in the development of
undersea explosives and reactive materials.
Undoubtedly, his work at Indian Head has
saved lives and aided our troops in countless
missions around the world.

Before coming to Indian Head in 1966, Carl
worked for a year at the U.S. Atomic Energy
Commission. He and his wife Kathleen, who
also works for the Navy, run a small business
in Accokeek that sells their hand-crafted dul-
cimers to collectors and musicians throughout
the country.

On June 30, Carl’s family, friends, and col-
leagues will celebrate his half-century of serv-
ice at an All-Hands ceremony at the Indian
Head Pavilion. Carl has said he intends to
continue serving the Navy and our country,
with no intention of retiring anytime soon. |
congratulate him and wish him continued suc-
cess in his service to the Navy and to our
country.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 38TH AN-
NUAL BDPA TECHNOLOGY CON-
FERENCE

HON. G. K. BUTTERFIELD

OF NORTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great pride that | rise to recognize and con-
gratulate the National Black Data Processing
Associates (BDPA) on its 38th Annual Tech-
nology Conference in Atlanta, Georgia.

BDPA was founded in May 1975 by Earl
Pace and the late David Wimberly out of con-
cern that minorities were not adequately rep-
resented in the IT field. Today, BDPA is com-
prised of over 2,000 African American IT pro-
fessionals and has over 40 active chapters na-
tionwide, making it the oldest and largest or-
ganization for African American professionals
in the information technology field. Since its
founding over 40 years ago, BDPA has re-
mained committed to its mission of advancing
diverse talent ‘from the classroom to the
boardroom.’

Each year, BDPA trains over 800 high
school students across the nation in computer
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programming and web development. The or-
ganization has trained more students to write
code than any other non-profit in the country
since 1986.

The theme for the 2016 BDPA Technology
Conference—“BDPA Connect’—is especially
fitting, as the conference is a time for profes-
sionals, employers, vendors, and all attendees
alike to connect with one another in over 50
sessions on digital thought leadership pre-
paredness for diverse students and profes-
sionals from across the country.

In addition to the innovative contributions
provided by this organization, | am proud that
BDPA continues to fulfill its mission to pro-
mote inclusion and diversity at all levels within
the field by providing career growth opportuni-
ties for its members.

Last year, BDPA partnered with the Con-
gressional Black Caucus to adopt an African
American inclusion plan that outlines specific,
measurable steps that the organization will
take to increase the recruitment and retention
of African Americans in the IT industry. BDPA
fully understands that diversity spurs innova-
tion. Infusing diversity and inclusion into var-
ious layers of the field will best reflect the
communities it serves.

The steps taken by BDPA to promote and
boost the contributions of African American
professionals are earnest and effective. | ap-
plaud BDPA’s decades-long commitment to
enhancing diversity and inclusion in the infor-
mation technology field.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in congratulating the National Black Data
Processing Associates for its outstanding
achievements and on the occasion of its 38th
Annual Technology Conference.

—————

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL
DEBT

HON. MIKE COFFMAN

OF COLORADO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of-
fice, the national debt was
$10,626,877,048,913.08.

Today, it is $19,381,591,140,792.22. We've
added $8,754,714,091,879.14 to our debt in 7
years. This is over $8.7 trillion in debt our na-
tion, our economy, and our children could
have avoided with a balanced budget amend-
ment.

HONORING MR. JOHN AUSTIN
WERTHING SR.

HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
celebrate the life and career of Mr. John Aus-
tin Werthing Sr. of Jackson, Tennessee. On
June 25, 2016, hundreds of family, friends,
and former students gathered for the dedica-
tion of LaBelle Street as “John Austin
Werthing, Sr. Boulevard.” | sincerely congratu-
late Mr. Werthing on this great honor.

Mr. Werthing was born, raised and schooled
in Lexington, Tennessee and completed his
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education with a Chemistry degree from Lane
College. Upon graduation in 1952, Mr.
Werthing was drafted into the United States
Army where he served two years and is a vet-
eran of the Korean War. While in uniform, he
married Sallie Russell of Jackson. The two
met in chemistry class years earlier while at-
tending Lane College.

In 1954, Mr. Werthing began teaching in
Lexington, Tennessee. Three years later, he
moved over to Merry High School and joined
the Jackson-Madison School System where
he would dedicate the next 40 years of his life
to educating students. Throughout his tenure,
he touched the lives of thousands of students
as a principal of Washington-Douglass, Merry
Jr. High, Parkway Jr. High, and Northeast
schools.

Mr. Werthing’s lifelong love for education
continued as he attended several institutes in-
cluding St. Louis, Tennessee State, Memphis
State, and Indiana University where he earned
his Master’'s degree in 1960. Along with edu-
cation, he participated in numerous community
activities including Lane Alumni, Boys and
Girls Club, the Airport Authority, NAACP, and
was a member of Macedonia Baptist Church
for over 60 years.

For his unwavering devotion to education
and the children of Jackson-Madison County,
Mr. Werthing certainly deserves this apprecia-
tion and recognition from his students, friends,
and entire community. On behalf of Ten-
nessee’s 8th Congressional District, | would
like to congratulate and wish the best of luck
for all future endeavors to the family and
friends of Mr. John Austin Werthing Sr.

TRIBUTE TO REID COBB
HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate Reid
Cobb, a member of the 2016 lowa Boys 2A
State Golf Tournament Championship Team.

Reid, and his teammates at Panorama High
School, persevered through a tough season.
With steady and consistent play at the state
tournament, these students showed the state
of lowa that they were worthy of a state cham-
pionship two years in a row.

Mr. Speaker, Reid's determination, hard
work, commitment and team work is what con-
tributed to the stellar success of his team. His
willingness to give it his best effort is what will
be valuable later in life and | am honored to
represent Reid in the United States Congress.
| ask my colleagues in the United States
House of Representatives to join me in con-
gratulating Reid Cobb and his team for com-
peting and winning this rigorous competition.
We all share in wishing him nothing but con-
tinued success.

———

100TH BIRTHDAY OF DOROTHY
WILSON

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor the remarkable 100th birthday
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of Dorothy Wilson. Dorothy was born on Au-
gust 14, 1916 in Tipton, Indiana.

Dorothy is the daughter of Alta and Lou
Pursley. She graduated from Summerville
High School in Summerville, Missouri and then
went on to work at Colling Radio in Cedar
Rapids, lowa. Dorothy spent many cherished
years with her loving husband, Bill Wilson.

Dorothy enjoys all of the time she gets to
spend with her family. She is a kind and loving
person that has brought joy to many lives
throughout her years. She is known within her
community for her generous heart.

Dorothy has reached a huge milestone in
her life by celebrating her 100th birthday. The
characteristics that she has displayed thus far
in her life have proven to show her as an ex-
ceptional person. She has been an extremely
beneficial member to our society and with that
it is my pleasure to recognize Dorothy before
the United States House of Representatives.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
HON. KENNY MARCHANT

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, due to the
severe weather in Washington on June 21,
2016, my flight was delayed and | unexpect-
edly missed roll call votes 334 and 335.

On roll call vote 334, passage of H.R. 5525,
End Taxpayer Funded Cell Phones Act of
2016, | would have voted “yes.”

On roll call vote 35, passage of H.R. 5388,
Support for Rapid Innovation Act of 2016, |
would have voted “yes.”

———

HONORING RETIRED MARINE MAS-
TER SERGEANT RODNEY
BUENTELLO

HON. JOAQUIN CASTRO

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor a San Antonio hero we trag-
ically lost recently. Retired Marine Master Ser-
geant Rodney Buentello bravely served our
nation in both Iraq and Afghanistan and was
awarded the Purple Heart twice.

Last month, when he and his family were
enjoying a day at Bandera City Park,
Buentello unexpectedly had to tap into the
courage and selflessness that served him so
well overseas. He saw two teenagers in peril,
drowning in rushing water by the park’s dam.
Disregarding his own safety, Master Sergeant
Buentello dove in and rescued the teens, sav-
ing their lives. Sadly, he was pulled under the
water himself and drowned before rescuers
could reach him.

Master Sergeant Buentello lost his life a
hero, sacrificing to help those in need. He is
emblematic of the best our military has to
offer. | offer my deepest sympathies to his
wife, their three sons, and all of his loved ones
in this time of grief. | also want to extend my
prayers and condolences to the John Jay High
School community, where Master Sergeant
Buentello most recently served as a teacher’s
aide. His city and nation will forever be grate-
ful for his life and his service.
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HONORING L'DINA ROBINSON
HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON

OF MISSISSIPPI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today to honor a remarkable public
servant, Ms. L’'Dina Robinson, the Daughter
Ruler and State President of the Grace Jones
Temple of Daughter Elkton’s. Ms. Robinson
has held this position since 1957. Ms. Robin-
son has been a daughter member of the L. K.
Atwood Elk’'s Lodge Number 518 located on
Lynch Street since 1952 some 59 years.

Ms. Robinson is a product of the city of New
Orleans, Louisiana. She attended and grad-
uated from Gilbert Academy High School. She
also attended and graduated from Dillard Uni-
versity located in Louisiana. Ms. Robinson’s
work histories include: Office manager for the
Historical Edward Lee Hotel of West Church
Street and Instructor at Campbell College lo-
cated on Lynch Street. Ms. Robinson worked
many years for the United States Veterans
Administration Regional Office. She was first
employed as a clerk and she retired as a sen-
ior executive several years ago.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in recognizing Ms. L’'Dina Robinson for her
dedication to serving.

———

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF PROFESSOR CARA
DRINAN TO H.R. 5124

HON. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, | want to recognize the
contributions of Professor Cara Drinan in the
development of H.R. 5124, the Equal Justice
Under Law Act of 2016. It was her law review
article, The National Right to Counsel Act: A
Congressional Solution to the Nation’s Indi-
gent Defense Crisis, that initially proposed in-
troducing a cause of action for Sixth Amend-
ment violations prior to conviction. Her efforts
were instrumental to the introduction of the
bill, and her guidance was invaluable to its de-
velopment.

———

TRIBUTE TO LEONA KESTER AND
LEO (BILL) STALDER

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate sister and
brother, Leona Kester and Leo (Bill) Stalder,
on the occasion of their 97th birthday which
was celebrated June 2, 2016.

Our world has changed greatly during the
course of Leona’s and Bill’s lives. Since their
birth, we have revolutionized air travel and
walked on the moon. We have invented the
television, cellular phones and the internet.
We have fought in wars overseas, seen the
rise and fall of Soviet communism and wit-
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nessed the birth of new democracies. They
have lived through seventeen United States
Presidents and twenty-four Governors of lowa.
In their lifetime, the population of the United
States has more than tripled.

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to represent
Leona Kester and Leo (Bill) Stalder in the
United States Congress. It is my sincere
pleasure to wish them a very happy 97th birth-
day. | invite my colleagues in the House of
Representatives to join me in congratulating
them on reaching this incredible milestone to-
gether, wishing them even more health and
happiness in the years to come.

———

TRIBUTE TO MARY HEINEY ON
HER 100TH BIRTHDAY

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor the remarkable 100th birthday
of Mary Heiney. Mary was born to George and
Lola Newby on June 19, 1916 in Hartshorn,
Missouri.

Mary has lived in the Hartshorn and Sum-
mersville areas all her life, before moving to
Mountain View Healthcare. She attended and
graduated from Black Valley School. Mary
married Arthur Heiney with whom she shares
four children, Harold, Joe, Doyle, and Kathy.
Mary has a total of 20 sweet grandchildren
who she loves to spend time with. An active
member of the Valley Center Church, faith is
of upmost importance to Mary.

Mary has achieved a great milestone in her
life by celebrating her 100th birthday. She is a
woman of character and is greatly beloved to
all who know her. She has displayed excep-
tional leadership and has contributed greatly
to our society throughout her many years. For
all of these reasons, it is my pleasure to rec-
ognize Mary before the United States House
of Representatives.

CONGRATULATING THE TRI-CITY
JEWISH CENTER ON ITS 80TH JU-
BILEE

HON. CHERI BUSTOS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
congratulate the Tri-City Jewish Center in
Rock Island, lllinois, on their 80th Jubilee.

Jews first came to lllinois’ Quad-Cities in the
1850s, contributing greatly to the growth of our
region. The Tri-City Jewish Center opened its
doors in 1936, and is now the central location
for Jewish life in the Quad-Cities area. Since
then, they have been a warm and welcoming
place for the Jewish community to celebrate,
worship, and learn.

Members of the Tri-City Jewish Center pride
themselves on providing a first-rate Jewish
education to their young children, allowing
them to appreciate their history and their herit-
age. They pride themselves on a strong com-
munity that comes together to support mem-
bers in times of joy and in times of need. And
they pride themselves on their service to the
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broader Quad-City community: leading the
charge on interfaith discussions, community
service, and education. Countless members
volunteer their time to speak with children and
educators about Jewish heritage, Israel, the
dangers of antisemitism, and the lessons of
the Holocaust. This community truly values
tikkun olam, or repairing the world.

In July, the center will celebrate its 80th an-
niversary with members current and past,
young and old. Since its founding, The Center
has been a credit to the rich history of Rock
Island.

Mr. Speaker, | again want to wish a hearty
mazel tov to Rabbi Jeffrey Lipschultz Presi-
dent Steve Geifman, and all of the members
of the Tri-City Jewish Center on the celebra-
tion of their 80th Jubilee as they look forward
to another successful 80 years.

———————

HONORING JUDGE CAROL A.
CONNOR

HON. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM

OF NEW MEXICO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to honor my
dear friend, the Honorable Judge Carol A.
Connor. Carol represented the best of our
great State of New Mexico: she was a loving
mother, grandmother, and great-grandmother,
a loyal friend to many, a brilliant, hard-working
and talented lawyer and judge, and a dedi-
cated advocate for the rights of women, Native
Americans, and the environment.

Carol was born in Wolf Point, Montana to
Lora M. Worthington and Fred Whitebear Con-
nor on December 31, 1941 and belonged to
the Assinibione Sioux tribe. After she grad-
uated from the University of New Mexico Law
School in 1978, Carol began an extraordinary
career representing numerous tribes across
the country. The capstone of her career was
her appointment to sit on the bench as a Fed-
eral Administrative Law Judge, where she
served for 20 years.

In addition to her prolific career, Carol
helped establish the New Mexico Women’s
Bar Association. She lived a life dedicated to
serving others and fighting for the rights of
those in need.

Carol's greatest joy in life was her family
whom she cherished. After meeting in Nor-
mandy, France, Carol married Jacques Lacan.
They spent their time together in Albuquerque,
in the company of family, friends, and their
three dogs: Bisoux Boy I, Bisoux Boy Il, and
Kissy Face. Carol's passion and love of life
touched all those she encountered; her mark
on the world is truly endless.

On May 10, 2016, Carol passed away at the
age of 74 surrounded by her family. She was
preceded in death by her loving son, Robert.
Surviving her are her husband, Jacques, her
daughters, Cindy Montgomery and Lori Matier
Vittatoe, as well as her 4 grandchildren, and 5
great-grandchildren.

Carol was a true friend and we will all miss
her dearly. | cherish our friendship and all of
the wonderful contributions she has made to
our state. Her memory and legacy is a bless-
ing to us all.
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IN CELEBRATION OF MR. JOHN
ATWOOD CHASE’S 90TH BIRTHDAY

HON. JIM COSTA

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the service and career of Mr. John
Atwood Chase as he celebrates his 90th birth-
day. John has dedicated many years to ensur-
ing the safety and security of our great nation.

John Atwood Chase was born in Pepperell,
Massachusetts on June 27, 1926 to his par-
ents, Francis “Curly” Chase and Annabel
Dougherty Chase. From a young age, John
displayed many exemplary traits which ulti-
mately led him to achieve many successes
early in life. During his senior year of high
school, he received the “Outstanding Citizen”
and “Person Who Has Done the Most for
Lawrence Academy” awards for the work he
did as President of his senior class and the
entire student body. In addition to his aca-
demic achievements, John was also a student
athlete and captain of both the basketball and
baseball teams. His success in sports led him
to attract baseball scouts from the Boston Red
Sox, but John declined their offer in order to
serve our nation in the United States Navy.

John was accepted to the U.S. Navy Offi-
cer's Program at Bates College; however, he
left ten months later to attend a school pro-
viding more of an Annapolis education and ul-
timately selected Tufts over Harvard. Upon fin-
ishing school, John went on to complete his
training at the Chicago Naval Base and was
later stationed at Camp Shoemaker in Dublin,
California. He then joined the light Pacific
cruiser ship, the Pasadena.

After the 1945 bombing in Hiroshima
brought an end to the war, John was dis-
charged from the Navy and went on to partici-
pate in a six month course with the Insurance
Company of North America (ICNA). The expe-
riences John had during this course led him to
pursue a career in ICNA’s Special Risk Divi-
sion in New York City. Shortly after, in 1951,
John left his career with the ICNA to join the
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) as a
Special Agent. During his time with the FBI,
John had the opportunity to complete many
assignments in cities such as: Los Angeles,
Santa Barbara and San Francisco, California;
Miles City, Montana; and the Washington D.C.
Field Office. A few short years later, in 1958,
John returned to FBI headquarters and took
on the position of Assistant Agent in Charge at
Quantico.

It was during this time that John was intro-
duced to his wife, Janice Morgan, who also
worked at the FBI headquarters. They were
married a year later, in 1959, and were
blessed with three beautiful children, John Jr.,
Lisa, and Julie. In 1963, John ended his ca-
reer with the FBI to join a New York Securities
Firm, McDonnell & Company which was later
merged to become Butcher & Singer.
Throughout the years, John had the oppor-
tunity to work with many prominent figures in
the financial industry at firms including White
Weld & Co., Kidder Peabody, Shearson Leh-
man, Merrill Lynch, Paine Webber, and UBS.
Through his entire adult life, John was an avid
golfer, even shooting a hole in one at the Be-
thesda Country Club in 1963. He now spends
his time swimming at the Columbia Country
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Club and entertaining his four grandchildren,
Madeline, Ryker, Kendall and Finn.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join me
in celebrating the career and noble service of
Mr. John Atwood Chase. John’s many accom-
plishments are a direct reflection of what can
result from hard work and perseverance. It is
with great pride that we thank him for his serv-
ice, and wish him continued health and happi-
ness with his friends and family.

———

HONORING GEORGE LEE ADRAIN
OWEN

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor George Lee Adrain Owen of
Douglas County, Missouri for his lifelong work
and dedication to this country.

Mr. Owen was born and raised in Douglas
County before being drafted into the United
States Army when he was 18 years old. He
was immediately sent overseas where he
served as an infantryman for the 75th Infantry
Division. He fought in several battles, including
the Battle of the Bulge, where he earned the
Purple Heart for an injury he sustained in that
battle. He also received three Bronze Stars,
the Combat Infantry Badge, and several other
commendations for his valiant actions in the
war before being discharged on March 14,
1946.

Upon reentering the civilian workforce, Mr.
Owen worked as a dairy farmer, as well as at
the Rock Island Arsenal for 30 years before
retiring in 1980. He then moved back to Doug-
las County and bought a farm that he owns to
this day. Mr. Owen enjoyed nearly 56 years of
marriage to his wife Laverne, before her pass-
ing in 2002. Together, they have three chil-
dren: Linda, James, and Brenda.

Mr. Owen continues to be active in his com-
munity to this day, serving as the Chaplain for
the local VFW, American Legion, and Douglas
Country Veterans Memorial Association. He is
also the Deacon at Bethany Baptist Church
and is a strong supporter of the Senior Center
and their activities. For his outstanding career
and community achievements, it is my pleas-
ure to recognize George Lee Adrain Owen be-
fore the United States House of Representa-
tives.

TRIBUTE TO WILL BABCOCK

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate Will Bab-
cock, a member of the 2016 lowa Boys 2A
State Golf Tournament Championship Team.

Will Babcock and his teammates at Pano-
rama High School, persevered through a
tough season. With steady and consistent play
at the state tournament, these students
showed the state of lowa that they were wor-
thy of a state championship two years in a
row.

Mr. Speaker, Will's determination, hard
work, commitment and team work is what con-
tributed to the stellar success of his team. His
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willingness to give it his best effort is what will
be valuable later in life. | am honored to rep-
resent Will in the United States Congress. |
ask my colleagues in the United States House
of Representatives join me in congratulating
Will Babcock and his team for competing and
winning this rigorous competition. We all share
in wishing him nothing but continued success.

———

IN HONOR OF LADY RUTH
SKINNER

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR.

OF GEORGIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to congratulate a dear friend of long-
standing to my wife, Vivian and me, Lady Ruth
Skinner, on 60 years of life and 40 years de-
voted to the ministry of Jesus Christ. David
Viscott once said that, “The purpose of life is
to discover your gift. The work of life is to de-
velop it. The Meaning of life is to give your gift
away.” Ruth Skinner has given her life away
in service to God, her family, the Columbus
community and the broader faith community.
Truly, we and the world are all better for it.

Ruth Skinner, affectionately called “Lady”,
was born and reared in Columbus, Georgia
where she attended Columbus Technical Col-
lege and became a Master Cosmetologist and
businesswoman, in her own right. Further-
more, she is a member of Bread of Life Chris-
tian Center Ministries, Inc., where she has
served as the Founding First Lady for over 31
years alongside her loving husband, Bishop
L.D. Skinner, Sr.

Lady Ruth Skinner’s passion and dedication
for her faith inspired her to lead. She has
dedicated 40 years of her life to the ministry
and has taken the gifts with which she had
been endowed by God to better support her
community. As a Ruling Elder of Bread of Life
Christian Center Ministries and National Direc-
tor of Explosion Ministries Fellowship Associa-
tion of Churches (EMFAC), a fellowship of
interdenominational ministries and churches,
she demonstrates her leadership and unwav-
ering faith in God.

She is the mother to three sons—Pastor
Darnel Skinner, Jr., Darrell Skinner, and
Darius Skinner—and loves spending time with
her siblings and grandchildren. Her 60 years
of life, thus far, have been filled by travel with
her husband, expanding her knowledge
through literature, and nurturing her relation-
ship with both God and God’'s people. Lady
Ruth lives by the idea that only what you do
for Christ will last, and her selfless dedication
and service make it clear the lives she has
touched over the years have been irreversibly
changed.

Mr. Speaker, | ask my colleagues to join my
wife, Vivian, and me in extending our gratitude
and best wishes to Lady Ruth Skinner on the
occasion of her 60th birthday, and the celebra-
tion of 40 years of faithful service in the min-
istry of Jesus Christ. To God be the glory for
the things He has done through the life of
Lady Ruth Skinner.
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HOWARD L. CHAMBERS, LEG-
ENDARY LAKEWOOD CITY MAN-
AGER TO RETIRE

HON. ALAN S. LOWENTHAL

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, Howard L.
Chambers, who has served as the city man-
ager of the City of Lakewood for four decades,
is the California city manager with the longest
tenure in the same city—this in a profession
where the average length of service in Cali-
fornia is about seven years.

A lifelong member of the Lakewood commu-
nity, Howard grew up near Mayfair Park, went
to neighborhood schools, and worked at the
YMCA.

After earning his degree at Cal State Long
Beach, Howard interned at the City of Lake-
wood for two years, handling youth services.
He then went to work with the City of
Rosemead as an assistant city manager.

Howard returned to Lakewood in 1972 in
the role of an executive assistant to the city
manager. In 1976, he was named acting city
administrator and shortly thereafter hired to
permanently fill the position, which was later
re-titled as city manager, by the city council.

During his 40-year tenure as a city man-
ager, Howard Chambers has become a re-
spected leader among area city managers, al-
ways willing to take the time to share his pro-
fessional experience with his colleagues on
issues affecting Southern California, its resi-
dents, and its infrastructure.

Howard has also worked tirelessly and ef-
fectively on ad hoc committees and coalitions
to address federal, state, and local issues, and
has never shied away from a principled battle.
As a long-term member of the International
City/County Management Association (ICMA),
Chairman of the Southeast Los Angeles Coun-
ty Municipal Management Group, the Cali-
fornia Contract Cities Association, and a mem-
ber of the League of California Cities’ City
Managers Division, Howard has worked with
elected and appointed city officials, legislators,
regulators, the business community, residents,
and others to achieve solutions to the critical
issues affecting local governments.

In addition to his public service, Howard
Chambers has made community service a pri-
ority. His involvement includes the Lakewood
Rotary Club, the Weingart-Lakewood Family
YMCA, Lakewood Special Olympics, the
American Heart Association, Su Casa Ending
Domestic Violence, Lakewood Regional Hos-
pital, Kris Kringle Charity Golf Tournament,
and Project Shepherd.

For his sustained excellence, he has been
recognized throughout his career by a variety
of organizations including ICMA, Harvard Uni-
versity John F. Kennedy School of Govern-
ment, California Jaycees, YMCA, Lakewood
City Council, Lakewood City Employees Asso-
ciation, and Su Casa Ending Domestic Vio-
lence.

During his tenure, Howard Chambers man-
aged the city’s largest public works project in
its first 50 years: the $16 million improvement
of the Lakewood Civic Center and construction
of The Centre at Sycamore Plaza. He later
oversaw the $21-million expansion and mod-
ernization of the Lakewood Sheriff's Station,
the largest single project in the city’s history.
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The sheriff's station expansion project was
completed without a new tax, tax increase, or
special assessment.

Howard Chambers is considered a legend in
the city management profession and is known
for his ability to build working relationships
with city staffers, civic leaders, and state legis-
lators. He also is a role model for his peers.
Known for his “teachable moments,” he has
become a mentor and teacher to new city
managers. He has been and will continue to
be passionate about local government, and his
involvement in community activites and
achievements in public service have resulted
in significant benefits to Lakewood and sur-
rounding communities.

During his four decades of service, Lake-
wood has deservedly earned many awards for
the quality of its services, its commitment to
responsive government, and its innovations.

————

IN RECOGNITION OF WILLIAM B.
PITTARD

HON. JOE BARTON

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. BARTON. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take this opportunity to recognize William B.
Pittard who is leaving the House to reenter the
private practice of law. Mr. Pittard has served
in the Office of the General Counsel for five
and one-half years, initially as an Assistant
Counsel; then, for nearly four and one-half
years, as Deputy General Counsel; and, most
recently, as Acting General Counsel. We will
miss him.

Mr. Pittard provided frequent and invaluable
legal advice and representation to Members of
the House (including me and my staff), the of-
ficers of the House, the committees of the
House, and the leadership of the House—
most often in connection with their interactions
with the other branches of the Federal Gov-
ernment. He did so professionally and without
regard to partisan identity and, as a result, we
came to rely on his expertise and guidance.
Over the years, Mr. Pittard played a very sig-
nificant role in safeguarding the legal and insti-
tutional interests of the House of Representa-
tives.

Mr. Pittard has served the House with great
distinction, and | am confident he will exhibit
that same level of distinction in representing
private clients. On behalf of myself and the
entire House community, we thank Mr. Pittard
for his many years of devoted service, and ex-
tend to him our very best wishes for his con-
tinued success.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE OF COACH
PAUL GROVER OF PENSACOLA,
FLORIDA

HON. JEFF MILLER

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is
with profound sadness that | rise to remember
Coach Paul Grover from Florida’s First Con-
gressional District. Paul passed away on
Wednesday June 22, after six courageous
years of battling with cancer.
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Coach Grover was born in Pensacola, grad-
uating from Pensacola Catholic High School in
1988. After graduation, he attended Livingston
University before returning home and com-
pleting his degree at the University of West
Florida.

In 1997, Paul began his coaching career at
his alma mater, Pensacola Catholic High
School, coaching football and baseball. How-
ever, in 1998, he began his true passion,
coaching girls’ basketball, where he remained
the school's assistant coach until 2000. In
1999, under his leadership, the girls won a
state title, and in 2000 they were runner ups.
Finally, last year, Paul moved to Jay High
School, becoming head coach of the girls’
basketball team, and working with his dear
friend and Jay Athletic Director, Lance Young-
blood.

Coach Grover’s friends, family, and students
will remember him as a selfless man, hard-
working and encouraging. Outside of love of
organized sports, Paul was also an avid
sportsman and active member of Olive Baptist
Church.

My wife, Vicki, and | will keep all who love
him, especially his mother Lily; brothers,
George and Richard; sisters Sharon, Barbara,
and Marlanne, as well as his numerous
nieces, nephews, and godchildren in our
thoughts and prayers.

TRIBUTE TO MAX MONTHEI

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate Max
Monthei, a member of the 2016 lowa Boys 2A
State Golf Tournament Championship Team.

Max, and his teammates at Panorama High
School, persevered through a tough season.
With steady and consistent play at the state
tournament, these students showed the state
of lowa that they were worthy of a state cham-
pionship two years in a row.

Mr. Speaker, Max’s determination, hard
work, commitment and team work is what con-
tributed to the stellar success of his team. His
willingness to give it his best effort is what will
be valuable later in life and | am honored to
represent Max in the United States Congress.
| ask my colleagues in the United States
House of Representatives join me in congratu-
lating Max Monthei and his team for com-
peting and winning this rigorous competition.
We all share in wishing him nothing but con-
tinued success.

H.R. 5456

HON. VERN BUCHANAN

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, | submit the
following extraneous materials on H.R. 5456,
the Family First Prevention Services Act of
2016:
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FOSTER FAMILY-BASED
TREATMENT ASSOCIATION,
Hackensack, NJ, June 15, 2016.

Re: H.R. 5456 Family First Prevention Serv-
ice Act

Hon. KEVIN BRADY,

Chair, House Ways and Means Committee,
Washington, DC.

Hon. VERN BUCHANAN,

Chair, House Human Resources Subcommittee,
Washington, DC.

Hon. ORRIN HATCH,

Chair, Senate Finance Committee, Washington,
DC.

Hon. SANDER LEVIN,

Ranking Member, Ways and Means,

Washington, DC.

Hon. LLOYD DOGGETT,

Ranking Member, House Human Resource Sub-
committee, Washington, DC.

Hon. RON WYDEN,

Ranking Member, Senate Finance Ranking
Member, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY AND RANKING MEM-
BER LEVIN; SUBCOMMITTEE CHAIR BUCHANAN
AND RANKING MEMBER DOGGETT, AND CHAIR-
MAN HATCH AND RANKING MEMBER WYDEN:
The Foster Family-based Treatment Asso-
ciation congratulates you on the important
bipartisan work and agreement reflected in
H.R. 5456 Family First Prevention Service
Act.

Title I will provide crucial funding to keep
families together, in particular those facing
substance abuse problems, mental health,
and generational deprivation of health par-
enting skills. Providing funding to address
these crises is the first step to reforming our
child welfare system so that families might
stay together whenever possible and safe and
avoid additional trauma of family breakup.

Title II will provide clarity about profes-
sional roles and responsibilities to assess
each child and provide the most appropriate,
least restrictive placement when a child
must be removed from their home. Overall
the bill recognizes the importance of a con-
tinuum of care from family support to fam-
ily-like out of home placement to congregate
care placements as needed by a child and
family contingent on on-going, individual-
ized assessments.

We look forward to working with the 115th
Congress to be sure that this full continuum
is supported and efficient: that qualified res-
idential programs are able to meet these new
requirements and serve youth clearly need-
ing that level of care, and that community-
based, family-like settings are supported and
sustained so that youth who would otherwise
be at the residential level of care can be
served safely and professionally in the com-
munity in placements with biological fam-
ily, with kin or guardians, or with non-kin-
ship foster families.

We furthermore support the important re-
authorization of Title IV-B programs and are
especially pleased to see continuation of the
adoption-kinship incentives, court improve-
ment funds, and the regional partnership
grants.

Again, thank you for your work on H.R.
5456. Please call on FFTA as we move for-
ward in improving the family preservation
and foster care systems for all of America’s
youth requiring such support.

Sincerely,
JODIE A. AUSTIN,
LCSW, Board President.
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CONFERENCE OF CHIEF JUSTICES AND
CONFERENCE OF STATE COURT AD-
MINISTRATORS, GOVERNMENT RE-
LATIONS OFFICE,

June 15, 2016.
Re: Family First Prevention Services Act of
2016 (H.R. 5456)

Hon. KEVIN BRADY

Chairman, Ways and Means Committee,

House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

Hon. VERN BUCHANAN,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Human Resources,
Ways and Means Committee, House of Rep-
resentatives, Washington, DC.

Hon. SANDER M. LEVIN,

Ranking Member, Ways and Means Committee,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

Hon. LLOYD DOGGETT,

Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Human Re-
sources, Ways and Means Committee, House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN BRADY, RANKING MEMBER
LEVIN, CHAIRMAN BUCHANAN, AND RANKING
MEMBER DOGGETT: On behalf of the Con-
ference of Chief Justices and the Conference
of State Court Administrators, we are writ-
ing in support of your efforts to promote and
improve outcomes for the children and youth
who come to the attention of the child wel-
fare system, including children in foster
care. Over the decades the House Ways and
Means Committee, with bipartisan support,
has taken significant steps forward on behalf
of our most vulnerable children.

We are aware that the House Ways and
Means Committee is considering the Family
First Prevention Services Act of 2016 (H.R.
5456), which would allow funds under Title
IV-E of the Social Security Act to be used
for prevention services to help keep children
at risk of placement in foster care safely at
home with their parents or kin and would
take important steps to ensure that children
who need to enter foster care will be placed
in the least restrictive setting appropriate to
their needs, by targeting federal dollars on
smaller family-foster homes and on other
care settings for children and youth with
special treatment needs or those in special
circumstances, such as pregnant and par-
enting teens or older youth in independent
living settings.

For your information, we enclose resolu-
tion, In Support of Reforms to Improve the
Outcomes for Children in the Child Welfare
System, recently adopted by our respective
Conferences. We commend your efforts to
promote and improve outcomes for the chil-
dren and youth who come to the attention of
the child welfare system. We hope that you
consider our resolutions and support as you
move forward to adopt this legislation.

Additionally, the legislation reauthorizes
child and family services programs under
Title IV-B of the Social Security Act, in-
cluding the three Court Improvement Pro-
gram (CIP) grants through FY 2021 at the
current $30 million level. The three CIP
grant programs are critical for state courts
as they provide the only federal funds to
state courts for the purpose of improving
state court oversight of abuse and neglect
cases; and have been invaluable in assisting
courts to improve and expedite our processes
and procedures. These funds have resulted in
abused and neglected children moving more
expeditiously to safe, permanent homes and
improved outcomes for children in need of
protection. Our work, however, is not com-
plete, so the reauthorization of these funds
will allow us to continue our work to im-
prove results for these children.

We look forward to working with you to
ensure these child welfare reforms will truly
benefit children who come to the attention
of the child welfare system and to continue
to explore additional improvements on their
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behalf to ensure they all have safe, perma-
nent families. Thank you for your con-
tinuing leadership on behalf of these chil-
dren.
Sincerely,
Hon. DAVID GILBERTSON,
President, Conference
of Chief Justices.
PATRICIA W. GRIFFIN,
President, Conference
of State Court Ad-
ministrators.
CONFERENCE OF CHIEF JUSTICES AND CON-
FERENCE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATORS

RESOLUTION 5—IN SUPPORT OF REFORMS TO IM-
PROVE THE OUTCOMES FOR CHILDREN IN THE
CHILD WELFARE SYSTEM

Whereas, the Conference of Chief Justices
and the Conference of State Court Adminis-
trators recognize the importance of securing
safe and permanent homes for children and
the importance of moving children in state
custody to permanent and safe homes as
quickly as possible through the efficient and
effective handling of child abuse and neglect
cases; and

Whereas, the Conferences have made child
welfare system reform a priority and under-
taken initiatives to strengthen court over-
sight of child welfare cases; and

Whereas, Congress is considering a number
of legislative proposals that seek to improve
the outcomes for children coming to the at-
tention of the child welfare system; and

Whereas, the legislative proposals have
provisions that would:

allow states to use Title IV-E funds for
time-limited prevention services for eligible
children who are candidates for foster care
at “imminent risk’” of entering or re-enter-
ing foster care but who can safely remain at
home or with a kinship caregiver if provided
services, or pregnant and parenting youth in
foster care, or parents or kin caregivers of
children at risk of entering foster care;

allow Title IV-E funds to be used to pro-
vide evidence-based time-limited prevention
services for up to 12 months when an inter-
vention is necessary;

require state child welfare agencies to de-
velop a prevention plan for each case that
lists the services or assistance needed and
identifies the permanency goal for a child,
how services are tied to the placement and
permanency goal and are trauma-informed
in order to receive time-limited prevention
services;

allow for a child to receive a Title IV-E
maintenance payment when placed with a
parent in a residential substance abuse
treatment facility;

provide short-term financial assistance
through Title IV-B for up to three months
for a child’s parent or kinship caregivers
when it can be demonstrated that such as-
sistance can prevent a child from entering
foster care;

eliminate the time limit on the use of
Title IV-B funds for family reunification
services for children in foster care;

require states to take steps to safely re-
duce the inappropriate use of congregate/
group care for children in the child welfare
system;

require state child welfare agencies, at the
initial placement and subsequent state re-
views and permanency hearings, to dem-
onstrate why the child cannot be served in a
least restrictive placement and document ef-
forts it has made to place the child into a
more family-like setting;

require state child welfare agencies to con-
duct an assessment of appropriate placement
prior to each permanency hearing or review;

require courts to review the assessment of
the initial congregate care placements and
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updated assessments of congregate care
placements and approve or disapprove those
placements;

condition receipt of Court Improvement
Program funding on the provision of training
for judges about new federal policies on
placement of foster children in non-family
settings;

amend the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to require a state plan for
academic content and achievement stand-
ards to describe how the state will ensure
the educational stability of children in fos-
ter care and include assurances that: a foster
child will remain or be enrolled in the child’s
school of origin absent a determination that
such enrollment is not in the child’s best in-
terest; if such a determination is made, the
child will be immediately enrolled in a new
school, which must immediately contact the
child’s previous school to obtain relevant
records; and the state will designate a point
of contact for child welfare agencies; and

allow states to certify that the state will
provide assistance and services under the
John H. Chafee Foster Care Independence
Program to youths who have aged out of fos-
ter care and have not attained age 23; and

Whereas, state courts, in their oversight
role, have a responsibility to insure that
state child welfare agencies are complying
with these new federal policies and require-
ments; and

Whereas, while these added responsibilities
will lengthen the time of court hearings, the
Conference of Chief Justices and the Con-
ference of State Court Administrators are
committed to working with Congress and the
United States Department of Health and
Human Services to effectively implement
the new policies and requirements: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Conference of Chief Jus-
tices and the Conference of State Court Ad-
ministrators urge Congress to give favorable
consideration to these legislative proposals;
and be it further

Resolved, That the Conference of Chief Jus-
tices and the Conference of State Court Ad-
ministrators further urge Congress and the
United States Department of Health and
Human Services to provide adequate funding
to state courts to: provide training for
judges and court personnel so that they un-
derstand and comply with the federal poli-
cies and requirements; develop resources and
best court practices; and fully implement
these resources and best practices.

Adopted as proposed by the CCJ/COSCA
Courts, Children, and Families Committee at
the Conference of State Court Administra-
tors 2015 Midyear Meeting on December 5,
2015 and at the Conference of Chief Justices
2016 Midyear Meeting on February 3, 2016.

THE SUPREME COURT OF TEXAS,
Austin, Texas, June 20, 2016.
Re: Family First Prevention Services Act of
2016 (H.R. 5456)

Hon. KEVIN BRADY,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR KEVIN: I understand the House may
vote tomorrow on the Family First Preven-
tion Services Act of 2016 (H.R. 5456), and that
the bill has broad support so far. It would
allow Social Security Title IV-E funds to im-
prove the foster care system. It would also
reauthorize child and family service pro-
grams under Title IV-B of the Social Secu-
rity Act including the three Court Improve-
ment Program grants through FY 2021 at the
current $30 million level. These grants are
critical for state courts in improving over-
sight of abuse and neglect cases and gen-
erally improving procedures.

As you well know, improvement in the fos-
ter care system is of growing concern in

July 5, 2016

Texas as well as a national issue. I enclose a
recent resolution of the Conference of Chief
Justices and the Conference of State Court
Administrators ‘“In Support of Reforms to
Improve the Outcomes for Children in the
Child Welfare System”’.

Thanks, as always, for your consideration.

Cordially,
NATHAN L. HECHT,
Chief Justice.

CONFERENCE OF CHIEF JUSTICES AND CON-
FERENCE OF STATE COURT ADMINISTRATORS
RESOLUTION 5—IN SUPPORT OF REFORMS TO IM-

PROVE THE OUTCOMES FOR CHILDREN IN THE

CHILD WELFARE SYSTEM

Whereas, the Conference of Chief Justices
and the Conference of State Court Adminis-
trators recognize the importance of securing
safe and permanent homes for children and
the importance of moving children in state
custody to permanent and safe homes as
quickly as possible through the efficient and
effective handling of child abuse and neglect
cases; and

Whereas, the Conferences have made child
welfare system reform a priority and under-
taken initiatives to strengthen court over-
sight of child welfare cases; and

Whereas, Congress is considering a number
of legislative proposals that seek to improve
the outcomes for children coming to the at-
tention of the child welfare system; and

Whereas, the legislative proposals have
provisions that would:

allow states to use Title IV-E funds for
time-limited prevention services for eligible
children who are candidates for foster care
at “imminent risk’” of entering or re-enter-
ing foster care but who can safely remain at
home or with a kinship caregiver if provided
services, or pregnant and parenting youth in
foster care, or parents or kin caregivers of
children at risk of entering foster care;

allow Title IV-E funds to be used to pro-
vide evidence-based time-limited prevention
services for up to 12 months when an inter-
vention is necessary;

require state child welfare agencies to de-
velop a prevention plan for each case that
lists the services or assistance needed and
identifies the permanency goal for a child,
how services are tied to the placement and
permanency goal and are trauma-informed
in order to receive time-limited prevention
services;

allow for a child to receive a Title IV-E
maintenance payment when placed with a
parent in a residential substance abuse
treatment facility;

provide short-term financial assistance
through Title IV-B for up to three months
for a child’s parent or Kkinship caregivers
when it can be demonstrated that such as-
sistance can prevent a child from entering
foster care;

eliminate the time limit on the use of
Title IV-B funds for family reunification
services for children in foster care;

require states to take steps to safely re-
duce the inappropriate use of congregate/
group care for children in the child welfare
system;

require state child welfare agencies, at the
initial placement and subsequent state re-
views and permanency hearings, to dem-
onstrate why the child cannot be served in a
least restrictive placement and document ef-
forts it has made to place the child into a
more family-like setting;

require state child welfare agencies to con-
duct an assessment of appropriate placement
prior to each permanency hearing or review;

require courts to review the assessment of
the initial congregate care placements and
updated assessments of congregate care
placements and approve or disapprove those
placements;
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condition receipt of Court Improvement
Program funding on the provision of training
for judges about new federal policies on
placement of foster children in non-family
settings;

amend the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to require a state plan for
academic content and achievement stand-
ards to describe how the state will ensure
the educational stability of children in fos-
ter care and include assurances that: a foster
child will remain or be enrolled in the child’s
school of origin absent a determination that
such enrollment is not in the child’s best in-
terest; if such a determination is made, the
child will be immediately enrolled in a new
school, which must immediately contact the
child’s previous school to obtain relevant
records; and the state will designate a point
of contact for child welfare agencies; and

allow states to certify that the state will
provide assistance and services under the
John H. Chafee Foster Care Independence
Program to youths who have aged out of fos-
ter care and have not attained age 23; and

Whereas, state courts, in their oversight
role, have a responsibility to insure that
state child welfare agencies are complying
with these new federal policies and require-
ments; and

Whereas, while these added responsibilities
will lengthen the time of court hearings, the
Conference of Chief Justices and the Con-
ference of State Court Administrators are
committed to working with Congress and the
United States Department of Health and
Human Services to effectively implement
the new policies and requirements: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Conference of Chief Jus-
tices and the Conference of State Court Ad-
ministrators urge Congress to give favorable
consideration to these legislative proposals;
and be it further

Resolved, That the Conference of Chief Jus-
tices and the Conference of State Court Ad-
ministrators further urge Congress and the
United States Department of Health and
Human Services to provide adequate funding
to state courts to: provide training for
judges and court personnel so that they un-
derstand and comply with the federal poli-
cies and requirements; develop resources and
best court practices; and fully implement
these resources and best practices.

Adopted as proposed by the CCJ/COSCA
Courts, Children, and Families Committee at
the Conference of State Court Administra-
tors 2015 Midyear Meeting on December 5,
2015 and at the Conference of Chief Justices
2016 Midyear Meeting on February 3, 2016.

———

HONORING COMMAND SGT. MAJ.
TONIA WALKER

HON. JIM COOPER

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize Command Sgt. Maj. Tonia Tuwarne
Walker on her retirement from the United
States Army.

Tonia is a native of Columbia, S.C., and en-
listed in the Army in 1987. Tonia has served
our nation honorably over her long and distin-
guished career spanning numerous assign-
ments, most notably two deployments to Iraq.
A decorated combat veteran, Tonia earned
dozens of awards, including a Bronze Star.

In 2012, Tonia joined the Pentagon as a
Congressional Legislative Liaison. | was fortu-
nate to have her on my staff as a Department
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of Defense Fellow. Her hands-on experience
and in-depth knowledge of national security af-
fairs assisted me greatly in my role as a sen-
ior member of the House Armed Services
Committee.

Mr. Speaker, Tonia has dedicated herself to
the United States Army every day for nearly
30 years. | want to thank Tonia, her husband
Ray, and their beautiful family for serving our
community and country and for the many sac-
rifices they have made. | also want to thank
Tonia for her friendship, and wish her all the
best in her future endeavors.

TRIBUTE TO GEORGE APPLESETH
HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate George
Appleseth, a member of the 2016 lowa Boys
2A State Golf Tournament Championship
Team.

George, and his teammates at Panorama
High School, persevered through a tough sea-
son. With steady and consistent play at the
state tournament, these students showed the
state of lowa that they were worthy of a state
championship two years in a row.

Mr. Speaker, George’s determination, hard
work, commitment and teamwork is what con-
tributed to the stellar success of his team. His
willingness to give it his best effort is what will
be valuable later in life and | am honored to
represent George in the United States Con-
gress. | ask my colleagues in the United
States House of Representatives join me in
congratulating George Appleseth and his team
for competing and winning this rigorous com-
petition. We all share in wishing him nothing
but continued success.

———

RECOGNIZING BOETJE’'S STONE
GROUND MUSTARD’S SUCCESS
AS 2016 GRAND CHAMPION

HON. CHERI BUSTOS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize Boetje’s Stone Ground Mustard,
which recently was named Grand Champion in
the 2016 World-Wide Mustard Competition.

In the late 19th century, Fred Boetje began
making stoneground Dutch mustard in his ga-
rage in Rock Island, lllinois. To this day,
Boetje’s is still a Quad Cities-based company
and is gaining international recognition for
their excellent and unique product. In fact,
Boetje’s is the first grainy mustard to win the
Grand Champion award in the World-Wide
Mustard Competition’s history. Previously, in
2008, it took first prize in the “Best Coarse
Grained” category at the World-Wide Mustard
Competition, and in 2002, their mustard was
named the “Best lllinois Food Product” by llli-
nois Magazine.

Mr. Speaker, | want to again recognize
Boetje’s Mustard’s victory in being named
Grand Champion at the 2016 World-Wide
Mustard Festival, and | wish them even more
success in the future.
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RESOLUTION HONORING THE 50TH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE JAMES
MEREDITH MARCH AGAINST
FEAR

HON. STEVE COHEN

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of a bipartisan resolution | introduced
today with my colleagues TRENT KELLY,
BENNIE THOMPSON and GREGG HARPER in
honor of the 50th anniversary of the James
Meredith March Against Fear.

Senator ROGER WICKER recently offered a
similar resolution in the Senate with his col-
leagues Senator THAD COCHRAN and JEANNE
SHAHEEN. The Senate swiftly passed that res-
olution, and | hope the House will do the same
with the one we introduced today.

Fifty years ago last month, after already
making history at the University of Mississippi,
James Meredith risked his life once again by
organizing a march from Memphis, Tennessee
to Jackson, Mississippi to encourage African
Americans to register to vote. This was not
long after passage of the landmark Voting
Rights Act, and a march like this—into the
heart of Mississippi—was anything but safe.

Sure enough, Meredith was brutally shot
and wounded.

Civil rights leaders quickly met at the Cen-
tenary United Methodist Church in Memphis to
plan a resumption of the march. They were
aided by the church’s courageous Reverend
James M. Lawson.

They were also aided by the Memphis chap-
ter of the N.A.A.C.P. and civil rights leaders
Maxine and Vasco Smith, Jesse Turner, Rus-
sell Sugarmon, and A.W. Willis, among others.

The next day, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.,
Floyd McKissick, and Stokely Carmichael re-
sumed the Meredith March Against Fear.

By the time marchers reached Jackson,
4,000 African Americans in Mississippi had
registered to vote.

This was a great moment in the history of
voting rights in our country, and | urge my col-
leagues to help us pay homage to it by pass-
ing this resolution.

RECOGNIZING KAREN J. LEE
HON. RODNEY DAVIS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of lllinois. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today to recognize Ms. Karen J. Lee,
a Community Programs Specialist with the
United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA). Karen retired on June 30, 2016, after
33 years and 11 months of federal service.

Karen started her federal career working for
the Department of Defense from 1980 to
1992. In May of 1992, she began working as
a Temporary Clerk Typist within the Rural
Housing agency of USDA Rural Development.
Later that year, she was converted to a per-
manent member of the Community and Busi-
ness Programs staff. In December of 1993,
she was promoted to State Loan Technician
and in January 2002, further promoted to
Community and Business Programs Specialist.
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During 2005, she was assigned to her current
position as Community Programs Specialist.

Throughout her career, Karen assisted llli-
nois in processing loans and grants to rural
communities and nonprofit organizations to im-
prove and construct infrastructure projects.
The projects she assisted on ranged from
water and wastewater systems, public safety,
and health and community services. She re-
ceived numerous awards for outreach, mar-
keting, and processing, and served on various
national task forces which ultimately benefited
residents in rural lllinois.

| am proud to honor Karen for her work on
behalf of the people of lllinois, and | wish her
the best in her retirement.

———

HONORING BLAIR FREDERICK
KARGES

HON. JASON SMITH

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor Blair Frederick Karges of
Douglas County, Missouri for his lifelong care
and service to this country.

Mr. Karges graduated from Pine City, Min-
nesota High School in May of 1939. At the
age of 20 he was drafted into the United
States Army. He served with the 544th Engi-
neer Boat and Shore Regiment, 4th Engineer
Special Brigade as a Company Armor &
Squad Leader in the Cargo Control section
moving cargo, troops, and anything else the
army might need. He served on islands in the
Netherland East Indies, Luzon, Philippines,
and the occupation of Japan following their
surrender. He received numerous awards, in-
cluding the Philippine Liberation Ribbon
Bronze Star, before being discharged on Jan-
uary 9, 1946. He later went on to serve in the
Colorado Air National Guard as a Staff Ser-
geant from October of 1953 until October of
1956.

Mr. Karges then worked as an insurance
agent for Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. until
he retired in April of 1981. He married his lov-
ing wife, Pamela, on November 21, 1984 and
they have lived happily together since.

Mr. and Mrs. Karges moved to Douglas
County thirty years ago in May of 1986. Here
he has remained very active in the community.
Mr. Karges distributes meals for the Senior
Center every week, works at Heart of the Hills
distribution center one day a week, and is a
member of the Douglas County Veterans Me-
morial Association. For his outstanding career
and community achievements, it is my pleas-
ure to recognize Blair Frederick Karges before
the United States House of Representatives.

————

TRIBUTE TO DR. JACQUELINE A.
YOUNG

HON. DONALD M. PAYNE, JR.

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, | ask my col-
leagues in the U.S. House of Representatives
to join me as | rise to pay tribute to Dr. Jac-
queline A. Young on her retirement from the
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Essex Regional Educational Services Com-
mission in June 2016.

Dr. Young has been an educator for 42
years. She received her B.A. from Douglas
College and her M.Ed. and Ed.D. from Rut-
gers University Graduate School of Education.
Dr. Young began her career as an Elementary
School Teacher in the Newark Public Schools.
She then worked as an Elementary School
Teacher and a Reading Resource Teacher for
the East Orange School District. In 1980, she
joined the New Jersey Department of Edu-
cation as a Basic Skills Consultant and soon
became a School Program Coordinator. In that
capacity, she served as a facilitator between
the Essex County Office of Education and the
special needs urban districts for school im-
provement activities.

Since 1982, Dr. Young has been at the
Essex Regional Educational Services Com-
mission (ERESC) where she has held several
positions including Supervisor of Instruction
and Director of Services to Nonpublic Schools.
In 1992, she assumed the position of Super-
intendent. Under her leadership and direction,
the ERESC has grown into the largest edu-
cational services commission in the State of
New Jersey. The ERESC provides services to
local school districts, agencies and nonpublic
schools throughout northern New Jersey.

Over half of Dr. Young’'s career has been
spent championing the needs of special edu-
cation and at risk students. During her tenure
at the ERESC, she has assisted school dis-
tricts by developing programs and establishing
schools to meet the needs of those students
who have difficulty functioning in traditional
school settings. These schools incorporate
strategies and techniques conducive to the
educational and emotional needs of the stu-
dents in an environment with a low student/
teacher ratio. In September 1997, Dr. Young
assumed the responsibility of establishing a
school for pre-adjudicated adolescents in the
Essex County Juvenile Detention Center in
Newark which is now called Sojourn High
School. Sojourn High School addresses the
specific needs of the students using a com-
bination of thematic instruction and service
learning. For the past 19 years, she and her
staff have provided these students with the
opportunity to earn high school diplomas from
their resident school districts or GEDs. Pres-
ently, the ERESC operates the following
schools: Essex Campus Academy in Fairfield;
Essex Junior Academy in Cedar Grove and
Essex High School in Passaic in addition to
Sojourn High School.

Dr. Young has received awards from a vari-
ety of organizations and communities for her
work with this population of students. She was
inducted into the Rutgers African American
Alumni Alliance Hall of Fame Award in Octo-
ber 2011 and received the Shirley Chisholm
“Catalyst For Change” Award. She is a mem-
ber of the National Association of School Ad-
ministrators, New Jersey Association of
School Administrators, New Jersey Network of
Superintendents, New Jersey Superintendents’
Study Council, Essex County Superintendents’
Group, Association of Educational Service
Agencies, Association for Supervision and
Curriculum Development, International Read-
ing Association and Phi Delta Kappa. In addi-
tion, she is a member of Delta Sigma Theta
Sorority, Inc., Montclair Alumnae Chapter. At
this time, she is Co-Chairperson of Delta
GEMS which stands for “Growing and Em-
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powering Myself Successfully”. This program
services teenage girls between the ages of 14
and 18 in grades 9-12 addressing the fol-
lowing areas: sisterhood, community service,
scholarship, college preparation and career
options. Dr. Young’s sincere concern for these
young people and dedication to helping them
has been a source of inspiration throughout
her career.

Mr. Speaker, | know my fellow members of
the U.S. House of Representatives agree that
Dr. Jacqueline A. Young deserves to be rec-
ognized for a job well done and for many
years of service to the people of New Jersey.

——

TRIBUTE TO THE CITY OF WEST
DES MOINES

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize the City of West Des
Moines, lowa for its recognition as a 2015
Tree City USA sponsored by the Arbor Day
Foundation in cooperation with the National
Association of State Foresters and the U.S.
Department of Agriculture Forest Service’s
Urban and Community Forestry program (the
Forest Service).

The City of West Des Moines has met the
core standards for tree care during the past
year. Over 135 million Americans live in Tree
USA communities. In its 40th year of celebra-
tion, the Tree City USA program is critical to
the U.S. Forest Service. This federal partner
delivers technical and financial resources to
states, cities and communities across the na-
tion with each community adhering to a State
Action Plan, guiding investments in each state
while accomplishing local projects and pro-
grams.

The U.S. Forest Service and Arbor Day
Foundation cooperate with communities to es-
tablish healthy forests, improve air and water
quality and contribute to important national en-
ergy conservation goals. These local invest-
ments create long term major environmental
improvements nationwide.

| commend the City of West Des Moines
and urge my colleagues in the U.S. House of
Representatives to join me in congratulating
the community on this award and in wishing
the city nothing but continued success.

POPE COUNTY
HON. JOHN SHIMKUS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today be-
cause | wish to acknowledge the residents of
Pope County celebrating their Bicentennial An-
niversary.

Pope County was established on January
10, 1816, when it received its name from Na-
thaniel Pope, then Secretary of the lllinois Ter-
ritory. In 1818 when lllinois entered the Union
as a free state, the population of Pope County
mostly reflected the emigration of Europeans
to America that occurred in the 19th century.

Pope County has since been the home to
many notable citizens including: American
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Civil War General James L. Alcorn, Military
Governor of South Korea (preceding the Ko-
rean War) John R. Hodge, and American Civil
War General Green B. Raum.

Pope County is also home to the Shawnee
National Forest, which covers one third of the
county, and provides residents and tourists
with lakes, creeks, caves, rock formations, val-
leys, and wooded hills that are excellent for
hiking, camping, fishing, hunting, horseback
riding, and to just get away.

Pope County hosts many yearly events, in-
cluding the 9-day Trail Ride, the River-to-River
Relay, and the Deer Festival.

The residents of Pope County began cele-
brating their county’s bicentennial on January
10, 2016, and will hold a multitude of festivi-
ties throughout the rest of the year.

| congratulate the residents of Pope County
on the 200th anniversary of the county’s
founding, and | extend my best wishes for
many more.

———

RECOGNIZING MS. BETTY REID
SOSKIN

HON. MARK DeSAULNIER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
recognize Ms. Betty Reid Soskin, a con-
stituent, friend, and influential figure in my
congressional district in Contra Costa County,
California.

For my colleagues who may not know Betty,
she is a fabled Park Ranger with the National
Park Service at the Rosie the Riveter/World
War Il Home Front National Historic Park. She
also enjoys the unique distinction of our na-
tion’s oldest Park Ranger at age 94.

Betty has a tremendous life story. Born in
Detroit, Betty and her family lived in New Orle-
ans before relocating to Oakland, California in
1927. She worked as a file clerk for the Boiler-
makers Union A-36 during World War I, a
Jim Crow all-African American union auxiliary.
In the 1950s, she moved with her family to
Walnut Creek where she fought against dis-
crimination in her new mostly-white neighbor-
hood, became active in her local church, and
became a well-known songwriter during the
civil rights movement during the 1960s.

In 1995, Betty was named a “Woman of the
Year” by the California State Legislature and
was named one of the nation’s ten out-
standing women in 2006 by the National
Women'’s History Project.

As a field representative for members of the
California legislature, Betty was active in the
development of the Rosie the Riveter/World
War Il Home Front National Historic Park to
acknowledge the role of black neighborhoods
surrounding the Richmond, California site,
which had been bulldozed after the war. She
now serves the park as a Ranger. In 2015, the
White House recognized Betty with a Presi-
dential Coin after she introduced President
Obama at the National Christmas Tree lighting
ceremony at the White House.

Last week, Betty was brutally assaulted and
robbed when an unknown assailant broke into
her home. True to form, Betty fought off her
assailant, but during the encounter the thief
managed to steal various personal items—
among them, a special commemorative coin
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given to her by President Obama when she
helped light the national Christmas tree last
winter.

Thanks to her strong spirit and persever-
ance, Betty is recovering quickly. Our office
has been in touch with the White House to en-
sure Betty receives a new commemorative
coin from the President to replace the one that
was stolen.

We are thankful that Betty was not more se-
riously injured, and we look forward to wel-
coming her back to full health. Her spirit and
drive are an inspiration to Californians every-
where.

———

HONORING LAKE FOREST POLICE
CHIEF JAMES HELD

HON. ROBERT J. DOLD

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to rec-
ognize the career of Lake Forest Police Chief
James Held.

Chief Held’s career is a testament to his
hard work. He rose through the ranks from
being a student at the College of Lake County
and a security guard in 1984 to being police
chief thirty-two years. His creation of the Bike
Rodeo and the twenty-year-old Citizen’s Police
Academy programs helped increase commu-
nity outreach and education on behalf of local
police forces.

Chief Held leaves behind a legacy of out-
standing leadership at the Lake Forest Police
Department, where he connected with his fel-
low officers and innovatively engaged with the
community.

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to express my
gratitude to Police Chief James Held for his
thirty-one years of laudable service.

CELEBRATING THE DEDICATION
OF THE SCOTT AIR FORCE BASE
VISITOR CENTER TO SENATOR
DIXON

HON. CHERI BUSTOS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
celebrate the dedication of the Scott Air Force
Base Visitor Control Center, which will be re-
named in honor of Senator Alan J. Dixon.

Senator Dixon dedicated his life to public
service, fighting for our country in the United
States Navy during World War Il before rep-
resenting lllinois in the United States Senate
for 12 years, from 1981 to 1993. The Scott Air
Force Base will honor Senator Dixon’s com-
mitment to our country and his tireless work
on behalf of lllinois families—and given his
lifetime of service, | cannot think of a more ap-
propriate celebration of Senator Dixon’s life. |
was able to witness his dedication to lllinois
first hand when my father worked for Senator
Dixon as his Chief of Staff. As my father
would often say, “he was a senator from llli-
nois, for lllinois.”

As chairman of the subcommittee that au-
thorized spending on armed services, Senator
Dixon was known for reaching across the
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aisle. His support for lllinois ensured that the
Scott Air Force Base became one of the larg-
est employers in the state, which now employs
approximately 13,000 people and its airfield
serves both military and civilian planes.

Mr. Speaker, I'd like to commend the Scott
Air Force Base for honoring Senator Dixon for
his lifetime of service to our country and the
State of lllinois.

—————

TRIBUTE TO GEORGE VOINOVICH

HON. MARCY KAPTUR

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commemorate a fellow public servant from
Ohio, George Voinovich, who passed away
Sunday, June 12th.

George was a pillar of the Republican Party,
though he occasionally opposed the establish-
ment in the name of good governance. His in-
tellect was unsurpassed, helping him to be-
come a two-term Governor of Ohio, and later
to win a seat in the U.S. Senate.

Among his numerous achievements, George
was proudest of passing the global anti-Semi-
tism bill, efforts to expand NATO, and a bill to
protect intellectual property. These accom-
plishments are a testament to his character,
one which helped restore the city of Cleveland
in the late 1970s.

In addition to political accomplishments,
George prided himself on his frugality, in both
his public life and private life. Throughout his
governorship, his mantra was “working harder
and smarter, doing more with less.” Occasion-
ally this mantra put George in juxtaposition
with his party, such as when he pushed a tax
increase that would help stabilize the state’s fi-
nances.

Born in Cleveland on July 15, 1936, George
Victor Voinovich was the son of Eastern Euro-
pean immigrants. His culture would strongly
shape the man he became, endearing him to
the ethnic communities that thrived in the
Cleveland area.

Sadly, tragedy would also shape his life in
later years, after the death of his youngest
daughter, Molly, when she was 9 years old.
George readily acknowledged this incident as
one that elicited a greater depth of feeling and
understanding, all of which he reflected back
on his work in public service.

George passed away suddenly on Sunday,
in the company of his wife, Janet. He had just
made a public appearance the Friday before
at the 25th Slovenian Independence Day
event at Cleveland City Hall, and was a dele-
gate to the upcoming Republican National
Convention.

George is survived by his loving wife and
three children. We offer them our prayers and
hope that they find comfort in the wonderful
memories of our dear friend and colleague,
George, who will be remembered with affec-
tion and gratitude for his probing intellect, kind
heart, and utter dedication to our wonderful
state of Ohio.
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TRIBUTE TO AARON KLING

HON. DAVID YOUNG

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mr. YOUNG of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize and congratulate Aaron
Kling, a member of the 2016 lowa Boys 2A
State Golf Tournament Championship Team.

Aaron, and his teammates at Panorama
High School, persevered through a tough sea-
son. With steady and consistent play at the
state tournament, these students showed the
state of lowa that they were worthy of a state
championship two years in a row.

Mr. Speaker, Aaron’s determination, hard
work, commitment and team work is what con-
tributed to the stellar success of his team. His
willingness to give it his best effort is what will
be valuable later in life and | am honored to
represent Aaron in the United States Con-
gress. | ask my colleagues in the United
States House of Representatives join me in
congratulating Aaron Kling and his team for
competing and winning this rigorous competi-
tion. We all share in wishing him nothing but
continued success.

———
IN RECOGNITION OF THE LEES-
BURG COMPOSITE SQUADRON

AND THE CIVIL AIR PATROL

HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac-
knowledge the Civil Air Patrol (CAP) which is
celebrating its 75th year of service to this
country as an auxiliary of the United States Air
Force. The Civil Air Patrol helps bring together
citizens with a passion for aviation to volunteer
in defense of our great nation. Furthermore, in
light of the approaching appointment of its
new squadron commander, | would like to
specifically acknowledge the Leesburg Com-
posite Squadron, of Leesburg, Virginia, for its
exemplary service as part of the CAP, not only
through its performance of duties such as
search and rescue and disaster relief, but also
through promoting community service, leader-
ship, and health in our youth.

The Civil Air Patrol has a rich history begin-
ning in the wake of the attacks on Pearl Har-
bor where over 150,000 brave citizens offered
themselves towards answering the nation’s
call to arms. These volunteers provided es-
sential assistance to the U.S. War Depart-
ment, logging over 500,000 hours of flight time
during the Second World War alone. Their
service helped rescue hundreds of crash vic-
tims and sink several enemy submarines.

The Leesburg Composite Squadron of the
CAP traces its roots back to 1973, under the
vision of Captain Dorothy Tuller, and has con-
tinued to uphold the values and reputation set
by the original CAP volunteers. They have dis-
played integrity, professionalism, and excel-
lence in the performance of their duties and
this is reflected by the institution’s growth from
under 40 volunteers to its present day size of
over 100 cadets and 68 senior staff They are
more than worthy of their motto ‘Citizens Serv-
ing Communities’.
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Mr. Speaker, these fine men and women
embody the greatest strengths of our nation
through their service and sacrifice and make
me proud to call myself an American. | ask
that my colleagues join me in congratulating
the Civil Air Patrol and the Leesburg Com-
posite Squadron for all their achievements,
and wishing its new commander good luck in
all their future endeavors.

————

IN RECOGNITION OF STERLING
VOLUNTEER FIRE COMPANY’S
50TH YEAR OF SERVICE

HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac-
knowledge the Sterling Volunteer Fire Com-
pany, which is celebrating its 50th year of
service to the good citizens of the Sterling
community this year. | would like to personally
commend the courageous men and women
who so selflessly volunteer themselves and
put themselves in danger on behalf of neigh-
bors, friends, and strangers, without asking
anything in return. These brave citizens em-
body the very best of this nation’s values
through their service to our community and
their exemplary performance in the line of
duty.

The Sterling Volunteer Fire Company has
grown exponentially since its inception in
1966, which at the time was little more than
an old barn on Holly Avenue housing a single
tanker and two used pumpers. Within a short
two years, this small institution had flourished,
now settled into two larger locations: Station
11, which it shares with the Sterling Volunteer
Rescue Squad, as well as Station 18, also
known as SVRS 25. Even more recently, the
company expanded into Station 24 in 2013.
This is a clear testament to the outstanding
work which is conducted by these everyday
heroes and they are deserving of recognition.

Mr. Speaker, it brings me immense pride to
recognize such a fine group, and | sincerely
hope that we all can live up to their tremen-
dous example. | ask my colleagues to join me
in congratulating the Sterling Volunteers. |
wish them good luck and hope that they re-
main safe in the fulfillment of their future du-
ties.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. VICKY HARTZLER

OF MISSOURI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday,
June 21, 2016, | was unable to vote due to a
cancelled flight. Had | been present, | would
have voted as follows:

On roll call no. 334, Yea.

On roll call no. 335, Yea.

On roll call no. 336, Yea.
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IN RECOGNITION OF GUILFORD
ELEMENTARY’S 50TH ANNIVER-
SARY

HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
recognize Guilford Elementary School of Ster-
ling, Virginia, on their 50th anniversary. This is
an important milestone for this wonderful
school in my District. Guilford Elementary
School celebrated this anniversary in Loudoun
County earlier this month on June 9th and it
is my pleasure to briefly highlight the impact
this school has had on my constituents.

Guilford Elementary School has a terrific
history of success since first opening their
doors in 1966. With the creation of Dulles Air-
port, this once rural space of Northern Virginia
has developed into one of the most diverse
and rapidly growing communities in the nation.
Boasting one of the premier English as a Sec-
ond Language (ESL) programs in the region,
Guilford Elementary produces some of the
highest test scores in the county. Equipped
with top tier teachers and staff, this school has
produced countless student success stories.

Coming from a family of educators, | under-
stand how important a strong education is to
the future of our nation. It is schools like Guil-
ford Elementary that will continue to help
shape the United States’ role in the increas-
ingly global economy, while also producing
many of our nation’s future leaders. Over the
years, the faculty has shown an impressive
dedication not only to its students, but to the
Loudoun community as a whole. The success
of this school is a tremendous accomplish-
ment that should make past and present fac-
ulty proud.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join
me in congratulating Guilford Elementary
School for their half-century of serving children
and their families. | wish them all the best in
their future endeavors.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
HON. SUZANNE BONAMICI

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, | was unable
to attend votes on Tuesday, June 21, 2016
because my flight from Oregon was delayed
because of inclement weather. Had | been
present, | would have supported passage of
H.R. 5389, Leveraging Emerging Technologies
Act, and H.R. 5388, Support for Rapid Innova-
tion Act, and | would have opposed H.R.
5525, End Taxpayer Funded Cell Phones Act.

The Leveraging Emerging Technologies Act
and the Support for Rapid Innovation Act are
commonsense bills that will make it easier for
the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
to identify threats to cybersecurity and develop
strategies to partner with industry to combat
these cyber threats. Cybercrime is—and will
continue to be—a serious threat to families,
the United States economy, and our national
security. | am proud to support two bills that
will provide more tools for DHS to use when
combating cybercrime.
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| would have opposed the End Taxpayer
Funded Cell Phone Act, a shortsighted bill that
seeks to eliminate access to affordable cell
phones and broadband for low-income individ-
uals and families. Currently the Federal Com-
munications Commission’s (FCC) Lifeline pro-
gram provides subsidies for low-income fami-
lies to obtain landline or wireless cell phones.
This service is critical for people looking for
jobs, children working on homework after
school, and families scattered across the
country who need to stay in touch. Under the
End Taxpayer Funded Cell Phone Act, the
Lifeline subsidy would only be available for
landline phones. In our increasingly mobile
economy, it is neither practical nor fair to force
people to rely only on a landline phone. This
bill would do nothing to level the playing field
for those who need it most, and it would im-
pede families who are trying to make ends
meet and struggling to get ahead.

IN HONOR OF STANLEY LICKEY,
SR.

HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the life of Stanley Lickey, Sr., former
Fire Chief of the Philomont Volunteer Fire
Company Number 8, located in Loudoun
County, Virginia.

A lifelong volunteer, Chief Lickey served du-
tifully for 32 years as Fire Chief, making him
one of the longest continuously serving fire
chiefs in the United States. He was instru-
mental in forming Loudoun County’s Fire and
Rescue Commission, whose mission was to
create a county-wide fire and rescue system.
Thanks to Chief Lickey’s tireless efforts, to-
day’s system has become a model for career
and volunteer cooperation.

He dedicated his life to serving his commu-
nity and his enduring legacy is his willingness
to lead by example, placing service to his
neighbors in their time of greatest need above
service to self.

Chief Lickey passed away at the age of 80
on May 27, 2016, surrounded by family,
friends, and colleagues. Blessed to have been
a grandfather and great-grandfather, he is sur-
vived by an extensive family who misses him
greatly.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, | ask my colleagues
to join me in honoring the life of Fire Chief
Stanley Lickey, Sr. and expressing gratitude
for his life of service to our community.
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RESTORATION TUESDAY: ALA-
BAMA RULING ON VOTER REG-
ISTRATION REQUIRING PROOF
OF CITIZENSHIP

HON. TERRI A. SEWELL

OF ALABAMA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speaker,
today on Restoration Tuesday, | rise to draw
attention to U.S. District Judge Richard Leon’s
egregious ruling on June 29, 2016 allowing
U.S. elections officials to change proof-of-citi-
zenship requirements on the federal voting
registration form at the request of Alabama,
Kansas, and Georgia and without public no-
tice. This ruling marks yet another example in
a long line of restrictive voting practices used
to suppress the right of eligible voters under
the guise of circumventing voter fraud. This
ruling means residents of Kansas, Georgia
and Alabama will have to prove they are U.S.
citizens when registering to vote for federal
elections without prior public notice. One of
the missions of the U.S. Election Assistance
Commission which implemented this new law
is to help make voting easier and not harder
for eligible voters. Enforcing a new law and
process without notifying the public falls far
short of that goal. Instead, the court has sanc-
tioned yet another “solution” to a problem that
doesn’t exist.

This new proof of citizenship requirement
joins the other restrictions efforts like photo ID
laws, DMV closings, poll site closings—which
put up barriers to voter access. Mr. Speaker,
Alabama has a storied history of voter sup-
pression, and Judge Richard Leon’s ruling last
week yet again underscores the importance of
the need for federal preclearance for changes
to voting practices and procedures that could
have a discriminatory impact. Unfortunately,
these stories continue to be far too common in
states across the country.

As the 2016 Presidential Election cycle con-
tinues, it is critically important that we recog-
nize and defend against any attempts to cre-
ate modem day barriers to the ballot box, in-
stead of making voting more difficult, we
should be working to ensure that every Amer-
ican is able to exercise their constitutionally
protected right. It is reprehensible that in 2016,
many Americans continue to face barriers to
the ballot box. Now, citizens in Alabama,
Georgia and Kansas have to show proof to
citizenship to register to vote. These states
have not shown a propensity for voter fraud
due to lack of citizenship. It is another exam-
ple of overzealous election officials putting up
barriers to voting. Such suppression must
stop! Our democracy is built on the premise
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that every citizen is able to have their voices
heard and vote counted! No Vote, No Voice!
America cannot and must not be silenced.

| continue to call upon Congress to pass
and enact meaningful legislation that restores
key protections under the Voting Rights Act.
All who believe in our great democracy should
fight to ensure a fair and inclusive election
process for all. The time is always ripe to do
what is right.

———

IN RECOGNITION OF WOODGROVE
HIGH SCHOOL

HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 5, 2016

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to ac-
knowledge the students of Woodgrove High
School for their incredible determination in
earning the Class 4A Wells Fargo Cup for
academics. Formerly the Wachovia Cup, this
prestigious award has been given to one aca-
demic and one athletic winner in each of the
six enrollment classifications of the Virginia
High School League (VHSL) since 1990.
Throughout the year, schools across Virginia
compete in 12 academic challenges, such as
the scholastic bowl, creative writing, theater,
forensics, debate, film festival, broadcast,
newspaper, yearbook, and magazine.
Woodgrove High School students especially
proved themselves more than capable in the
areas of film festival, forensics, yearbook and
newspaper. This award signifies excellence,
with the winner commonly referred to as the
‘state champion of state champions’.

Coming from a family of educators, | truly
appreciate the significance of this award. This
is the first time that a Loudoun County school
has been awarded this trophy, and | am sure
that it will not be the last. It is therefore with
great pleasure and enthusiasm that | con-
gratulate the students of Woodgrove High
School on their excellent achievement. | can-
not emphasize how proud | am to be their rep-
resentative in Congress.

Education is the cornerstone of American in-
novation and these students are championing
their generation towards greater success. It is
my hope that additional schools will follow the
standard of academic excellence set by
Woodgrove High School, and encourage their
students to be the best that they can be.

Mr. Speaker, | would ask my colleagues to
join me in applauding Woodgrove High
School, its staff, and its students in making
this result possible, and for setting a great ex-
ample for others to follow. | wish them all con-
tinued success in the future.
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Dazily Digest

Senate

Chamber Action

The Senate met at 9:00:02 a.m. in pro forma ses-
sion, and adjourned at 9:00:25 a.m. until 10 a.m.,
on Wednesday, July 6, 2016.

Committee Meetings
No committee meetings were held.

House of Representatives

Chamber Action

Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 9 public
bills, H.R. 5619-5627; and 7 resolutions, H.J. Res.
96; H. Con. Res. 140; and H. Res. 802, 804—807
were introduced. Pages H4275-76

Additional Cosponsors: Pages H4276-77

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows:

H.R. 210, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt student workers for purposes of de-
termining a higher education institution’s employer
health care shared responsibility, with an amend-
ment (H. Rept. 114-655);

H.R. 3080, to amend the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 to provide an exception to the employer
health insurance mandate for Indian tribal govern-
ments and tribally owned businesses, with an
amendment (H. Rept. 114-656);

H.R. 3590, to amend the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 to repeal the increase in the income thresh-
old used in determining the deduction for medical
care, with an amendment (H. Rept. 114-657);

H.R. 3734, to amend the Surface Mining Control
and Reclamation Act of 1977 to provide support to
mining schools, and for other purposes (H. Rept.
114-658);

H.R. 4538, to provide immunity from suit for
certain individuals who disclose potential examples
of financial exploitation of senior citizens, and for
other purposes, with an amendment (H. Rept.
114-659);

H.R. 4854, to amend the Investment Company
Act of 1940 to expand the investor limitation for
qualifying venture capital funds under an exemption
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from the definition of an investment company, with
an amendment (H. Rept. 114-660);

H.R. 4855, to amend provisions in the securities
laws relating to regulation crowdfunding to raise the
dollar amount limit and to clarify certain require-
ments and exclusions for funding portals established
by such Act, with an amendment (H. Rept.
114-661);

H.R. 5385, to amend the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 to make technical corrections to the require-
ment that the Secretary of Homeland Security sub-
mit quadrennial homeland security reviews, with an
amendment (H. Rept. 114-662);

H.R. 4511, to amend the Veterans’ Oral History
Project Act to allow the collection of video and
audio recordings of biographical histories by imme-
diate family members of members of the Armed
Forces who died as a result of their service during
a period of war (H. Rept. 114-663);

H.R. 4733, to permit the United States Capitol
Police to accept certain property from other Federal
agencies and to dispose of certain property in its
possession (H. Rept. 114-664);

H.R. 4734, to amend the Federal Election Cam-
paign Act of 1971 to permit candidates for election
for Federal office to designate an individual who will
be authorized to disburse funds of the authorized
campaign committees of the candidate in the event
of the death of the candidate (H. Rept. 114-665),
and

H. Res. 803, providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 4361) to amend section 3554 of title 44,
United States Code, to provide for enhanced security



July 5, 2016

of Federal information systems, and for other pur-
poses, and providing for consideration of motions to
suspend the rules (H. Rept. 114-666). Page H4275

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he
appointed Representative Womack to act as Speaker
pro tempore for today. Page H4195

Recess: The House recessed at 1:06 p.m. and recon-
vened at 2 p.m. Page H4201

Separation of Powers Restoration Act of 2016—
Rule for consideration: The House agreed to H.
Res. 796, providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 4768) to amend title 5, United States Code,
with respect to the judicial review of agency inter-
pretations of statutory and regulatory provisions;
providing for proceedings during the period from
June 23, 2016, through July 4, 2016; and providing
for consideration of motions to suspend the rules, by
a recorded vote of 230 ayes to 168 noes, Roll No.
344, after the previous question was ordered by a
yea-and-nay vote of 232 yeas to 168 nays, Roll No.
343, Pages H4208-15, H4240-41

Restoring Access to Medication Act—Rule for
consideration: The House agreed to H. Res. 793,
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1270)
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
peal the amendments made by the Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act which disqualify expenses
for over-the-counter drugs under health savings ac-
counts and health flexible spending arrangements, by
a recorded vote of 226 ayes to 168 noes, Roll No.
346, after the previous question was ordered by a
yea-and-nay vote of 231 yeas to 168 nays, Roll No.
345. Pages H4215-22, H4241-42

Financial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act, 2017—Rule for consideration:
The House agreed to H. Res. 794, providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5485) making appro-
priations for financial services and general govern-
ment for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2017,
by a recorded vote of 227 ayes to 172 noes, Roll No.
348, after the previous question was ordered by a
yea-and-nay vote of 229 yeas to 169 nays, Roll No.
347. Pages H4222-30, H4242-44

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules
and pass the following measures:

Patient Access to Durable Medical Equipment
Act of 2016: H.R. 5210, amended, to improve access
to durable medical equipment for Medicare bene-
ficiaries under the Medicare program; Pages H4230-35

Supporting America’s Innovators Act of 2016:
H.R. 4854, amended, to amend the Investment
Company Act of 1940 to expand the investor limita-
tion for qualifying venture capital funds under an
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exemption from the definition of an investment
company, by a %5 yea-and-nay vote of 388 yeas to
9 nays, Roll No. 349; Pages H4235-36, H4244

Fix Crowdfunding Act: H.R. 4855, amended, to
amend provisions in the securities laws relating to
regulation crowdfunding to raise the dollar amount
limit and to clarify certain requirements and exclu-
sions for funding portals established by such Act, by
a %5 yea-and-nay vote of 394 yeas to 4 nays, Roll
No. 350; Pages H4236-40, H4244-45

Tule River Indian Reservation Land Trust,
Health, and Economic Development Act: H.R.
4685, to take certain Federal lands located in Tulare
County, California, into trust for the benefit of the
Tule River Indian Tribe; Pages H4245-46

Bureau of Land Management Foundation Act:
H.R. 3844, amended, to establish the Energy and
Minerals Reclamation Foundation to encourage, ob-
tain, and use gifts, devises, and bequests for projects
to reclaim abandoned mine lands and orphan oil and
gas well sites; Pages H4246-48

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: “To es-
tablish the Bureau of Land Management Foundation
to encourage, obtain, and use gifts, devises, and be-
quests for projects for the benefit of, or in connec-
tion with, activities and services of the Bureau of
Land Management, and for other purposes.”.

Page H4248

Senior Safe Act of 2016: H.R. 4538, amended, to
provide immunity from suit for certain individuals
who disclose potential examples of financial exploi-
tation of senior citizens; Pages H4248-51

Amending the Colorado River Storage Project
Act to authorize the use of the active capacity of
the Fontenelle Reservoir: H.R. 2273, amended, to
amend the Colorado River Storage Project Act to au-
thorize the use of the active capacity of the
Fontenelle Reservoir; Pages H4251-52

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: “To au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to amend the
Definite Plan Report for the Seedskadee Project to
enable the wuse of the active capacity of the
Fontenelle Reservoir.”. Page H4252

Save Our Salmon Act: HR. 4582, amended, to
exclude striped bass from the anadromous fish dou-
bling requirement in section 3406(b)(1) of the Cen-
tral Valley Project Improvement Act; Pages H4252-53

Clear Creek National Recreation Area and Con-
servation Act: H.R. 1838, amended, to establish the
Clear Creek National Recreation Area in San Benito
and Fresno Counties, California, to designate the
Joaquin Rocks Wilderness in such counties, and to
designate additional components of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System; Pages H4253-55



D742

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: “To es-
tablish the Clear Creek National Recreation Area in
San Benito and Fresno Counties, California, to des-
ignate the Joaquin Rocks Wilderness in such coun-
ties, and for other purposes.”. Page H4255

Saint Francis Dam Disaster National Memorial
Act: H.R. 5244, to provide for the establishment of
a national memorial and national monument to com-
memorate those killed by the collapse of the Saint
Francis Dam on March 12, 1928; Pages H4255-57

Taking certain Federal land located in
Tuolumne County, California, into trust for the
benefit of the Tuolumne Band of Me-Wuk Indi-
ans: HR. 3079, amended, to take certain Federal
land located in Tuolumne County, California, into
trust for the benefit of the Tuolumne Band of Me-
Wuk Indians; Pages H4257-58

United States Semiquincentennial Commission
Act of 2016: H.R. 4875, amended, to establish the
United States Semiquincentennial Commission;

Pages H4258-60

400 Years of African-American History Com-
mission Act: H.R. 4539, amended, to establish the
400 Years of African-American History Commission;
and Pages H4260-63

Foreign Aid Transparency and Accountability
Act: Concur in the Senate amendments to H.R.
3766, to direct the President to establish guidelines
for United States foreign development and economic
assistance programs. Pages H4267-70

Suspension—Proceedings Postponed: The House
debated the following measures under suspension of
the rules. Further proceedings were postponed.

Global Food Security Act of 2016: S. 1252, to
authorize a comprehensive strategic approach for
United States foreign assistance to developing coun-
tries to reduce global poverty and hunger, achieve
food and nutrition security, promote inclusive, sus-
tainable, agricultural-led economic growth, improve
nutritional outcomes, especially for women and chil-
dren, build resilience among vulnerable populations.

Pages H4263-67

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the
House today appears on page H4230.

Quorum Calls—Votes: Five yea-and-nay votes and
three recorded votes developed during the pro-
ceedings of today and appear on pages H4240,
H4241, H4241-42, H4242, H4243, H4243-44,
H4244, and H4244-45. There were no quorum
calls.

Adjournment: The House met at 12 noon and ad-
journed at 10:03 p.m.
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Committee Meetings

FEDERAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS
SAFEGUARDS ACT OF 2016

Committee on Rules: Full Committee held a hearing on
H.R. 4361, the “Federal Information Systems Safe-
guards Act of 2016”. The committee granted, by
record vote of 8—1, a structured rule for H.R. 4361.
The rule provides one hour of general debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform. The rule waives all points of
order against consideration of the bill. The rule
makes in order as original text for purpose of
amendment an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 114-59 and provides that it shall be consid-
ered as read. The rule waives all points of order
against that amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. The rule makes in order only those further
amendments printed in the Rules Committee report.
Each such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered only by
a Member designated in the report, shall be consid-
ered as read, shall be debatable for the time specified
in the report equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question. The rule waives all
points of order against the amendments printed in
the report. The rule provides one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. In section 2, the
rule provides that it shall be in order at any time
on the legislative day of July 7, 2016, or July 8,
2016, for the Speaker to entertain motions that the
House suspend the rules relating to a measure ad-
dressing the Federal Aviation Administration. Testi-
mony was heard from Chairman Chaffetz, and Rep-
resentatives Connolly, Meadows, and Norton.

Joint Meetings

No joint committee meetings were held.

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR WEDNESDAY,
JULY 6, 2016

(Committee meetings arve open unless otherwise indicated)

Senate

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs:
business meeting to consider the nomination of Andrew
Mayock, of Illinois, to be Deputy Director for Manage-
ment, Office of Management and Budget, Time to be an-
nounced, S—216, Capitol.

Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, to hold
hearings to examine ISIS online, focusing on countering
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terrorist radicalization and recruitment on the internet
and social media, 2 p.m., SD-342.

Select Committee on Intelligence: to receive a closed brief-
ing on certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH-219.

House

Committee on Agriculture, Full Committee, hearing enti-
tled “Past, Present, and Future of SNAP: Evaluating
Error Rates and Anti-Fraud Measures to Enhance Pro-
gram Integrity”, 10 a.m., 1300 Longworth.

Committee on  Appropriations, Subcommittee on State,
Foreign Operations, and Related Programs, markup on
the State, Foreign Operations, and Related Programs Ap-
propriations Bill, FY 2017, 10:30 a.m., H-140 Capitol.

Committee on Avmed Services, Subcommittee on Readi-
ness, hearing entitled “Aviation Readiness”, 10 a.m.,
2118 Rayburn.

Committee on the Budget, Full Committee, hearing enti-
tled “Alternate Approaches to Federal Budgeting”, 10
a.m., 210 Cannon.

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Power, hearing entitled “A Review of EPA’s
Regulatory Activity During the Obama Administration:
Energy and Industrial Sectors”, 10 a.m., 2322 Rayburn.

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Full Committee, hearing
entitled “Financially Rewarding Terrorism in the West
Bank”, 10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn.

Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific, markup on H.
Res. 210, affirming and recognizing the Khmer, Laotian,
Hmong, and Montagnard Freedom Fighters and the peo-
ple of Cambodia and Laos for their support and defense
of the United States Armed Forces and freedom in South-
east Asia; H. Res. 634, recognizing the importance of the
United States-Republic of Korea-Japan trilateral relation-
ship to counter North Korean threats and nuclear pro-
liferation, and to ensure regional security and human
rights; H. Res. 728, supporting human rights, democ-
racy, and the rule of law in Cambodia; and H.R. 4501,
the “Distribution and Promotion of Rights and Knowl-
edge Act of 2016”, 2 p.m., 2172 Rayburn.

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Courts, In-
tellectual Property, and the Internet, hearing entitled
“The Judicial Branch and the Efficient Administration of
Justice”, 10 a.m., 2237 Rayburn.
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Task Force on Executive Overreach, hearing entitled
“The Federal Government on Autopilot: Mandatory
Spending and the Entitlement Crisis”, 1 p.m., 2237 Ray-
burn.

Subcommittee on Regulatory Reform, Commercial and
Antitrust Law, hearing entitled “Assessing the Obama
Years: OIRA and Regulatory Impacts on Jobs, Wages
and Economic Recovery”, 3 p.m., 2226 Rayburn.

Committee on Natural Resources, Subcommittee on Energy
and Mineral Resources, hearing on H.R. 5577, the “Inno-
vation in Offshore Leasing Act”, 10 a.m., 1324 Long-
worth.

Subcommittee on Indian, Insular, and Alaska Native
Affairs, hearing on H.R. 4531, to approve an agreement
between the United States and the Republic of Palau, and
for other purposes, 2 p.m., 1324 Longworth.

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled “Firearms and Munitions at Risk:
Examining Inadequate Safeguards”, 10 a.m., 2154 Ray-
burn.

Committee on  Rules, Full Committee, hearing on S.
2943, the “National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 20177, 3 p.m., H-313 Capitol.

Committee on Small Business, Full Committee, hearing
entitled “Foreign Cyber Threats: Small Business, Big Tar-
get”, 2 p.m., 2360 Rayburn.

Committee on  Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Economic Development, Public Buildings,
and Emergency Management, hearing entitled “Inde-
pendent Leasing Authorities: Increasing Oversight and
Reducing Costs of Space Leased by Federal Agencies”,
10:30 a.m., 2167 Rayburn.

Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, Subcommittee
on Department of Defense Intelligence and Overhead Ar-
chitecture, hearing entitled “Future Overhead Satellite
Requirements”, 10 a.m., HVC-304. This hearing will be
closed.

Joint Meetings

Conference: meeting of conferees on S. 524, to authorize
the Attorney General to award grants to address the na-
tional epidemics of prescription opioid abuse and heroin
use, 10 a.m., 2123, Rayburn Building.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE
10 a.m., Wednesday, July 6

Senate Chamber

Program for Wednesday: Senate will resume consider-
ation of the motion to proceed to consideration of S.
3100, Sanctuary Cities.

At approximately 2:45 p.m., Senate will vote on con-
firmation of the nomination of Brian R. Martinotti, of
New Jersey, to be United States District Judge for the
District of New Jersey.

Following disposition of the nomination of Brian R.
Martinotti, Senate will vote on the motion to invoke clo-
ture on the motion to proceed to consideration of S.
3100, Sanctuary Cities.

(Senate will recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for their
respective party conferences.)

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
10 a.m., Wednesday, July 6

House Chamber

Program for Wednesday: Consideration of the following
measure under suspension of the rules: H.R. 2646—
Helping Families in Mental Health Crisis Act of 2016.
Consideration of H.R. 4361—The Federal Information
Systems Safeguards Act of 2016 (Subject to a Rule).
Begin consideration of H.R. 5485—Financial Services
and General Government Appropriations Act, 2017 (Sub-
ject to a Rule).

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue

HOUSE

Barton, Joe, Tex., E1028

Bishop, Sanford D., Jr., Ga., E1028
Bonamici, Suzanne, Ore., E1034
Buchanan, Vern, Fla., E1029

Bustos, Cheri, I11., £1026, E1031, E1033
Butterfield, G.K., N.C., E1025

Castro, Joaquin, Tex., E1026
Coffman, Mike, Colo., E1025

Cohen, Steve, Tenn., E1031

Comstock, Barbara, Va., E1034, E1034, £1034, E1035,

E1035
Cooper, Jim, Tenn., E1031

Costa, Jim, Calif., E1027

Davis, Rodney, I11., E1031
DeSaulnier, Mark, Calif., £1033
Dold, Robert J., I11., E1033
Fincher, Stephen Lee, Tenn., £E1025
Fitzpatrick, Michael G., Pa., E1024
Granger, Kay, Tex., E1021
Hartzler, Vicky, Mo., E1034
Higgins, Brian, N.Y., E1021, E1023
Hoyer, Steny H., Md., E1024
Huffman, Jared, Calif., 1024
Kaptur, Marcy, Ohio, E1022, E1033
Lowenthal, Alan S., Calif., E1028
Lujan Grisham, Michelle, N.M., E1027

Maloney, Sean Patrick, N.Y., E1026

Marchant, Kenny, Tex., E1026

Matsui, Doris O., Calif., E1023

Miller, Jeff, Fla., £1028

Payne, Donald M., Jr., N.J., E1032

Pingree, Chellie, Me., E1022

Sewell, Terri A., Ala., E1035

Shimkus, John, Ill., E1022, E1032

Sinema, Kyrsten, Ariz., E1024

Smith, Jason, Mo., E1021, E1022, E1024, E1025, E1026,
E1027, E1032

Thompson, Bennie G., Miss., £1026

Young, David, Iowa, E1021, E1022, E1024, E1025, E1026,
E1027, E1029, E1031, E1032, E1034

-
The Congressional Record (USPS 087-390). The Periodicals postage
ungr[gﬁlnna K[nr is paid at Washington, D.C. The public proceedings of each House
of Congress, as reported by the Official Reporters thereof, are
printed pursuant to directions of the Joint Committee on Printing as authorized by appropriate provisions of Title 44, United
States Code, and published for each day that one or both Houses are in session, excepting very infrequent instances when
two or more unusually small consecutive issues are printed one time. JPublic access to the Congressional Record is available online through
the U.S. Government Publishing Office, at www.fdsys.gov, free of charge to the user. The information is updated online each day the
Congressional Record is published. For more information, contact the GPO Customer Contact Center, U.S. Government Publishing Office.
Phone 202-512-1800, or 866-512-1800 (toll-free). E-Mail, contactcenter@gpo.gov. §To place an order for any of these products, visit the U.S.
Government Online Bookstore at: bookstore.gpo.gov. Mail orders to: Superintendent of Documents, P.O. Box 979050, St. Louis, MO
63197-9000, or phone orders to 866-512-1800 (toll-free), 202-512-1800 (D.C. area), or fax to 202-512-2104. Remit check or money order, made
payable to the Superintendent of Documents, or use VISA, MasterCard, Discover, American Express, or GPO Deposit Account. {Following
each session of Congress, the daily Congressional Record is revised, printed, permanently bound and sold by the Superintendent of Documents
in individual parts or by sets. {With the exception of copyrighted articles, there are no restrictions on the republication of material from
the Congressional Record.
POSTMASTER: Send address changes to the Superintendent of Documents, Congressional Record, U.S. Government Publishing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402, along with the entire mailing label from the last issue received.




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-08-22T12:18:46-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




