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

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBSTER of Florida). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 7, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL 
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

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

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 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 11:50 a.m. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE AND WATER 

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, when it 
comes to climate change, the data is in 
and the science clear: Our world is 
shifting. Sea levels are rising. Glaciers 
are shrinking. Oceans are becoming 
more acidic. 

What is more? The Intergovern-
mental Panel on Climate Change is 95 
percent certain that humans are caus-
ing the current climate change trend. 
To sit here and deny the science simply 
because it inconveniences us does noth-

ing but cause greater harm for our 
planet and future generations. Each 
day that passes without action on cli-
mate change is another day we are 
wreaking havoc on our world. 

I think President Obama said it best 
when he stated: ‘‘If anybody still wants 
to dispute the science around climate 
change, have at it. You’ll be pretty 
lonely, because you’ll be debating our 
military, most of America’s business 
leaders, the majority of the American 
people, almost the entire scientific 
community, and 200 nations around the 
world who agree it’s a problem and in-
tend to solve it.’’ 

It is hard to believe that some of my 
colleagues are so determined to deny 
climate science that they are willing 
to sacrifice the health and safety of 
Americans. 

Nowhere is the sacrifice more evident 
than in our waterways. We use water 
for everything, from drinking and 
bathing to growing crops, shipping 
goods, generating electricity, and 
recreation. But climate change is cre-
ating profound changes to this precious 
commodity, threatening water avail-
ability, access, and quality. 

Many areas of the United States, es-
pecially in the West, currently face 
devastating water supply issues. The 
amount of water available in these 
areas is already limited, and our de-
mand will continue to rise as the popu-
lation grows. 

One of the greatest examples of this 
is the Colorado River system, a major 
source of water supply for the South-
west. In recent decades, water flow 
through this important river system 
has been lighter than expected given 
annual rain and snowfall rates. Not 
surprisingly, studies show that rising 
temperatures and climate change are 
the cause of this decreased water flow. 

As greenhouse gas pollution con-
tinues to pile up, it traps more heat, 
continually raising global tempera-
tures, and parches the Colorado River 

watershed. Researchers expect that for 
every degree of Celsius of global warm-
ing, the amount of water that gets 
evaporated and sucked up by plants 
from the Colorado River could increase 
2 or 3 percent. With 4.5 million acres of 
farmland irrigated using the Colorado 
River water and with nearly 40 million 
residents depending on it, the incre-
mental losses that are predicted will 
have a devastating impact. 

As the West continues to experience 
less rain and an increase in the sever-
ity and length of droughts, greater im-
pacts on drinking water supplies are 
projected. 

Unfortunately, it is not just the 
western U.S. that is in danger. In my 
own region, the Great Lakes are under 
threat as they are warming at rates 
faster than the world’s oceans. It is ex-
pected that the Great Lakes region will 
grow warmer and probably dryer dur-
ing the 21st century, with tempera-
tures in the region warming anywhere 
from 5 to 12 degrees Fahrenheit. 

The impact climate change has on 
the five lakes will have serious impli-
cations for aquatic life, as well as high 
economic costs for our communities. 

Several different climate models for 
the Great Lakes region all predict that 
lake levels will decline over the next 
century. Within another 30 years, Lake 
Superior may be mostly ice free in a 
typical winter and has already experi-
enced increased water temperatures. 
Lake Erie water levels, already below 
average, could drop 4 to 5 feet by the 
end of this century, significantly alter-
ing shoreline habitat. 

We are at the tipping point, and in-
stead of addressing the root of the 
issue, climate change, my colleagues 
continue to deny the science. 

Our waterways are national treas-
ures. They serve as the backbone for 
our health, economy, ecosystems, and 
recreation. We cannot simply stand by 
while the course of the world is altered. 

The science is clear, the data is 
pointing us in one direction: Now is the 
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time to act on climate change. We are 
not given a planet with unlimited re-
sources. It is our job to protect our 
waters and the people that rely on 
them, and that begins with finding real 
solutions to our climate crisis. 

f 

STOP SPENDING BILLIONS IN 
AFGHANISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am on the 
floor again today with a prophetic po-
litical cartoon. In the cartoon, Uncle 
Sam is in a wheelchair, and he is at the 
edge of a cliff that is known as the fis-
cal cliff. Then, he has President Obama 
pushing him in the wheelchair; and 
then the donkey, representing the 
Democratic Party, is pushing Mr. 
Obama. And then the elephant, rep-
resenting the Republican Party, is 
pushing the donkey and President 
Obama to push Uncle Sam off the cliff. 

What is ironic is that Uncle Sam is 
yelling like he is excited: ‘‘I can see 
Greece from here.’’ Well, we know what 
has happened to the economy of 
Greece. It is in total collapse. 

Mr. Speaker, we are $19.2 trillion in 
debt. I was here in the year 2000 when 
Bill Clinton left office. We were the 
majority in the House and the Senate. 
We were headed for a surplus. The debt 
in 2000 was $5.6 trillion. Now we are 
here 16 years later and it is $19.2 tril-
lion. 

The reason I bring this up is because 
we have an opportunity to stop spend-
ing billions and billions of dollars in 
Afghanistan. It is nothing but a waste. 
It is a waste of our young men and 
women in uniform. It is a waste of the 
taxpayers’ money. 

Recently, in an article in The Wash-
ington Post titled ‘‘Former Afghan 
Leader Karzai: Military Action Cannot 
Resolve Conflict in Afghanistan,’’ the 
former President of Afghanistan, 
Hamid Karzai, told The Washington 
Post recently that he doesn’t think a 
military effort will bring peace to Af-
ghanistan. He said: ‘‘We did it for the 
last 14 years and it didn’t bring us that, 
so how do we know . . . military action 
will bring us that now?’’ 

We are going on 15 years of being in 
that country—and the waste, fraud, 
and abuse in Afghanistan is worse now 
than it has ever been. 

I think about the needs of our vet-
erans, I think about the needs of our 
children, I think about the needs of our 
senior citizens, and so many other 
needs. We passed a bill yesterday to 
help with the mental health issues of 
America, yet it is not funded. But, yes, 
we will find the money to fund Afghan-
istan so we can continue to waste and 
spend the taxpayers’ money and get 
nothing for it. It is just absolutely ri-
diculous. 

Mr. Speaker, I voted against the De-
partment of Defense bill last week sim-
ply because there is another $43 billion 

in there going to Afghanistan. This is 
OCO funds, it is slush funds, and it 
can’t even be accounted for. 

The taxpayers are frustrated with 
both parties and fed up because we are 
not doing our jobs. We are not doing 
what is necessary. We ought to be de-
bating Afghanistan on the floor of the 
House and we ought to be saying, ‘‘Is it 
worth it or is it not worth it,’’ and 
have an up-or-down vote. No, we just 
let it continue to go down this road 
with no end to it. 

Mr. Speaker, I close this way, be-
cause to me this tells you more about 
Afghanistan than anything I could say 
today. Afghanistan is known as the 
graveyard of empires. Well, I know one 
empire that is headed for the grave-
yard, and it happens to be the United 
States of America. And if we continue 
to fund and waste the taxpayers’ 
money in Afghanistan, then I hope that 
graveyard will have a headstone, and it 
will one day, that says ‘‘USA,’’ because 
we will be in the graveyard of Afghani-
stan. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today as a vice chair of 
the House Gun Violence Prevention 
Task Force and in solidarity with the 
majority of Americans who are de-
manding that Congress take meaning-
ful action to prevent gun violence. 

We all know the statistics. Whether 
it is through mass shootings that make 
the headlines or the unseen violence 
that happens daily on our streets, gun 
violence takes the lives of more than 
30,000 of our Nation’s citizens each 
year, a number that far exceeds other 
industrial countries. 

Now, all these countries have their 
share of violent extremists and mad-
men, but only our country gives easy 
access to weapons of mass killing. And 
that makes all the difference for Amer-
ica. 

Rather than seeking out common-
sense solutions to address this crisis, 
the Republican majority continues to 
cower to the gun lobby and the fire-
arms manufacturers. Now they plead 
the Second Amendment, but Constitu-
tional Law 101 would tell us that all of 
our rights, including the precious free-
doms of religion and speech, must be 
balanced to protect innocent third par-
ties and to protect the safety of the 
wider community. 

One commonsense measure we should 
all agree on is background checks to 
keep guns out of the hands of crimi-
nals, domestic abusers, and the dan-
gerously mentally ill. You can’t shout 
‘‘fire’’ in a crowded theater because of 
your freedom of speech, and neither 
should you be able to buy a weapon if 
you have a history of violence and 
criminality. 

In fact, almost 90 percent of Ameri-
cans, including the majority of gun 

owners, support universal background 
checks for all gun purchases. The prob-
lem is that our present background 
check system is rife with loopholes. 
Background checks are not required for 
private sales at gun shows. They are 
also not required for Internet sales. 

Bipartisan legislation has been intro-
duced by Representatives PETER KING 
and MIKE THOMPSON that would finally 
close this egregious loophole. It is an 
entirely sensible reform that would 
have a measurable impact on the safe-
ty of our schools, homes, and neighbor-
hoods, without preventing law-abiding 
citizens from using guns for self-de-
fense or recreational purposes. 

Despite attracting 186 cosponsors, in-
cluding several Republicans, the back-
ground check legislation has never 
been brought to the floor or even re-
ceived a hearing in committee. It has 
been languishing for more than 15 
months. Meanwhile, the shootings and 
the suicides and the massacres con-
tinue to accumulate. 

My colleagues, we must do better. 
Our fellow citizens are totally fed up, 
both with the unspeakable killing and 
suffering and with a feckless Congress 
that hasn’t lifted a finger to prevent it. 

Now, this week, after intense public 
criticism and a historic protest by 
Democrats on the House floor, Repub-
licans seemed for a while to be willing 
to hold a vote on legislation they claim 
would prevent suspected terrorists 
from purchasing firearms. After all, 
nearly 2,500 individuals on the terrorist 
watch list have successfully purchased 
weapons in this country. 

But rather than embrace existing bi-
partisan legislation to actually fix the 
problem, Republicans put forth a woe-
fully inadequate proposal that would 
require law enforcement and courts to 
grapple with unworkable processes, 
unreachable standards, to be completed 
in an unreasonably short period of 
time. 

Their bill would allow suspected ter-
rorists to receive firearms by default 
after only 3 days if the court is unable 
to work through a complicated process. 
That is the same flaw that allowed the 
White supremacist Charleston shooter 
to obtain the weapon that he used to 
murder nine people at Emanuel AME 
Church. 

In other words, the bill is totally in-
adequate. Now, under pressure from 
their most extreme Members, Repub-
lican leaders refuse to even put this 
bill on the floor. 

What should be on the floor is bipar-
tisan legislation, H.R. 1076, that would 
permit the Attorney General to block 
gun sales to suspected terrorists. This 
legislation, based on a proposal from 
the Bush Justice Department, would 
still allow individuals to challenge the 
government in court to restore their 
gun ownership rights. 

We don’t have to choose between pro-
tecting our communities and respect-
ing due process. 

b 1015 
And so, Mr. Speaker, we ask our col-

leagues how much longer must we 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:12 Jul 08, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07JY7.002 H07JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4473 July 7, 2016 
wait? How many more people have to 
die to move us to act? How many more 
American towns and cities must be 
added to the constantly growing list of 
places like Orlando and Columbine and 
Aurora and Charleston and Newtown? 

Moments of silence aren’t enough. 
Thoughts and prayers are not enough. 
In fact, the Scriptures teach us that 
such pieties give grave offense when 
they mask a refusal to do what we 
know is right. We need action. I call on 
my colleagues to bring these common-
sense proposals to the floor for a vote. 

f 

ONGOING PEACE PROCESS IN 
COLOMBIA 

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

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to applaud and encourage the on-
going peace process in Colombia. 

Over the last 52 years, Colombia has 
witnessed an armed conflict between 
the government and the Revolutionary 
Armed Forces of Colombia, or FARC. 
The conflict has taken a serious toll on 
the country: 220,000 people have been 
killed and more than 6.8 million people 
have been forced from their homes. The 
fighting has been especially difficult 
for the rural areas of the country. 

But a new day is on the horizon for 
the people of Colombia. The country is 
on the verge of a historic peace agree-
ment with the FARC. In fact, the gov-
ernment and the FARC signed a cease- 
fire agreement on June 23. This was 
seen as one of the few remaining road-
blocks to a final peace agreement. 

With all that is going on in the world 
today, it would be easy to miss the im-
portant progress taking place in Co-
lombia. The peace process isn’t gar-
nering the media attention that some 
other foreign affairs are, but it is going 
to have just as important an impact on 
global affairs. 

Last year, I had the opportunity to 
travel to Colombia with the Committee 
on Armed Services and my colleague 
from Arizona, Mr. GALLEGO, whose 
mother is from Colombia. It didn’t 
take long for me to realize that Colom-
bia is a beautiful and fascinating coun-
try, and I was very impressed with the 
hospitality of the Colombian people. It 
also became clear during my trip that 
the majority of Colombian people want 
things to be better in their country, 
and they are committed to the peace 
process. 

Mr. Speaker, Colombia is our closest 
and strongest ally in Latin America, so 
the peace process is very important not 
only to Colombia, but also to the 
United States. Their future opportuni-
ties are also ours. 

Colombia has a growing economy 
with immense potential based on their 
abundant natural resources and a cul-
ture that values hard work. A more 
stable Colombia will allow the country 
to further expand their economy, 
which would be a benefit to us right 
here at home. 

At a time when there are so many 
foreign policy challenges around the 
globe, Colombia is a rare success story. 
The country was literally on the verge 
of becoming a failed state, but now 
they are a leader in the region. The 
United States maintains significant bi-
lateral relations and has provided im-
portant diplomatic assistance to the 
Colombian Government, but we have 
done so without becoming overly in-
volved in their local affairs. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to emphasize 
my strong support for the Colombian 
peace process, and I call on every Mem-
ber of this House to also lend their sup-
port to that process. We need to en-
courage our neighbors in South Amer-
ica. I want to commend President 
Santos for his leadership and his com-
mitment to a lasting peace. 

I also want to highlight the impor-
tant work of Ambassador Pinzón. I ap-
preciate his friendship, and I applaud 
his work to strengthen the partnership 
between the United States and Colom-
bia. 

Ultimately, only the people of Co-
lombia can reach the lasting peace 
agreement that restores justice and 
order to their country, but the United 
States can—and I believe we must— 
stand ready to assist the Colombian 
Government as they finalize this proc-
ess and then as they move their coun-
try out of conflict and into a period of 
stability and lasting peace. 

f 

ANOTHER AMERICAN SHOT DOWN 
BY THE POLICE 

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

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Mr. Speaker, I had 
planned to talk about something else 
this morning, but the events of the last 
12 hours changed my plans. 

I watched this morning on TV and 
online—like a lot of Americans—an-
other of our fellow Americans shot 
down by the police. This time it was in 
St. Paul, Minnesota. Earlier this week, 
it was in Baton Rouge. But we know it 
is everywhere—in Chicago, in Balti-
more, in South Carolina. 

It seems that every week or month 
another Black man is shot by the po-
lice, and we always have the same reac-
tion: Oh, it is a tragedy; there should 
be an investigation. A lawsuit is filed, 
and another settlement. Oh, the Jus-
tice Department and the FBI need to 
oversee the investigation because we 
cannot trust the police to police them-
selves. And then we go back to business 
as usual, and nobody actually does 
anything. 

State by State, city by city, and 
county by county, we might make this 
reform or that reform, but there is no 
national strategy to stop police from 
killing people, especially Black people, 
especially Black men. 

I wept this morning as I watched the 
mother of Philando Castile describe 
her son. She said he had a job, he 
served children in the cafeteria, and 

that he was a calm young man. She 
also said that he was not a thug. 

Why does a Black woman in the 21st 
century in the United States of Amer-
ica, while a Black man sits in the Oval 
Office, almost 50 years after Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr., was gunned down, why 
does she have to start her description 
of her son with ‘‘He was not a thug’’? 
She said: ‘‘We are being hunted.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, this is another sad 
chapter in American history. 

I do not feel compelled to say in de-
scribing my grandson Luisito: Well, 
first and foremost, he is not a gang 
banger, he is not a thug. But for this 
Black mother and for a lot of African 
American mothers in this country, 
that is something they feel a necessity 
to say. 

This mother did everything right. 
Her son was still shot dead by the po-
lice. This young man was riding in the 
passenger seat of a car with his fiancée 
and 4-year-old little daughter in the 
backseat. 

He had a permit to carry a weapon, 
which he announced to the police. So 
he had gone through the background 
check, gone through the training, and 
had the concealed carry permit. But he 
was shot dead in front of his loved 
ones, his fiancée and daughter. 

Why is it in 21st century America we 
have to have a conversation about how 
to avoid being shot by the police? Why 
do I have to instruct my grandson 
about deescalation if he comes in con-
tact with the police, about strategies 
to prevent a sworn public servant, an 
officer of the court, a trained member 
of law enforcement, and I have to in-
struct my teenage grandson how to 
prevent that person from shooting him 
to death for no reason? Why, Mr. 
Speaker? 

We have no national strategy, no na-
tional conversation. When Americans 
are literally crying out in the streets 
that, yes, Black lives matter, we have 
no response from the Congress, the peo-
ple’s House. None. 

The head of the FBI announces he 
won’t press charges against a candidate 
in the Democratic Party. Stop every-
thing; we need to have hearings, con-
gressional hearings. Benghazi, let’s 
spend millions on hearings, political 
hearings. Planned Parenthood, let’s 
form a special committee to do what 
the majority party feels is important 
from their political point of view. 

But a young Black man is shot by po-
lice in his car in cold blood? Nothing. 
Young men are shot by police, video-
tapes are withheld from the public, and 
nothing happens. 

Mr. Speaker, I think Black lives mat-
ter. I think the lives of young men in 
inner cities across this country matter. 
And I think this Congress should be the 
place where America comes together to 
decide what we are going to do about 
young Black men getting shot by the 
police. Not next week, when it is going 
to happen again. Not next month, when 
it is going to happen again. Not wait-
ing safely until after the election, 
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when it happens again, again, and 
again. 

Mr. Speaker, this Congress needs to 
come together and lead, and we need to 
start right now. 

f 

RESTORING ACCESS TO 
MEDICATION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Restoring Ac-
cess to Medication Act, introduced by 
my good friend and colleague, Con-
gresswoman LYNN JENKINS. 

Mr. Speaker, for far too long, Mis-
souri families have suffered from the 
never-ending financial burdens and 
health consequences imposed by the 
Affordable Care Act. From limited ac-
cess to physicians to skyrocketing pre-
miums, ObamaCare has failed our 
country and our people. 

For years, Missouri families have 
used health savings accounts and flexi-
ble spending accounts as an important 
tool to save and help pay their medical 
expenses, including over-the-counter 
drugs. In the United States, more than 
20 million individuals and families 
have taken advantage of HSAs and 
FSAs. They have counted on them to 
help protect against unexpected 
healthcare expenses and better plan for 
medical costs throughout the year. 

Under ObamaCare, the administra-
tion did its best to get rid of these 
HSAs and FSAs by limiting the 
amount of savings people could con-
tribute to them and how that money 
could be used. They even mandate that 
funds in HSAs and FSAs cannot be used 
to purchase over-the-counter medica-
tions without a prescription from a 
physician. Simply put, this administra-
tion added yet another layer of ‘‘Wash-
ington knows best’’ red tape to how to 
spend your money and how to manage 
your health care. 

As a mother of three, I remember 
sick children, cold and flu seasons, and 
late-night runs to the drugstore for 
cough syrup and fever reducers. I know 
that these unexpected expenses di-
rectly impact families that are fight-
ing to make ends meet. Adding another 
doctor’s visit just so you can use your 
already saved money to purchase over- 
the-counter medications is unfair, it is 
wrong, and it is downright senseless. 

The Restoring Access to Medication 
Act will repeal this portion of the law 
that unfairly targets pocketbooks and 
reduces access to everyday medications 
like aspirin and allergy relief. This leg-
islation will put Americans back in the 
driver’s seat, restoring control of the 
family’s day-to-day health expenses 
and needs. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to this legis-
lation increasing access to over-the- 
counter medications that families 
need, it allows Americans to, most im-
portantly, increase the amount of 
money they contribute to their health 
savings accounts. While doubling the 

amount both individuals and families 
can contribute to their accounts in 
2017, this new law will also have a net 
decrease of $2.2 billion for our Federal 
budget over the fiscal years 2016 
through 2026. 

Mr. Speaker, I am thrilled that the 
House has passed this bipartisan, com-
monsense legislation which places the 
healthcare needs of families above the 
liberal interests of bureaucrats in 
Washington. It will save families 
money and put them further in control 
of their healthcare decisions, some-
thing the ever-failing Affordable Care 
Act will never do. 

f 

HISTORY OF THE ASSAULT 
WEAPONS BAN 

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, dur-
ing my 28 years representing Seattle in 
the Congress, there have, unfortu-
nately, been several mass shootings in 
my district, including one in 2006 at 
the Jewish Community Center and an-
other one in 2014 at Seattle Pacific 
University. I know the pain and the 
frustration that members of the dele-
gation from central Florida are feeling 
3 weeks after the shooting in Orlando. 

As a psychiatrist, I know and under-
stand the trauma that these types of 
violent events inflict on individuals 
and communities. As someone who was 
around Congress in 1994 when the first 
assault weapons ban was passed, and in 
2004 when it expired without action, I 
thought it would be useful to talk for a 
few minutes today about the history of 
that ban and how Congress capitulated 
to the gun lobby and allowed weapons 
designed for killing to flood our com-
munities. 

Congress began consideration of an 
assault weapons ban after two mass 
shootings in California. In January, in 
1989, a disturbed man with a long 
criminal history walked into the Cleve-
land Elementary School in Stockton, 
California, and fired 106 rounds in 3 
minutes from his semiautomatic rifle, 
killing 5 children and wounding 32. 
Nothing happened. It is no surprise 
that we have the same thing happen in 
Connecticut and nothing happens. 

Four years later, in 1993, a failed 
businessman opened fire in the Pettit 
& Martin law firm in San Francisco 
with a pair of semiautomatic pistols, 
shooting hollow point ammunition. 

b 1030 

The predictable public outcry and 
strong support for an assault weapons 
ban following these shootings led Sen-
ator DIANNE FEINSTEIN to put forward 
legislation that would ban semiauto-
matic weapons. In an unprecedented 
show of bipartisan support, former 
Presidents Jimmy Carter, Ronald 
Reagan, and Gerald Ford joined to-
gether to publicly urge Congress to 
‘‘listen to the American public and to 

the law enforcement community and 
support a ban on the further manufac-
ture of these weapons.’’ 

A ban on assault weapons eventually 
passed the Congress in 1994 as a part of 
the Violent Crime Control and Law En-
forcement Act. However, in order to 
get that legislation through the House, 
a costly consensus was made to gun 
rights supporters and the NRA that al-
lowed the ban to sunset or expire after 
10 years. So, despite the importance of 
the assault weapon ban, it was allowed 
to expire. 

From 2003–2008, Senator FEINSTEIN 
led numerous efforts to reauthorize the 
ban, but not a single bill left her com-
mittee. We had the same here in the 
House. Carolyn McCarthy made the 
plea over and over again. Her husband 
and son died on a Long Island Railroad 
train from a guy who came into the 
train and shot up the aisle and killed 
them. One hundred four people were 
gunned down during this time period in 
mass shootings, and all Congress did 
was to send a message that weapons de-
signed for use in the theater of war 
were acceptable for use on our streets. 

While I certainly do not want to min-
imize the loss of lives, I find it impor-
tant to point out that Congress felt 
compelled to act on an assault weapons 
ban in 1994, following two shootings 
that killed a combined total of 13 peo-
ple. For some reason, this body can’t 
seem to summon the courage to act 
after 27 are killed in Connecticut, 24 in 
San Bernardino, 9 in Oregon, 12 in Col-
orado, and 49 in Orlando. And I could 
go on and on and on for my entire 
speech. 

The question you have to ask is: 
Have we become so numb to the pain of 
mass shootings that, no matter how 
many innocent people are gunned 
down, we won’t find the will to act? 
Has the NRA desensitized my Repub-
lican colleagues so much that the 
slaughter of children in a kindergarten 
doesn’t even result in a single vote on 
the floor, a denial to bring the issue 
out here and debate it in public? 

What is the price that the American 
people must pay before Republicans 
quit this obstruction? 100 killed? 200? 
Fifty doesn’t seem to hit threshold. 

I understand reinstating the assault 
weapons ban will be tough, but, Mr. 
Speaker, we must have that debate if 
we are going to have a society in which 
we all feel safe. 

f 

BRING THE BILLS FOR A VOTE 

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

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
like being here. I had meetings I had to 
cancel. I had phone calls I had to put 
off. But I am committed to doing ev-
erything I can to get two votes on the 
floor—just two. They are simple issues: 
no fly, no buy, and closing the gaping 
loopholes in background checks for the 
purchase of a gun. That shouldn’t be a 
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problem. I don’t know anybody who op-
poses those items. 

We can’t get a bill on the floor be-
cause the Republican majority is afraid 
of their own position. They are scared 
to let the American people know where 
they stand on these issues. 

Just yesterday, we had to use a legis-
lative gimmick called a motion to re-
commit, which nobody in America un-
derstands—I didn’t understand it be-
fore I got here—but it was the only way 
we could get the issue on the floor. And 
even then, when Mr. THOMPSON offered 
it, it was ruled out of order. 

Through machinations of rule on rule 
on rule, we weren’t even allowed to 
vote on that. The item was ruled non-
germane and a motion was made to lay 
it on the table. The only vote we got 
was to overrule the ruling of the Re-
publican chair to lay it on the table. 

The people who voted to lay it on the 
table yesterday voted to allow terror-
ists to buy weapons. The people who 
voted to lay it on the table yesterday 
voted to allow criminals and terrorists 
to continue to buy guns under our cur-
rent gaps in the background check law. 
That is what that vote was. 

Now, I know no Republican who 
voted that way will go home and ex-
plain it to their constituents. They will 
say: Oh, no, it was just a procedural 
motion. And many of them will prob-
ably get away with it. That is a shame. 

What I don’t understand is why peo-
ple claim this is somehow against due 
process—and, by the way, the bills 
have due process in them; written by a 
Republican during a Republican Presi-
dential administration—when there is 
plenty of due process. If anybody wants 
to add more, we will add more. 

No one was concerned about due 
process when they voted for the PA-
TRIOT Act that allowed the NSA to 
listen to everybody’s cell phone con-
versations. No one was caring about 
due process when Americans grabbed 
people from around the world and kept 
them under lock and key for as long as 
we want. But now we are concerned 
about it. God forbid we offer an amend-
ment to deal with their concerns. 

All I want is a vote. All I want is 
Members of this body to have the cour-
age of their convictions. If you think 
those bills are bad, bring them to the 
floor and vote ‘‘no’’ and go home and 
explain it to your constituents. I do it 
all the time. That is why I came here. 
I thought that is what we did. 

We are not supposed to be the people 
who hide. We are supposed to be lead-
ers. Lead. Don’t cower in fear behind 
political nonsense and gimmickry be-
cause you haven’t got the courage of 
your convictions. 

This issue will not go away. The 
American people are tired—and have 
been for a long time—of politicians 
who refuse to stand up and be counted 
for their principles. 

We don’t mind disagreements. I don’t 
mind losing on an issue here and there. 
I do mind not being given the oppor-
tunity to debate and vote on the im-

portant issues of the day, issues that 
everybody in America wants. Mr. 
Speaker, that is why I am here. 

We will debate the merits another 
time—if we are lucky—but it will not 
go away, and you cannot hide from 
your refusal to allow a vote on these 
two simple, commonsense proposals. 

f 

VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE 

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

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
associate myself with the outstanding 
comments of my colleague from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. CAPUANO). I couldn’t 
agree with him more. 

I am, proudly, a member and co-chair 
of our task force against gun violence. 
I proudly support every American’s 
right to own a firearm. I believe as 
strongly as anyone in this room that 
all we are trying to do here is get a 
vote, a simple vote—let the votes fall 
where they may—a simple vote on clos-
ing loopholes as they relate to back-
ground checks and making sure terror-
ists can’t buy guns if they can’t even 
fly. 

Now, over the last many months, I 
have spent many 5-minutes talking 
about all those who have died because 
of mass shootings in this country. I 
have a memorial wall outside my office 
that is filling up quite quickly with all 
the lives that have been lost because of 
mass shootings. 

During our sit-in on the House floor 
last week, we read the names of those 
in Orlando who were victims. Today, I 
am going to remember the 54 other vic-
tims last month in 51 other mass 
shootings that took place in the month 
of June. Even excluding Orlando, so 
many people last month were affected 
by mass shootings that I don’t have 
time within my 5 minutes to list those 
who were injured but survived. 

Here are those who died in mass 
shootings in June that were not vic-
tims in Orlando: 

Devonne Burton, 28; Sean Pointe, 27; 
and Derrius Woods, 27; were killed on 
June 4 in Denver, Colorado. 

Brian Harris, 44, and Robert Sykes, 
also 44, were killed when a gunman 
opened fire in a motel on June 5 in 
Phoenix, Arizona. 

Jeremy Taylor, 54, and Sean Strick-
land, 26, were killed when a gunman 
opened fire in a convenience store on 
June 7 in Cape Coral, Florida. 

Raekwon Brown, 17, was killed out-
side a school on June 8 in Dorchester, 
Massachusetts. 

Adrian Potts, 20, was killed outside 
of a university apartment complex on 
June 11 in Charlotte, North Carolina. 

Stephanie Gonzalez, 17, and her sis-
ter, Kimberly Gonzalez, 13, were killed 
by their mother’s ex-boyfriend on June 
11 in Los Angeles, California. The 
shooter also wounded their mother and 
brother. 

Cynthia Villegas, 34, and her daugh-
ters, Yamilen, 14, Cynthia Janeth, 11, 

Abby, 7, and Ida, 3, were killed by their 
husband and father on June 11 in 
Roswell, New Mexico. 

An unidentified 30-year-old man was 
killed outside an ice skating park on 
June 11 in Stockton, California. 

Reggina Jefferies, 16, was killed as 
she was attending a memorial service 
on June 14 in Oakland, California. She 
had just performed a praise dance hon-
oring two boys who drowned. 

Robert Marto, 54, and Jason Moore, 
41, were killed outside of a bar on June 
18 in Warren, Ohio. 

Cameron Wilkins, 21, and Felicia Wil-
liams, 32, were killed in a housing com-
plex on June 18 in Waycross, Georgia. 
Cameron had seven children. 

Ronald Graves, 30, was killed in a 
house on June 19 in Exmore, Virginia. 

Gary Porter, 41, was killed at a party 
on June 19 in Syracuse, New York. He 
had four children. 

Monte Compton, 24, and his cousin, 
Donte Jefferson, 29, were killed on 
June 21 in Louisville, Kentucky. 

Gerald Berkey, 36, Jackson Edens, 28, 
and Terron McGrath, 31, were killed in 
a trailer on June 22 in Lacey, Wash-
ington. Terron leaves behind two 
daughters, 8 and 12. 

An unidentified man was killed on 
June 22 in DeKalb County, Georgia. 

Carlina Renee Gray, 50, Jan Marie 
Parks, 55, and Allen Rowlett, 60, were 
killed on June 24 in District Heights, 
Maryland. 

Treavon Lewis, 22, and Jordan 
Larkin, 18, were killed at a dance club 
on June 25 in Fort Worth, Texas. 

Fernando Wingfield, 44, was killed 
outside a bar on June 26 in Atlanta, 
Georgia. 

An unidentified man was killed on 
June 26 near a pool in Houston, Texas. 

Ruben Rigoberto-Reyes, 60, Edmundo 
Amaro-Bajonero, 26, and Katie 
Gildersleeve, 30, were killed on June 27 
on a blueberry farm in Woodburn, Or-
egon. 

Phoukeo Dej-Oudom, 35, and her chil-
dren, Dalavanh, 15, Xonajuk, 14, and 
Anhurak, 9, were killed by their hus-
band and father on June 29 in Las 
Vegas, Nevada. 

Chanda Foreman, 37, was killed while 
sitting in her car on June 30, in Chi-
cago, Illinois. It was her birthday and 
she was going out to celebrate. 

This carnage must end. Just give us a 
vote on two modest bills to help stem 
the bloodshed. 

f 

A MESSAGE 68 YEARS IN THE 
MAKING 

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

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I love my country. No one says the 
Pledge of Allegiance with greater en-
thusiasm than I. No one sings ‘‘God 
Bless America’’ with more love for 
country than I. 

b 1045 

Mr. Speaker, I consider it a pre-
eminent privilege to stand in the well 
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of the Congress of the United States of 
America to address some of the great 
issues of our time. 

Mr. Speaker, the message that I de-
liver today has been 68 years in the 
making. The message that I deliver 
today had its genesis with my mother, 
who cautioned me that I must behave a 
certain way in the presence of the con-
stabulary, the police; a mother who 
was concerned for her son, who always 
made it very clear to me that I had to 
say yes, sir and no, sir, and that I had 
to always accept whatever the police 
said to me. 

This message is 68-plus years in the 
making, Mr. Speaker. The message is, 
in part, based upon what my uncle, who 
was a deputy sheriff, shared with me 
about my behavior in the presence of 
the police; that I must always, always 
yield to the police; submit to the po-
lice; never challenge the police. Sixty- 
eight years in the making, Mr. Speak-
er. 

Mr. Speaker, my heart is heavy after 
what has happened over the last 2 days 
to Black men in the United States of 
America. My heart is heavy. I had the 
unfortunate circumstance of seeing 
what happened to that man in Baton 
Rouge, Louisiana, on the ground with 
his hands flailing, blood flowing from 
his chest. 

I heard the young lady this morning 
pleading to God: Jesus, God, don’t let 
him be dead. Maybe not her exact 
words, but very much what she said: 
Don’t let him be dead; don’t let this 
happen. 

Mr. Speaker, we have to do some-
thing about the killing of Black men at 
the hands of the constabulary in this 
country. If you don’t want to inves-
tigate the police, if you don’t want to 
investigate the system, the culture 
that causes it, investigate Black men. 
Find out why they want to run out in 
front of bullets. 

Let’s find out why they are the ones 
who are consistently, and with some 
degree of systemic order, forcing them-
selves upon the police such that they 
find themselves dead. Investigate us. 

I am a Black man in the United 
States of America. I have lived what I 
am saying. Sixty-eight years in the 
making, that is how long this speech 
has been made. I don’t need a written 
piece of paper. I know what is going on. 
I was a judge for 26 years. I saw it. I 
can give firsthand testimony about 
what is going on. It is time for us to in-
vestigate what is happening to Black 
men in this country. 

Black lives do matter. These people 
are trying to tell us something, these 
young people. We must listen to them. 
Let us not ignore what is going on. The 
camera’s eye doesn’t lie. If you look at 
these videos and you use your common 
sense, you know that there is some-
thing going on, and we need to inves-
tigate it. 

And it is pervasive, it is not just one- 
off circumstances that we are having 
to contend with. These things are hap-
pening across the length and breadth of 

this country. Every venue has some ac-
count that can be called to our atten-
tion. It is time for us to do something. 

Mr. Speaker, I call on you. Mr. 
Speaker, you are the Speaker of the 
whole House. Mr. Speaker, I call on 
you to assemble the House so that we 
can address the issue of Black men 
dying at the hands of police in this 
country. And we ought to investigate 
it to the extent that we come to con-
clusions about the people that are in-
volved in these tragedies. We should 
not have to have another mother to 
have her child in the car, 4 years of 
age, when her boyfriend is killed. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the 
time, and I thank God for giving me 68 
years to develop this message. And I 
pray, Mr. Speaker, that you will do 
something about what is happening to 
Black men in this country. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO THE 
CHANHASSEN HIGH SCHOOL 
GIRLS SOFTBALL TEAM 

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Chanhassen 
High School girls softball team on 
their State championship. 

After finishing their regular season 
with a record of 17–3, and in second 
place in the West Metro Conference 
standings, the third-seeded Storm went 
on to win four games straight to win 
the Section 2 championship. And then, 
as Section 2 representatives in the 
State tournament, the Storm won over 
Forest Lake, Hopkins, and Buffalo, 
outscoring their opponents 19–5 on 
their way to the championship. 

Mr. Speaker, it is accomplishments 
such as these that are a testament to 
the skills and the values that all high 
school athletics teach, and these young 
ladies demonstrated determination and 
toughness on the field as well as drive 
and responsibility in the classroom. 

Balancing schoolwork and athletics 
can be challenging, but these student 
athletes proved themselves to be both 
leaders on the diamond and in the 
classroom. The families, teachers, 
friends, and our entire community are 
very proud of these young ladies. I con-
gratulate the Chanhassen High School 
softball team on their win. 

f 

LIFE AS A BLACK MAN IN 
AMERICA 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, my topic today was going to be on 
the issue of gun violence, mass shoot-
ings, the need for Congress to take 
some action to keep America safe, the 
fact that 90 percent of the people of 
this country want Congress to take 
some action. I was going to speak 
about that today. 

But I would be remiss, as a Black 
man in America, to pass up the oppor-
tunity to comment about life as a 
Black man in America, in an urban set-
ting, particularly when it comes to po-
lice community relations, you see, be-
cause we live in a gun culture, and 
nowadays, everybody has a gun. 

Some folks have a culture of growing 
up shooting, hunting. Nothing wrong 
with that. Take the kids to the gun 
show, the family, on a Saturday after-
noon. And at the gun show there is a 
bunch of unlicensed gun dealers there 
selling weapons of mass destruction to 
any and everybody. That is a part of 
the culture because everybody wants a 
gun. 

Well, it is time for universal back-
ground checks. That is a simple piece 
of legislation, closing the gun show 
loophole, which that loophole is bigger 
than the Goodyear Blimp traveling 
sideways. That loophole is so big that 
you could fit the Goodyear Blimp 
through it sideways, and it is worth 
nothing because unlicensed gun dealers 
can sell guns to any and everybody. 
Any and everybody can purchase a gun 
over the Internet, no background check 
required. We need to close that gun 
show loophole by passing legislation 
that enforces the notion that there will 
be universal background checks. 

I wanted to talk about that today, 
and I still think that is important. But 
even if we have universal background 
checks in this country, there is still a 
problem for Black folks who decide to 
arm themselves. 

I mean, we had the case of Philando 
Castile in Falcon Heights, Minnesota, 
yesterday, pulled over for a busted tail-
light. Here is a working man in the car 
with his girlfriend and her 4-year-old 
daughter, and he is armed, as everyone 
else in America is. But he is a Black 
man riding in the streets of a city in 
America, and so he must not be al-
lowed to have that gun or, at least, if 
he has one, everybody is in such fear 
that they develop a trigger finger. And 
when he reaches for his license, then he 
gets blasted four times and his life is 
snuffed out. That is what happens to 
Black folks in America. 

Now we find out that the man had a 
valid license to carry that firearm. In 
many States now, due to what the NRA 
lobby has done, you don’t even need a 
license to carry the firearm in your 
car. So the man was acting lawfully. 
He gets blasted. He is no longer with 
us. 

The day before, Alton Sterling got a 
little hustle going on. He is selling CDs 
at the store, at the corner store. Why 
shouldn’t he be allowed to have a weap-
on? He has got a weapon in his pocket. 
Everybody else has got a weapon in 
their pocket. But no, he is a Black guy, 
and so we automatically develop a trig-
ger finger when the police approach. 
Take him down hard, two on one, 
throwing him all across the car. You 
saw the video. 

If the man had wanted to shoot, he 
would have pulled the gun out much 
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quicker than when they threw him 
across the car and had him on the 
ground pinned to the ground. And he 
ends up getting shot in the back and in 
the chest. 

This is life in America. This is our 
culture of gun violence that this Con-
gress has allowed to manifest itself in 
this way. 

We shouldn’t have to live like this. 
Nobody should have to live like this. 
People walking around afraid of what 
their neighbor is going to do to them 
because they know that he has got a 
mental problem and he should not have 
a weapon, but he was able to get it over 
the Internet or through the gun show, 
unlicensed firearm dealers. 

So weapons have proliferated into 
our society. We are now at war, not 
with a foreign enemy, but with our-
selves, with our neighbor. It is not fair 
to any of us. 

But I tell you, when America coughs, 
Black folks have always gotten pneu-
monia. Nowadays, when America 
coughs, Black folks die, and it really 
has to stop, ladies and gentlemen. This 
is not the way that we should live. 

f 

A CALL FOR MEANINGFUL ACTION 
ON GUN VIOLENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to call for meaningful action on gun vi-
olence. The key word in that sentence 
is ‘‘meaningful.’’ 

The tragedy in Orlando served as a 
dark wake-up call to all Americans. 
Across the Nation, in every major city, 
to every small town, Americans are 
speaking with one voice saying: 
‘‘Enough is enough.’’ 

The American people are demanding 
a no fly, no buy bill that prevents 
those on the terror watch list from 
purchasing firearms. 

How have Republicans responded? 
They have put together a weak, un-

workable, and convoluted bill that will 
not address the real problem. 

Imagine, under this legislation, law 
enforcement must convince a court 
within 72 hours that the buyer ‘‘has 
committed or will commit an act of 
terrorism’’ before it could block a gun 
sale. 

Is this your idea of homeland secu-
rity? Really? Is this how you protect 
the homeland? 

Mr. Speaker, the standard is simply 
unreachable and unworkable. Now, one 
has to wonder where Republicans got 
such an unfeasible idea. 

b 1100 

The answer is as simple as it is sad. 
The NRA, which represents large weap-
on manufacturers, wrote this legisla-
tion. We need a real, effective no fly, 
no buy bill that stops those on the ter-
rorist watch list from purchasing fire-
arms. The Republican legislation is 
simply a giveaway to the NRA that 

will hobble law enforcement. We also 
need a system of effective, universal 
background checks that keeps guns out 
of the hands of those who would do us 
harm. 

Once again, House Republicans are 
standing in the way. They are pre-
venting consideration of this measure 
that is supported by 90 percent of the 
American people. Why? Just to keep 
their friends in the NRA lobby happy 
with them. Why? Follow the money. 

Mr. Speaker, this is unconscionable. 
The week after the Orlando slaughter, 
I read on this floor the names of the 
victims. At that time, I said that while 
we will never forget them, their mem-
ory will inspire us to real change. But 
this is not real change. We do not 
honor the victims of Orlando by pass-
ing legislation written by the NRA and 
gun manufacturing lobbyists. In fact, if 
anything, this legislation is an insult 
to the intelligence of the American 
people. Well, I have news for you. The 
American people see through this, and 
they are not buying it. 

I urge my colleagues: do what is 
right. Reject this unworkable NRA- 
backed trick so that we can vote on 
real, meaningful legislation to address 
gun violence in this country. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE 

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

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks ago, I joined with 
my colleagues here in the House of 
Representatives, and we took an ex-
traordinary action. We sat in, we ral-
lied, we challenged the Republican 
leadership, and we spoke out about gun 
violence in a way that we had never 
done before. 

We said to the leadership: Enough is 
enough; we have got to do something 
about these mass murders; we have got 
to do something about these guns. 

We challenged the leadership because 
we all know that the gun lobby has too 
much influence and too much control 
in this House. We also know that too 
many of our Members will not confront 
this issue on the opposite side of the 
aisle because, as it has been said, they 
are the handmaidens of the NRA. So we 
gathered, we spoke out, and we were 
talking about two simple bills that we 
wanted them to vote for. 

We are trying to educate the Amer-
ican people that those who do not want 
to go against the gun lobby will have 
the American citizens believe that we 
are trying to take away their guns. We 
are not trying to take away anybody’s 
guns. This is not about the Constitu-
tion or the Second Amendment. We 
simply said we want to bring to the 
floor two simple pieces of legislation. 

One is no fly, no buy. What does that 
mean? It simply means if you are on 
the list of persons who are prevented 
from flying because you are suspected 
of being a possible person involved in 

terrorism or something of that sort, 
you cannot get on an airplane. It is 
something about your background, 
what you have done, and the connec-
tions that you have that will not allow 
you to place our people on the airplane 
at risk. 

So what we are saying is if you can’t 
fly because you will place fliers at risk, 
you shouldn’t be able to buy a gun. So 
that is what no fly, no buy is all about. 
If you are too dangerous to fly, then 
you shouldn’t be able to go and pur-
chase a gun. That is very simple. 

The other is universal background 
checks, and that is very simple. We 
have some background check laws, but 
still there are people who sell guns out 
of the back of their car at these gun 
shows, and they have no background 
checks. They could be murderers, they 
could be people who are involved with 
serious domestic violence, they could 
be people who are dangerous, and they 
could be mentally ill. We are saying we 
have to have universal background 
checks. 

What is controversial about those 
two bills? But they won’t pay atten-
tion. They will not take up the bill. As 
a matter of fact, the leadership is 
threatening us. They want to charge us 
with violations of the House rules, take 
us to the Ethics Committee, and have 
us sanctioned in some way because 
they say we have violated the rules. 

Well, I say to them: I won’t be in-
timidated. I am not afraid of them or 
the Ethics Committee. If they want to 
take us to the Ethics Committee, come 
on, let’s go, because we are going to 
stand up for what we believe in, and we 
are not going to be intimidated by 
being charged with violation of the 
rules of the House. 

Now, while I am talking about not 
being intimidated by anybody, I want 
to congratulate and thank Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas for what he says has 
been a 68-year journey where he got up 
in our caucus today, and he took this 
floor in a way that I have not seen any 
Member of Congress in the years that I 
have been here take the floor and just 
bare their hearts and just say what is 
on their mind. I have never seen a 
Member of this House come to tears 
and beg us to do something about the 
killing of Black men, in particular, 
that is going on. 

While we are dealing with gun vio-
lence—and we are dealing with gun vio-
lence to protect everybody—I want to 
tell you, I have been here when we have 
had the mothers up here from New-
town. I went to Charleston, South 
Carolina, where the Emanuel Nine were 
killed, and I stayed up all night with 
people placing flowers in front of the 
church. I literally went to Mr. AGUILAR 
and sat with him when the San 
Bernardino massacre happened. We 
were here when Columbine happened, 
and we all thought at that time that 
we have got to do something. We have 
done nothing. 

Then there is Orlando, Florida; there 
is Aurora; there is Arizona; there is 
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Virginia Tech; and on and on and on. 
We have been fighting to do something 
about these massacres. The police 
should be with us. The police should 
not complicate our job by doing what 
is being done. 

You have heard about the latest two 
killings in Baton Rouge and in Min-
nesota. They are absolutely heart-
breaking. I listened last evening to this 
woman crying, screaming, and saying: 
‘‘God, please don’t let him die.’’ 

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

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Well, you may stop me now because my 
time is up. But I will be back. I will not 
stop on these two issues: massacres and 
the killing of Black men in particular. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MOULTON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, I stand 
here today as someone who supports 
the Constitution, including the Second 
Amendment. I stand here today as 
someone who believes in protecting our 
national security. In fact, I have risked 
my life to defend it. I stand here as 
someone who supports the will of the 
American people because that is my 
job. 

In my previous job, I was an infantry 
officer in the United States Marine 
Corps. Over the course of four tours in 
Iraq, I used guns every single day to do 
my job. In fact, guns saved my life. I do 
not want to take away guns from me or 
any other law-abiding American cit-
izen. But I do want to make sure that 
terrorists, criminals, domestic abusers, 
and the dangerously mentally ill do 
not get guns they shouldn’t have. 

All we need to do to accomplish that 
are two simple, commonsense things: 
background checks for all sales of guns 
with no loopholes that criminals and 
terrorists can exploit; and, second, if 
you are too dangerous to fly, you are 
too dangerous to buy. 

These simple, commonsense gun safe-
ty measures are supported by nine out 
of 10 Americans. So if we are going to 
do our job here in Congress, if we are 
going to follow the will of the Amer-
ican people, if we are going to protect 
our national security, and if we are 
going to continue to uphold the Con-
stitution, then we should do these 
things. 

The reason that they are so impor-
tant is because of the Americans who 
have been killed by senseless gun vio-
lence. 

Mr. Speaker, the following is a list of 
mass shooting victims from just 2016 
alone: 

Antoine Bell, age 17. 
Raymon Blount, age 29. 
Ira Brown, age 20. 
Joshua Steven Morrison, age 18. 
Randy Peterson, age 64. 
Sean Marquez, age 19. 
Marvin Douglas Lancaster, III, age 

21. 

Jennifer Jacques, age 42. 
Ernesto Ayber, age 29. 
Carlos Bates, age 29. 
Isaiah Major, III, age 43. 
Dwight Hughes, Jr., age 21. 
Trisha Nelson, age 28. 
Armando Curiel, age 17. 
Raul Lopez, age 19. 
Angel Lopez, age 20. 
Officer James Lee Tartt, age 44. 
Manuel Ortiz, age 28. 
Mary Lou Nye, age 62. 
Dorothy Brown, age 74. 
Barbara Hawthorne, age 68. 
Rich Smith, age 53. 
Tyler Smith, age 17. 
Emma Wallace, age 37. 
The Buckner family, including moth-

er, Kimberly; father, Vic; 18-year-old 
daughter, Kaitlin; and 6-year-old 
daughter, Emma. 

A deputy sheriff, Corporal Nate 
Carrigan, age 35. 

Renee Benjamin, age 30. 
Josh Higbee, age 31. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

time of the gentleman has expired. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has the responsibility under 
clause 2 of rule I to preserve order and 
decorum. As the Chair ruled on June 
12, 2003, an exhibition involving Mem-
bers trafficking the well is a breach of 
decorum. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Merciful God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

Every day work is done on this Hill 
that is building toward legislation 
meant to improve the lives of Ameri-
cans and guarantee a future of hope for 
our children. 

On this day, the eyes of our citizens 
are especially focused here. May the 
day be marked by openness, clarity, 
and goodwill, so that as these months 
lead up to an election that will give us 
the confidence to believe that You are 
with us throughout, and that for those 
who love You and place their trust in 
You, as we claim to do, all things work 
for good. 

Bless the Members of the people’s 
House with wisdom and patience this 
day. 

And may all we do be done for Your 
greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

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

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. JUDY CHU) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

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

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO MITCH 
HERRICK ON HIS RETIREMENT 

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to congratulate a dear 
friend and a patriot, Mitch Herrick, 
who will be retiring after 30 years of in-
valuable service to our great country, 
first as a U.S. marine, and then as an 
air traffic controller. 

I have known Mitch for almost a dec-
ade, when he began working at the 
Miami air traffic control tower at 
Miami International Airport, located 
in my congressional district. During 
his time there, Mitch has also rep-
resented the National Air Traffic Con-
trollers Association, or NATCA, as its 
local facility vice president and also as 
its local facility legislative representa-
tive. 

Representing NATCA on Capitol Hill 
and in my south Florida district has 
been a labor of love for Mitch, almost 
as much as he loves his dogs and his 
old Mitsubishi Galant. 

In 2013, NATCA was proud to present 
its highest legislative affairs honor, 
the Trish Gilbert Legislative Activism 
Award, to Mitch. 

I thank Mitch for his exceptional 
service and his commitment to public 
safety. I wish Mitch and his wife of 
over 20 years, Michelle, all the best on 
this well-deserved retirement. 

f 

VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE 

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

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, 90 people a day are killed by a fire-
arm in the United States of America. 
That is more than 33,000 families dev-
astated by gun violence last year. 
Those are statistics. I want to tell you 
and read the names of real people in 
my hometown whose families got that 
dreaded, unimaginable knock on the 
door: 

Jacob Walsh, age 25; 
Greg Bryant, Jr., age 21; 
Zedward Jackson, age 52; 
Gary Martin, age 52; 
Ledarius Fitzgerald, age 18; 
Herman Denis, age 18; 
Jack Bellino, age 28; 
Courtney McGriff, age 29; 
James Cartigiano, age 16; 
Anne Nau, age 21. 
And the list goes on. Who will get the 

next knock on the door? 
f 

ISIS IS A REAL THREAT 

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

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, less than a month ago, an 
American of Afghan descent shot and 
killed 49 people in Orlando. He did so 
while pledging allegiance to ISIS. In 
the words of the actual gunman, this 
was a terrorist attack. 

What is worse is that many of my 
colleagues across the aisle have at-
tempted to hijack facts and muddy the 
conversation. Why? Because this at-
tack further disproves the President’s 
narrative that ISIS is contained. 

Don’t even get me started on the fact 
that the President won’t say the words 
‘‘radical Islamic terrorist.’’ The admin-
istration even attempted to remove 
mention of ISIS in the 9/11 tran-
scription. 

Folks, ISIS has declared war against 
our American way of life, and we need 
to work together to protect all Ameri-
cans from future attacks, and our Com-
mander in Chief finally needs to come 
up with a strategy to defeat ISIS. 

f 

THE TIME FOR BOLD ACTION IS 
NOW 

(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, I under-
stand the Republican majority has 
pulled a bill from the floor agenda that 
would have created a new loophole al-
lowing terror suspects to get a gun. 
That is good news. The bill they pulled 
was the Cornyn-NRA gun lobby bill, 
and we are pleased that they pulled 
that bill. It is a terrible proposal that 
will only make matters worse in our 
country. 

But now it is time to bring up the 
meaningful bipartisan bill, the no fly, 
no buy legislation, and the meaningful 

background check legislation. And 
know this: until you do so, Mr. Speak-
er, we are not going away. We are not 
going anywhere because this issue is 
not going away. 

Putting aside Orlando for a mo-
ment—the last gentleman’s com-
ments—since the House gaveled back 
in on Tuesday, nearly 200 people have 
been killed or injured due to gun vio-
lence. I don’t know how many more 
people must fall victim to gun violence 
before this body, before House Repub-
licans will get the message. 

The time for bold action is now. I do 
know my Democratic colleagues and I 
are prepared to keep up this fight for 
as long as we have to to get meaningful 
gun legislation passed. 

f 

THE THREAT OF RADICAL 
ISLAMIC TERRORISM 

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

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express grave concern over 
the threat of radical Islamic terrorism. 

What we need is a comprehensive 
strategy to destroy terrorist organiza-
tions like ISIS. Instead, the adminis-
tration is ramping up the release of 
Guantanamo Bay detainees. 

Make no mistake, these detainees are 
the worst of the worst. One former de-
tainee has become a leader of al 
Qaeda’s affiliate in Yemen. Another, 
released last month, was Osama bin 
Laden’s bodyguard. Just weeks before 
the Olympics, here we are again. Au-
thorities in Brazil are on the hunt for 
a former detainee who went missing. 

With another two dozen detainees 
cleared for this summer, I worked to 
include key safeguards in next year’s 
National Defense Authorization Act, 
like requiring written agreements with 
foreign nations that accept these 
GTMO transfers. I introduced legisla-
tion with Senator STEVE DAINES to 
block all GTMO transfers until these 
safeguards are signed into law or until 
the end of the year. 

The President wants to empty GTMO 
and bring the remaining terrorists to 
U.S. soil. Mr. Speaker, we cannot allow 
these terrorist detainees to put Amer-
ican lives at risk. 

f 

CLOSE THE CHARLESTON 
LOOPHOLE 

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

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
once again call upon Members of Con-
gress to enact some commonsense gun 
reform because I really believe that we 
are misusing the word ‘‘reform’’ every 
time we talk about this issue. Reform 
means a change for the better. It 
doesn’t mean just to go through a proc-
ess. It means a change for the better. 

Mr. Speaker, we have seen that our 
gun laws need to change. I am very 

emotional for nine souls in my congres-
sional district who lost their lives be-
cause of an inadequate, nonsensical 
background check law that says that 
no matter what the situation might be, 
if you wait for 3 days, you can go get 
the gun. Irrespective of your mental 
condition, irrespective of your back-
ground, irrespective of your intentions, 
you can still buy the gun. 

We need to close this Charleston 
loophole, and we need to enact a law 
that says, if you are not qualified to 
buy a plane ticket, you are not quali-
fied to buy a gun. 

f 

A FAILURE OF OUR JUSTICE 
SYSTEM 

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, the 
revelations of the last few days have 
been, at best, an injustice and, at 
worst, government corruption of the 
highest degree. 

Earlier this week, FBI Director 
James Comey acknowledged that 
former Secretary of State Hillary Clin-
ton sent or received 110 emails that 
contained classified information 
through her unsecured server. He went 
as far as to say that Secretary Clin-
ton’s actions were ‘‘extremely care-
less.’’ Despite the FBI Director’s harsh 
criticism of Secretary Clinton’s ability 
or inability to protect highly sensitive 
material, it appears she will walk away 
without punishment. 

In an era where cybersecurity has be-
come one of the most important pillars 
of U.S. national security, this careless-
ness is totally unacceptable. What is 
even more unacceptable is that the Na-
tion’s top prosecutor met with Sec-
retary Clinton’s husband, former Presi-
dent Bill Clinton, in private 1 week be-
fore the Justice Department decided 
not to press charges. 

Mr. Speaker, it is possible Secretary 
Clinton threatened the security of this 
great country. There are those who 
have committed far lesser crimes who 
have faced far harsher consequences. 
The Attorney General’s decision not to 
prosecute Secretary Clinton is a failure 
of our justice system. 

In God we trust. 
f 

NOW IS THE TIME TO ACT 

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

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, last 
week on this floor, I told a story of a 
911 call that I took where an 11-year- 
old girl was murdered at the hands of 
her uncle. Her name was Yajaira. 
Today I want to tell you about Ethan 
Esparza. 

In 2006, when I was mayor of Pomona, 
Ethan was shot and killed while he was 
playing in his front yard during his 
birthday party. He would have turned 4 
years old the next day. 
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The murders of Yajaira and Ethan 

were completely senseless, but they are 
not rare. Every day, 91 people are 
killed because of gun violence. In the 
United States, you are more than 10 
times likely to die because of a firearm 
than in any other developed country. 

We have a problem, a problem that 
isn’t going to be solved by simply put-
ting our heads in the sand. It is time to 
stop this silence. We aren’t going to 
solve this. Now is the time to act. Now 
is the time to have a discussion about 
it. 

f 

REMEMBERING PENN STATE 
STUDENT MADISON HILL 

(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 honor of 
19-year-old Madison ‘‘Maddie’’ Hill, a 
student at Penn State University, who, 
sadly, passed away after a long battle 
with cancer last week. 

Madison was not originally from 
Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congressional 
District. In fact, she was a native of 
York County, but she was no stranger 
to Penn State University even before 
she started classes there as a student. 

Following her cancer diagnosis, 
Madison benefited from the Penn State 
IFC/Panhellenic Dance Marathon, or 
THON, the largest student-run philan-
thropy in the world, which raises funds 
and awareness for the fight against pe-
diatric cancer. 

Upon enrolling in Penn State, Madi-
son worked to provide that same sup-
port for other cancer patients as a vol-
unteer and family relations co-chair 
with THON. She was also a member of 
the university’s Blue & White Society. 

I join the entire Penn State commu-
nity in mourning the loss of Madison 
and offer my thoughts and prayers to 
her family and friends. 

f 

b 1215 

FOUR-YEAR-OLD BOY SHOT IN 
ALTADENA 

(Ms. JUDY CHU of California asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, yesterday morning, I woke up 
to the news that, overnight, a 4-year- 
old boy in my district, in Altadena, 
California, became one of the latest 
victims of gun violence. 

Salvador Esparza III was sitting on 
his front porch with a family friend 
when a car drove up, fired at least 13 
rounds, and drove off, leaving two bod-
ies. Hours later, we finally heard the 
tragic news. Little Salvador was dead. 
I was heartbroken. 

Now, I know the doctors did every-
thing they could to save his life. But 
what are we doing in Congress? Noth-
ing. Another life cut short, another 
family torn apart, another day of si-
lence from Congress. 

The NRA tells us the solution is 
more guns. Well, we already have more 
guns than any other country in the 
world, and it is not working. Having 
more guns would not have helped 4- 
year-old Salvador. But we could have. 

Enough is enough. We must pass no 
fly, no buy and we must pass universal 
background checks. 

f 

AQUATIC INVASIVE SPECIES 
AWARENESS WEEK 

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

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, this 
week marks Aquatic Invasive Species 
Awareness Week. 

This is a good time to consider the 
threat that invasive species pose to all 
of our districts. Northern Michigan’s 
economy depends on the Great Lakes 
and our beautiful outdoors. Invasive 
species represent a direct threat to our 
way of life. 

Even before I came to Congress, I was 
working on invasive species issues. I 
live on an inland lake, and we had a 
really difficult invasive weed get out of 
control. I have been working for years 
with my neighbors to control it, so I 
know just how difficult, and important, 
it is to get local buy-in for this fight. 

Volunteers throughout northern 
Michigan are working right now to at-
tack invasive species on the ground. 
State officials are working to educate 
the public on how we can lessen the 
chance of spreading these invasive spe-
cies. 

These efforts are in addition to the 
great work in my district by profes-
sionals at institutions like Northern 
Michigan University and the Hammond 
Bay Biological Station. 

I hope this week we will bring further 
attention to this fight and help Con-
gress to focus more resources on this 
issue. 

f 

ADDRESSING THE URGENT NEED 
TO PASS NO FLY, NO BUY AND 
BACKGROUND CHECKS 

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

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, today, I 
rise to stress the urgent need to pass 
legislation to keep our communities 
safe from those with evil intent and 
who wish to harm innocent Americans. 

I am a strong supporter of the Second 
Amendment, and I believe we must up-
hold the tradition of my home State of 
New Hampshire for responsible, law- 
abiding gun ownership. But as we saw 
in Orlando, it is far too easy for indi-
viduals with evil intent to get ahold of 
firearms and target innocent American 
lives. 

That is why I strongly urge my col-
leagues to pass legislation to ban those 
on the terrorist watch list from pur-
chasing guns. What is more, we must 

increase background checks to prevent 
tragedies like the one in my home 
State of New Hampshire in 1997, when 
an incredibly disturbed man fatally 
shot Judge Vickie Bunnell, two State 
troopers, and a newspaper editor. Indi-
viduals like this should not be given 
access to lethal weapons. Rather, we 
should give access to mental health 
treatment. 

Let’s put aside party politics and do 
what is right to keep our communities 
safe. 

f 

NETWORKS’ COVERAGE OF 
ORLANDO ATTACK BIASED 

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
the Media Research Center recently 
issued a report highlighting the three 
major news networks’ slanted coverage 
of the Orlando terrorist attack. 

The Center found that ABC’s, NBC’s, 
and CBS’ broadcast network programs 
‘‘flooded their shows with statements 
favoring gun control over gun rights by 
a ratio of 8 to 1.’’ 

The Orlando attacker was a radical 
Islamic extremist who pledged his alle-
giance to ISIS before committing the 
worst terrorist attack on U.S. soil 
since September 11, 2001. Instead of fo-
cusing on gun control, the liberal na-
tional media should tell the American 
people the full story about the Orlando 
attacker’s radical Islamic views as the 
cause of these killings. Not a single 
gun control measure in Congress would 
have prevented his actions. 

f 

GUN LOBBY 
(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, gun 
violence permeates every aspect of our 
lives, from the streets of Chicago to 
law enforcement officers to Congress. 
Everybody is affected by what is going 
on. But we can do something about it 
by passing two bills that we have been 
talking about: the no fly, no buy and 
universal background checks. Neither 
is a solution to the entire problem, but 
both are good steps. 

The reason we haven’t done anything 
is simple: the $15 million a year gun 
manufacturing industry. And by pre-
venting action here through their cam-
paign donations and Capitol Hill lobby-
ists, they are controlling the discus-
sion. 

When I can’t act, when you can’t act, 
this House is being controlled by the 
gun industry. We—all of us, on both 
sides of the aisle—are looking to blame 
each other when the real culprits are 
the gun manufacturers. 

f 

REPLACE OBAMACARE 
(Mr. LAMALFA 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. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Do 
Democrats really realize how difficult 
it has been on working-class Americans 
to finance ObamaCare?’’ 

This question was asked at a town-
hall with a Democratic nominee by an 
Ohio woman who saw her premium 
more than double, from $490 a month to 
$1,081 a month. The answer she re-
ceived? Just keep shopping on the ex-
change until she finds a better deal. 

For the millions of Americans who 
continue to see their costs skyrocket, 
this is not an acceptable answer. From 
losing coverage, soaring premiums, and 
excess regulations, this system is sim-
ply unsustainable. 

Rather than propping up a failing 
system with temporary, costly fixes, 
let’s replace it with the patient-cen-
tered policies that actually work. That 
is what Republicans are proposing to 
do. One with more choices, not man-
dates, one that increases flexibility in 
coverage, spurs competition so rates 
will go down and not up, and puts doc-
tors and patients, not D.C. bureaucrats, 
back in charge of healthcare decisions. 

These are just some of the common-
sense ideas Republicans are advancing, 
and they really do represent a better 
way for people’s choices. 

ObamaCare has not, is not, and will 
not work. Let’s start giving people 
more choices and the answers they de-
serve. 

f 

KEEP AMERICANS SAFE FROM 
GUN VIOLENCE 

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission 
to address the House for 1 minute and 
to revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I urge Speaker 
RYAN to bring commonsense gun vio-
lence prevention legislation to the 
floor this week. 

Justice will never be served for the 
victims of Tucson, Aurora, Newtown, 
Charleston, San Bernardino, and Or-
lando as long as this body refuses to 
act and once again accepts the status 
quo. 

I support the Second Amendment and 
the right of Americans to own fire-
arms, but I believe it is the responsi-
bility of this body to ensure effective 
laws are in place to keep all Americans 
safe from gun violence. Congress did 
nothing after 20 children were fatally 
shot in Newtown in 2012, and nothing 
following what happened in Orlando, 
where 49 innocent people were mur-
dered. 

Congress must pass legislation that 
will require comprehensive background 
checks and close the gun show loop-
hole. That is why I am a cosponsor of 
the Thompson-King legislation. We 
must make progress in gun safety and 
mental health awareness and support 
gun safety lock laws. 

PRAYERS FOR BEN CRAIG 

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Ben Craig, a long-
time community leader in Overland 
Park, in my district, who is, sadly, bat-
tling liver cancer. Ben is known around 
town as the ‘‘Grandfather of Overland 
Park’’ and ‘‘Mr. Johnson County.’’ 

As a founder of the Overland Park 
Chamber of Commerce, he helped de-
velop and expand Johnson County 
Community College, a crown jewel in 
the metro area. As a member of our 
Rotary Club, Ben has set the bar pretty 
high, with 52 years of perfect attend-
ance. 

Ben truly embodies our Rotary 
motto ‘‘service above self.’’ Whether it 
was raising money for the college, Har-
vesters, or for one of my family’s favor-
ite destinations and landmarks in 
Overland Park, the Deanna Rose Chil-
dren’s Farmstead, he encourages others 
to step up and be part of our commu-
nity and to give back. 

I consider Ben a mentor and friend, 
and I am grateful to know him. His im-
pact will be felt for generations. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in saying 
a prayer for Ben and his family in 
these hard times as he fights against 
this horrible disease. 

f 

VOTE ON COMMONSENSE 
LEGISLATION 

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

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, my 
home State of Massachusetts has en-
acted some of the most comprehensive 
gun violence prevention laws in the Na-
tion, including universal background 
checks. 

Thanks to these commonsense re-
forms, Massachusetts has one of the 
lowest rates of gun deaths in the Na-
tion. Nevertheless, lax gun laws in 
other States make us a net importer of 
firearms, and we are certainly not im-
mune from the tragic impacts of gun 
violence. 

Americans have a right to be free 
from violence in our own communities, 
in our homes, in our schools, in our 
churches, and in our workplace. But it 
is clear that the States cannot do it 
alone. Congress must do more to keep 
guns out of the hands of criminals, do-
mestic abusers, and the dangerously 
mentally ill. You can’t know if some-
one falls into one of these categories 
without a background check. 

Mr. Speaker, our constituents sent us 
here to cast a vote on their behalf, and 
that is what we should be doing. Let us 
have a vote on commonsense, bipar-
tisan legislation that allows back-
ground checks for all gun sales. 

WHERE THERE IS HELP, THERE IS 
HOPE 

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

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, today, there 
are over 11 million Americans strug-
gling without proper treatment and 
care for mental health illnesses. 

Our system is riddled with inefficien-
cies, as various agencies patch together 
different programs with little to no co-
ordination. Because of this massive 
failure, patients far too often end up in 
the criminal justice system or on the 
streets, because the services are just 
not available. 

This week, Congress took decisive ac-
tion to fix this problem by passing a 
bill that I helped introduce with Rep-
resentative TIM MURPHY of Pennsyl-
vania, 422–2. Our bill will genuinely 
save lives and improve the quality of 
life for families all across this Nation. 

The bipartisan Helping Families in 
Mental Health Crisis Act is a perfect 
example of what we can accomplish 
when we set aside partisan differences 
and get to work for the people that we 
represent. This bill prioritizes treat-
ment to proactively prevent tragedy, 
emphasizing programs and resources 
that focus on getting patients the care 
they need. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan 
bill takes mental illness out of the 
shadows of ignorance, because we know 
that where there is help, there is hope. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION 

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, 2 
weeks ago, I joined my colleagues in an 
historic sit-in on the House floor, de-
manding action on gun violence in the 
wake of yet another mass shooting. 
Since then, I have heard from hundreds 
of Rhode Islanders who, like over 80 
percent of Americans and a high per-
centage of gun owners themselves, sup-
port our efforts for commonsense legis-
lation to keep guns out of the wrong 
hands and to address this public health 
crisis. 

Frustratingly, sadly, and inconceiv-
ably, Republican leaders in this Cham-
ber continue to ignore the demands of 
the American people and, most espe-
cially and sadly, continue to ignore the 
pleas of so many victims of gun vio-
lence and their families. 

Republicans trot out old, tired argu-
ments, saying that we oppose the Sec-
ond Amendment, that we oppose due 
process, that backgrounds checks are 
ineffective. Mr. Speaker, these asser-
tions are simply not true. But rather 
than allow an open debate and a vote, 
Republicans continue to follow the 
playbook of the gun lobby. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we will not allow 
silence to fill that void of leadership. 
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Until the House acts on meaningful 
gun violence prevention legislation, 
my colleagues and I will continue to 
speak for Americans who demand ac-
tion. We will be silent no more. 

f 

b 1230 

MICHELLE KELLY-LOVE WAS NOT 
JUST A NUMBER 

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

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
photo of my former coworker, Michelle 
Kelly-Love. Michelle and I worked to-
gether at the same company in Los An-
geles in the early nineties, and she was 
kind and funny and warmhearted, a 
person who was very generous, and a 
dear friend of mine. 

On February 27 of this year, Michelle 
was dropping off her son, Jordan, at his 
home in a quiet neighborhood in Car-
son, California. They were parked in 
her car in front of the house when they 
were attacked by a drive-by shooter. 
Both Michelle and her son were struck 
multiple times and died at the scene. 
Michelle’s mother, the grandmother of 
Jordan, was in the back seat and sur-
vived. 

Michelle’s funeral was one of the sad-
dest I have ever attended. She and her 
son were taken from us so randomly 
and so suddenly. 

You have heard a lot of numbers and 
statistics related to gun deaths, but 
Michelle was not just a number. She 
was friend and a mother and had a long 
life ahead of her. Her 27-year old son 
was not just a number. 

We cannot stand by and do nothing 
as our friends and neighbors continue 
to die. We have lost too many lives to 
gun violence. The time for action is 
now. Please. 

f 

GUN VIOLENCE LEGISLATION 

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, today I 
also rise on behalf of the families who 
have lost loved ones to gun violence, 
including in my very own district in 
Isla Vista, California, on May 23, 2014. 
That horrific act killed 6 and injured 
14—young people full of life and prom-
ise: Katherine Cooper, Veronica Weiss, 
Christopher Martinez, Cheng Yuan 
Hong, George Chen, and Weihan Wang. 

When these lives were tragically cut 
short, our community banded together 
to say ‘‘Not One More’’ life should be 
lost due to gun violence. But that mes-
sage has fallen on deaf ears with the 
leadership of this House, resulting in 
countless Americans wondering each 
day if their community will be next. 
This is simply unacceptable. We cannot 
delay action any longer. 

Mr. Speaker, this House must vote on 
a bill to address the gun violence epi-
demic in our country. Americans de-

serve a bill that will truly make our 
country safer, and they deserve a bill 
that seeks to ensure ‘‘Not One More’’ 
can become a reality. 

f 

BIPARTISAN, COMMONSENSE LAWS 
TO PREVENT GUN VIOLENCE 

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

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Speaker, 2 weeks 
ago I joined with many of my col-
leagues here on the House floor to de-
mand a debate on commonsense gun 
legislation to increase background 
checks and keep terrorists from buying 
guns. 

Despite the fact that the micro-
phones and C–SPAN cameras were 
turned off, the discussion we held over 
the next 24 hours was seen and heard 
by millions of Americans. It was seen 
and heard because my colleagues and I 
took out our smartphones, and we took 
photos and streamed video, and we 
tweeted. We posted to Facebook and we 
broadcast on Periscope. 

We call this Chamber ‘‘the people’s 
House.’’ In the time that I have been 
serving here, there has never been a 
moment that has felt more like the 
people’s House than that 25 hours. Yet 
now we hear that some are calling for 
us to be punished for bringing that de-
bate and discussion to the American 
people. It is ‘‘behavior unbecoming’’ of 
the House of Representatives, they say. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of what my 
colleagues and I did, and if that is what 
it takes to get us a vote on bipartisan, 
commonsense laws to prevent gun vio-
lence, I hope we will do it again. 

f 

GUNS AND OUR PRIORITIES 
(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

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

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, there is something 
seriously wrong with the priorities in 
Congress. Time and time again, this 
body is choosing to put political pos-
turing above the interests, safety, and 
well-being of the American people. 

Earlier today, I attended an Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee hearing that was termed an 
emergency because the committee Re-
publicans did not approve of a decision 
by career officials at the FBI and Jus-
tice Department to end the email case 
involving Secretary Clinton. In this 
hyper-partisan era, that counts as an 
emergency. 

But the continuing plague of gun vio-
lence, one that takes over 32,000 inno-
cent lives a year, has been, once again, 
put on the back burner. There is no 
sense of urgency. No bill, no vote. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no way to take 
care of the American people’s interests. 

f 

GUN SAFETY 
(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Teen 
killed in shooting that led to crash 
near ER in Charlotte.’’ 

‘‘Man shot and killed in uptown 
Charlotte.’’ 

‘‘Man found shot to death in Thomas-
ville July 4th.’’ 

‘‘Man shot in Freeman Mills Shop-
ping Center.’’ 

‘‘Shooting outside Florida Street 
Grocery Store in Greensboro.’’ 

‘‘Winston-Salem woman caught in 
crossfire.’’ 

The media and my Republican col-
leagues have focused attention on 
which words we have used instead of 
the need to define the terms. As a 
former educator, let me define the 
word ‘‘epidemic.’’ 

Webster defines it as something ‘‘af-
fecting a disproportionately large num-
ber of individuals within a population, 
a community, or a region at the same 
time.’’ 

The headlines I cited earlier define 
the term ‘‘gun violence epidemic,’’ an 
epidemic faced in my home State of 
North Carolina and across this coun-
try, an epidemic so vast that it took 
the life of Kevin Rodas, a 7-year old 
boy shot while playing in the front 
yard of his Charlotte home. 

Let’s cure these epidemics. Pass sen-
sible, bipartisan gun safety legislation 
to prevent future acts of gun violence 
like Orlando or the one that took little 
Kevin’s life back in my district. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN) laid before the House the 
following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 7, 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 
July 7, 2016 at 11:56 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to S. Con. Res. 38. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 
524, COMPREHENSIVE ADDICTION 
AND RECOVERY ACT OF 2016; 
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 809 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 809 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the 
conference report to accompany the bill (S. 
524) to authorize the Attorney General to 
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award grants to address the national 
epidemics of prescription opioid abuse and 
heroin use. All points of order against the 
conference report and against its consider-
ation are waived. The conference report shall 
be considered as read. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the con-
ference report to its adoption without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate; 
and (2) one motion to recommit if applicable. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution— 
(a) the House shall be considered to have: 

(1) taken from the Speaker’s table the bill 
(S. 2943) to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 2017 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes; (2) stricken all after the 
enacting clause of such bill and inserted in 
lieu thereof the provisions of H.R. 4909, as 
passed by the House; and (3) passed the Sen-
ate bill as so amended; and 

(b) it shall be in order for the chair of the 
Committee on Armed Services or his des-
ignee to move that the House insist on its 
amendment to S. 2943 and request a con-
ference with the Senate thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BYRNE. I ask unanimous con-

sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res-

olution 809 facilitates the process to 
allow us to go to conference with the 
Senate on the National Defense Au-
thorization Act. The resolution also 
provides for consideration of a con-
ference report related to our efforts to 
combat the opioid crisis that is wreak-
ing havoc in communities all across 
the United States. 

I want to talk first about the need to 
get to conference with the Senate on 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act. For 54 straight years, the House 
and Senate have come together to ful-
fill our most important responsibility: 
to provide for the common defense. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle talk a lot about regular order. 
Well, there is no greater example of 
regular order than the National De-
fense Authorization Act. This legisla-
tion has gone from the subcommittee 
level to the full committee, to the full 
bodies of both Houses; and now we need 
to continue the process by allowing for 
this House to enter into negotiations 
with the Senate. 

Between the House and the Senate, 
hundreds of amendments have been 
adopted to this legislation. Members 
from both sides of the aisle have had an 

opportunity to have their input on this 
legislation, and the separate bills 
passed both by the House and the Sen-
ate have bipartisan support. 

Now, there are some differences be-
tween the House and the Senate 
versions of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act, and that is why we 
have to have the conference committee 
process. This will allow us to iron out 
our differences. 

As a member of the Armed Services 
Committee, I can personally attest to 
just how important it is we get a 
strong, reform-based NDAA signed into 
law this year. 

Our military is in the midst of a 
readiness crisis. Aircraft cannot fly due 
to maintenance issues. There are even 
reports of mechanics having to take 
parts off of planes inside museums in 
an effort to repair damaged aircraft. 

Think about that for a minute. The 
United States, home to the greatest 
fighting force on the face of the Earth, 
is having to use plane parts from muse-
ums in an effort to keep some of our 
aircraft operational. That is simply 
stunning. 

And readiness is so important these 
days given the serious threat posed by 
radical Islamic terrorism. Every morn-
ing, it seems we wake up to reports of 
another attack. Whether it is in Ban-
gladesh, Baghdad, Istanbul, Kabul, 
Saudi Arabia, or right here in Orlando, 
or San Bernardino, these attacks just 
reinforce the fact that radical Islamic 
terrorism must be defeated. 

The NDAA is also important because 
it is a great opportunity to put reforms 
in place at the Pentagon. Whether it is 
reducing bureaucratic obstacles, im-
proving military health care, or updat-
ing the command structure, the NDAA 
is the perfect tool to ensure efficiency 
and effectiveness from the Pentagon. 

So I hope my colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle will join me in voting 
to get us to conference so we can keep 
the streak alive of passing a strong 
NDAA each year. 

The other portion of this rule pro-
vides for consideration of the con-
ference report dealing with the opioid 
crisis. 

I recently heard a story of a young 
man from southwest Alabama who suf-
fered an injury playing sports. He was 
prescribed opioid-based pain medica-
tion by his doctor, but, unfortunately, 
he became addicted. Next thing he 
knew, his addiction had spiraled out of 
control and he found himself using her-
oin. Ultimately, he became seriously 
ill. 

Thankfully, this young man was able 
to enter a treatment program and re-
ceive help, but not everyone who suf-
fers from opioid addiction is so fortu-
nate. 

Studies show that approximately 
46,000 Americans die because of a drug 
overdose each year. That number adds 
up to over 130 deaths a day. Tragically, 
young Americans are disproportion-
ately impacted. 

One of the worst things about opioid 
abuse is that it can start so innocently. 

Whether it is a high school athlete who 
suffers an injury or an individual who 
undergoes a medical procedure as sim-
ple as dental work, no American is im-
mune from this tragedy. 

That is why this legislation is so 
very important. It authorizes new pro-
grams and reforms others to ensure 
that those struggling with opioid addi-
tion can get the help that they need. 

The bill includes new grants to 
States to carry out comprehensive 
opioid abuse responses with education, 
treatment, and recovery efforts, and 
prescription drug monitoring pro-
grams. 

The bill also has multiple provisions 
dealing with prevention, including a 
new intergovernmental task force to 
identify, review, and, as appropriate, 
determine whether there are gaps or 
inconsistencies between best practices 
for chronic and acute pain manage-
ment. 

Treatment and recovery are also a 
priority, with reforms to multiple ex-
isting grant programs and a new grant 
program to provide grants to commu-
nity organizations to develop, expand, 
and enhance recovery services and 
build connections between recovery 
networks, including physicians, the 
criminal justice system, and employ-
ers. 

b 1245 
The bill also helps women, families, 

and veterans. This includes reauthor-
ization of a grant program for residen-
tial treatment for pregnant and 
postpartum women who have an opioid 
abuse disorder and a new pilot program 
to enhance the flexibility of funds so 
States can more broadly support fam-
ily-based services for pregnant and 
postpartum women and their children. 

Moreover, this bill contains other 
commonsense reforms such as clari-
fying that pharmacists coordinating 
with a doctor and patient may not fill 
the entire amount of a prescription for 
a Schedule II substance, such as 
opioids. 

Mr. Speaker, these are just some of 
the numerous and important pieces of 
this legislation. I am pleased to report 
that 200 different organizations from 
every corner of our country have al-
ready come out in support of this con-
ference report. 

Now, this bill probably doesn’t do ev-
erything that every Member would like 
for it to do. In my time up here, I have 
yet to see a perfect bill. But this is a 
good bill, and I honestly doubt there is 
anything in this bill that my col-
leagues disagree with. 

I understand some of my colleagues 
have concerns over funding, but let me 
remind my colleagues about the impor-
tant distinction between appropria-
tions and authorizing. This bill author-
izes programs to address the opioid cri-
sis. The Appropriations Committee has 
made clear that they are going to do 
everything that they can to provide 
funding for these programs, and I take 
them at their word. But putting fund-
ing in an authorization bill is not the 
proper way to address this issue. 
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Mr. Speaker, I worry we are seeing a 

larger issue here that started with the 
Zika virus legislation a few weeks ago. 
My colleagues on the other side de-
mand action on issues, the process 
plays out, the House and Senate work 
together on legislation, and then my 
colleagues on the other side announce 
their opposition to very similar bills to 
the ones they previously supported. 

Let’s not forget that the House 
passed our opioid legislation by a vote 
of 400–5, and the Senate passed their 
bill by a vote of 94–1. Neither of those 
bills included funding. So it is stunning 
that now many of my colleagues on the 
other side say that they are going to 
oppose this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I worry that this is 
about politics instead of policy. I fear 
that my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle want an issue to debate on the 
campaign trail instead of actual solu-
tions to the problems facing our coun-
try. 

I sincerely hope that that is not the 
case because the American people de-
serve better than that. They can turn 
on their TVs every night and get 
enough political theater. But here in 
this body we should rise above that 
temptation and actually work on solu-
tions. 

The minority will not get everything 
they want. That is the nature of com-
promise, and that is the realty of being 
in the minority. But this has been a 
truly bipartisan process, and I hope it 
will not fall victim to political 
grandstanding. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support House Resolution 809 and the 
underlying legislation. 

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

gentleman for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the rule today providing for consider-
ation of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for fiscal year 2017, a bill 
that the President has said he would 
veto, and the conference report to ac-
company S. 524, the Comprehensive Ad-
diction and Recovery Act of 2016. Many 
of us support the underlying bill, but, 
unfortunately, it doesn’t allow for—de-
spite nine times having funding being 
waived—any funding to deal with de-
feating the cycle of addiction or the 
health issues around opioid abuse. So 
while it is an innocuous bill and might 
help a little bit, it is in no way com-
mensurate with the challenge that 
families across our country face in 
dealing with opioid addiction. 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule that would require the 
House to consider the bipartisan no fly, 
no buy legislation which would bar the 
sale of firearms and explosives to those 
on the FBI’s terrorist watch list. 

My amendment would not prevent 
the House from considering either of 
the underlying measures of this rule. It 
would simply give the House an oppor-

tunity to finally vote on keeping ter-
rorists from assembling arsenals of 
weapons legally in our country. 

Mr. Speaker, we can’t wait any 
longer for Congress to take meaningful 
action. 

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 Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POLIS. Without question, the 

NDAA is a very important and serious 
bill. However, the bill before us today 
is one that the President has said he 
would veto. I have argued on this floor 
in an amendment that I supported a 1 
percent cut to the authorization levels. 
By spending more on the military than 
we can afford as a country and plung-
ing ourselves deeper into debt, we 
make ourselves less secure, not more 
secure. By making ourselves economi-
cally beholden to countries like China 
and Saudi Arabia, we are less secure 
rather than more secure. Frankly, this 
bill is more of the same, and if it passes 
and were to become law—which it 
won’t because the President would veto 
it—it would also make it less secure. 

But this rule and this day it is nota-
ble for what we are not doing rather 
than what we are doing. We are not 
under this rule considering two simple, 
plain, commonsense pieces of legisla-
tion that everybody knows will help 
protect American lives and prevent ter-
rorist attacks in our Nation. One is 
simply to require a background check 
when a person obtains a gun. Another 
would prevent terrorists from assem-
bling arsenals of weapons. 

In my home State of Colorado, we al-
ready have universal background 
checks, and they have led to law en-
forcement arresting 114 fugitives since 
the beginning of the year. 

It is our duty to simply vote on these 
bills that strengthen and enhance our 
Second Amendment rights by ensuring 
that law-abiding gun owners will con-
tinue to be able to purchase guns and 
keeping guns out of the hands of vio-
lent criminals and those who don’t 
have the legal right to own them. Both 
of these bills do this, and each has over 
100 cosponsors, including Members on 
both sides of the aisle. 

As we stand here today, we are still 
reeling from the deadliest mass shoot-
ing in our country’s history nearly 1 
month ago. Pulse nightclub in Orlando 
was a targeted act of terror against the 
gay community, our allies, and the en-
tire Nation. 

In my home State of Colorado, we 
have been hard hit with mass shoot-
ings: Columbine, Aurora, and the 
Planned Parenthood center in Colorado 
Springs to name a few. It is time for 
action, and the simple, commonsense 
measures before us offer a good first 
step to ensure that we get that done. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, 
the bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation to honor the mem-
ory of Xavier Arnold, a victim of gun 
violence who never ever received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will suspend for one moment. 

The Chair would advise that all time 
has been yielded for the purpose of de-
bate only. 

Does the gentleman from Alabama 
yield for the purpose of this unanimous 
consent request? 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I reiterate 
my earlier announcement that all time 
yielded is for the purpose of debate 
only, and I will not yield for any other 
purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama does not yield; 
therefore, the unanimous consent re-
quest cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMPSON) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation 
to honor the memory of Kelly Russler; 
Jayden, her son, and Laing, her son; 
victims of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yielded for that 
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
KELLY) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. She is a leader on the 
issue of reducing gun violence. 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background check legislation to honor 
the memory of Serge Pierre Dumas, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yielded for that 
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. I ask the gentleman from 
Alabama: How many of us have to 
come down requesting this until you 
grant it? 

Well, your silence speaks words. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-

woman from California (Ms. HAHN) for 
the purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation in honor of the 
memory of my friend, Michele Love, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yielded for that 
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Connecticut 
(Ms. ESTY) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. She is a leader 
on the issue of reducing gun violence. 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation in honor of Eliza-
beth Janie Woods, a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a single mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yielded for that 
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
JUDY CHU) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation 
to honor the memory of Trooper Chad 
P. Dermyer, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yielded for that 
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LEE) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation to honor the mem-
ory of Jamie Wilson, a victim of gun 
violence who never received a moment 
of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama has not yielded for that 
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL 
GREEN) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to bring 
up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation to honor 
the memory of Mr. Rayland ‘‘Ray Ray’’ 
Maryland, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
inquire of the gentleman from Ala-
bama how many people we need to have 
more come down here until our request 
is granted? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. BYRNE. May I ask the Chair if I 

am on the time of the gentleman from 
Colorado in answering his question? 

Mr. POLIS. You are. It is my time. I 
am yielding for an answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is speaking on 
his time. 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, the 
parliamentary inquiry in his asking 
about the time should not be detracted 
from my time, so that, as well as this, 
need to be subtracted. 

Now, we go back to my time, and I 
yield to the gentleman to ask him how 
many people we need to come down 
here so we can have our vote? 

Mr. BYRNE. We are here today to 
consider—— 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, 
that is not an answer. It is a simple 
question with a number. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. MEEKS) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation to honor the 
memory of Davon Jones, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY) for the purpose of a unan-
imous consent request. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bi-
partisan expanded background checks 
legislation to honor the memory of 
Dajae Coleman from my district, a vic-
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Ms. 
EDWARDS) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation to honor the 
memory of Keiwuan Murray, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MOULTON) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation to honor the 
memory of Dana Rhoden, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bi-
partisan expanded background checks 
legislation to honor the memory of 
Gino Nicholas, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I just re-
ceived devastating news in a story that 
was just broken by Politico: House Re-
publicans indefinitely delay gun con-
trol votes. They have indefinitely post-
poned a vote on the antiterrorism 
package leaving Congress with no leg-
islative response to last month’s mas-
sacre in Orlando. 

b 1300 
I would hope that this new informa-

tion will lead the gentleman from Ala-
bama to consider this very important 
request from my colleague, Mr. 
HUFFMAN. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. HUFFMAN) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Tanya Skeen, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, given the 
new information that I entered, with 
regard to what has just broke a the Po-
litico article, I think it would be im-
portant to hear from Mr. BYRNE again 
about whether he would entertain a 
unanimous consent request at this 
time, understanding his previous an-
swer was no. 

So I would like, Mr. Speaker, if you 
will, you to pose that question to him 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman from Colorado yielding to 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. POLIS. I am not yielding. I am 
asking the Chair to confirm that, in 
fact, his stated preference is still valid, 
and if he would ask the gentleman 
from Alabama if that is still the case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is 
still the Chair’s understanding that the 
gentleman from Alabama will not yield 
for such a request. 

Therefore, the previous unanimous 
consent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
LARSON) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
in honor of the memory of Delhaun 
Jackson, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the floor. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-

viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
(Ms. CLARK) for a unanimous consent 
request. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Damond Daw-
son, a victim of gun violence who never 
received a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Hanna Rhoden and Chris-
topher Roden, Sr., victims of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Ala-
bama how many people we need to have 
come down until the gentleman from 
Alabama would be willing to simply en-
tertain a unanimous consent request to 
have the vote? 

I understand that the gentleman 
from Alabama is opposed to the under-
lying measures. If a majority of the 
House is, so be it. But at least I would 
like to know how many requests we 
need to make until we can simply have 
this vote. 

I am happy to yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama for an answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair continues to understand that the 
gentleman from Alabama has not 
yielded for the purpose of these unani-
mous consent requests. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am happy 
to yield the gentleman from Alabama 
from my time to ask how many more 
unanimous consent requests we need to 
have until we can have this vote. 

Reclaiming my time, his silence con-
tinues to speak volumes, as does the si-
lence of the Republican majority and 
the Speaker in the wake of an unprece-
dented wave of violence and terrorism 
in our country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. TAKANO) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Anpha Nguyen, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
NORCROSS) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Andres Camacho, III, the 
son of a dear friend of mine and a vic-
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
THOMPSON) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Chris Rhoden, 
Jr., a victim of gun violence who never 
received a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from New York (Miss 
RICE) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Natalie, Sienna, 
and MJ Srinivasan with the shooter 
Jeremy Srinivasan, three victims of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LEE) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Rheba Mae Dent, a victim of gun 
violence who never received a moment 
of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
AGUILAR) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Angelo Barboza, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
PERLMUTTER) for a unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of AJ Boik, the 
nephew of a friend of mine, Police Ser-
geant Dave Hoover, who was killed at 
the Aurora movie theater during the 
premier of the Batman movie. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
HAHN) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Kenneth Rhoden, a victim of gun 
violence who never received a moment 
of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
BROWNLEY) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Roosevelt 
Burns, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. God bless Mr. Burns. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, 
the bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Lizzy Williams, a victim of gun 
violence who never received a moment 
of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER), the minority whip, for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation. I do so, Mr. 
Speaker, in honor of Shelly Williams, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire again of the gentleman from 
Alabama how many more requests we 
need to make until this very simple re-
quest is granted to allow us a vote on 
these bills. 

I am happy to yield for an answer as 
to how many more people we need to 
request a vote on these bills. 
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Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, we are 

here today on House Resolution 809—— 
Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, I 

am in control of the time. I yielded for 
an answer. The gentleman from Ala-
bama didn’t give it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO) for the purpose of a very im-
portant unanimous consent request 
that would save lives and prevent ter-
rorism. 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Roderick Nelms, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
SWALWELL) for a unanimous consent 
request to prevent terrorist attacks in 
our country. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Recco Cobb, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
PELOSI), the Democratic leader, for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Carolyn Ann Sanders, a vic-
tim of gun violence who never received 
a moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, now that, in 
addition to so many rank-and-file 
Members having made this request, the 
Democratic leader and the Democratic 
whip have joined in this request per-
sonally and have come down here, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if he would be willing to con-
sider the unanimous consent request at 
this point. 

I am happy to yield for an answer. 
Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res-

olution 809 is on the National Defense 
Authorization Act—— 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, 
again, I think no matter how the gen-
tleman from Alabama says it, the sim-
ple translation of that is: no, we won’t 
consider that request. 

So at this point, we have a very im-
portant request that would save lives 
and help prevent terrorist attacks in 
our country. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) 
for a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Devin Hamb, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
CROWLEY), the vice chair of the Demo-
cratic Caucus, for a unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Billie Jo, Courtney, and 
Collin Hettinger, victims of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. CLYBURN), the assistant Demo-
cratic leader, for a unanimous consent 
request to fight terrorism. 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
3051, a bill that would close the 
Charleston loophole that allowed the 
assassination of Reverend Clementa C. 
Pinckney and eight of his parishioners. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request to save 
lives. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. First, 
the Chair will make an announcement. 

As the Chair advised on January 15, 
2014, and March 26, 2014, even though a 
unanimous consent request to consider 
a measure is not entertained, embel-
lishments accompanying such a re-
quest constitute debate and will be-
come an imposition on the time of the 
Member who yielded for that purpose. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Colorado will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to be 
clear that the various speakers have 
not embellished to this point; is that 
correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has not deducted time to this 
point. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Laquan 

McDonald, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) 
for the purpose of a unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, in honor of the 
memory of Gladys Tordil, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

b 1315 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KENNEDY) for a unanimous con-
sent request to fight against terrorism 
and save lives. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, in honor of 
the memory of Mike Dawid, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
DAVIS) for the purpose of a very impor-
tant and timely unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to bring 
up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Cora Wilson, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, that strikes 
close to home, I would say to Mrs. 
DAVIS. That is the name of my daugh-
ter as well, Cora; so that is particu-
larly emotional to me as a father. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) for 
the purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Alicia Norman, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
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H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, in 
honor of the memory of Reid Williams, 
a victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived his moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs. 
LAWRENCE) for the purpose of a very 
important unanimous consent request 
to combat the terrorist threat to our 
country. 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, in honor of 
Zanyrah Taylor, a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
silence on the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I inquire of 
the gentleman from Alabama how 
many more motions for unanimous 
consent we need to make until it is 
granted and we, simply, allow an up-or- 
down vote on this issue? 

Again, the silence speaks volumes 
not only from the gentleman from Ala-
bama but from the Republican major-
ity that continues to prevent a vote on 
these commonsense measures to reduce 
deaths and violence and terrorism. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. SERRANO) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Malcolm Winffel, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
BECERRA) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. He is the chair 
of the Democratic Caucus. 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent—because it is more 
than just time for a moment of si-
lence—that we bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Shannon Johnson, a victim of 
gun violence, who died during the mass 
shooting in San Bernardino, California, 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on this House floor, to dignify 
the passing and the need to do some-
thing for him and his family. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentleman from Col-
orado will be charged. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, which is the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation. I do so 
to honor the memory of Welland 
‘‘Buddy’’ Short, a victim of gun vio-
lence who, himself, never received a 
moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
SHERMAN) for the purpose of a very im-
portant unanimous consent request. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Gerardo Hernandez of 
Chatsworth, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY) for a very important and 
timely unanimous consent request. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Justin Michael 
Murray, from my district—a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
CLARKE) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, on behalf of Councilman 
James E. Davis, who was assassinated 
at the New York City Council on July 
23, 2003, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor his memory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request that would 
save lives and prevent terrorist attacks 
in our country. 

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bi-
partisan expanded background checks 
legislation, to honor the memory of Je-
rome Wright, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Maryland (Ms. 
EDWARDS) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Jadarrion Spinks, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, given that 
not only have we had so many Mem-
bers from across the country make this 
unanimous consent request but that 
they have been joined by every member 
of the Democratic leadership, I inquire 
of the gentleman from Alabama if he 
would be willing to entertain the next 
unanimous consent request that will be 
made shortly by the gentlewoman from 
California. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ala-
bama. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, we are 
here to speak on House Resolution 809, 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

Mr. POLIS. In reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ), who has a very important 
unanimous consent request that would 
save lives and prevent terrorist at-
tacks. 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. I thank my colleague from Col-
orado. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, to honor the memory of Kiara 
Kinard, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, in 
honor of the memory of Mercy Cor-
dova, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence 
here on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

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

I point out, on my own time, that 
granting this request does not take 
away from considering the other two 
underlying bills. They, too, will be con-
sidered, but it simply means that these 
additional two bills to reduce gun vio-
lence, preventing terrorists from as-
sembling arsenals legally in our own 
country, and making sure that con-
victed felons can’t legally acquire fire-
arms, are common sense. I think they 
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would pass this House fairly over-
whelmingly. 

We are simply saying, in addition to 
the bills that are already being consid-
ered—which some of us may personally 
be opposed to in the case of NDAA, but 
we are not standing in the way of 
those. We are simply allowing for the 
consideration of these additional bills. 

Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request only, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. ESTY). 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, in honor of Gary 
Rhoden, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. 
TITUS) for a unanimous consent request 
that would prevent terrorists from as-
sembling arsenals that they would use 
to cause harm to our fellow Americans. 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, in honor of the 
memory of Jones Pidcock, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I was truly 
hoping that the motion by Ms. TITUS 
would be accepted because, frankly, 
Ms. TITUS’ unanimous consent request 
would have saved lives, prevented con-
victed felons from acquiring firearms 
and would have prevented people on 
the terrorist watch list from silently 
assembling arsenals for them to com-
mit terrorist acts in our country. 

While I am disappointed that Ms. 
TITUS’ unanimous consent request was 
rejected out of hand, I yield to—and I 
am hopeful that the gentleman from 
Alabama will accept—the gentleman 
from California (Mr. THOMPSON) for the 
purpose of a very important unanimous 
consent request. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Christopher 
Houston, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Alabama yield for a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. BYRNE. I do not. 
Mr. Speaker, I note far the record—— 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, a point of 

parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
Chair to bring the House to order. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama is recognized on 
his own time. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I note for 
the record that the Member who just 
spoke has made the same unanimous 
consent request three times. I would 
also note that other Members have 
made the same unanimous consent re-
quests multiple times, and the Chair 
has indicated that he cannot entertain 
that request. 

Mr. Speaker, for the record, at some 
point, this ceases to be an effort to de-
bate the issue before the House and, 
rather, becomes an effort to obstruct 
the House from completing its work. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, how is the 
gentleman from Alabama able to seize 
my time before I have even made my 
opening statement and simply speak on 
his own time while I control the time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair was alternating recognition be-
tween the minority manager and the 
majority manager. The gentleman 
from Alabama was recognized using his 
own time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, we have a 
gentleman with us here today from the 
great State of Missouri, who has a very 
important unanimous consent request 
that would save lives and prevent ter-
rorists from doing harm to our fellow 
countrymen. 

I yield to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. CLAY) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Michael Brown, one of my con-
stituents and a victim of gun violence 
at the hands of a trigger happy police-
man. Michael Brown never received a 
moment of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentleman from Mis-
souri will be deducted from the gen-
tleman from Colorado’s time. 

b 1330 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to point out on my own time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized. 

Mr. POLIS. The gentleman from Ala-
bama mentioned the word ‘‘obstruc-
tion.’’ And, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
you to consider—and, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like the American people to con-
sider—who and which party is ob-
structing here when there is a very 
simple request for a vote that so many 

Members of this body feel fervently 
about. 

Those who stand in the way of that 
vote are those who are obstructing, not 
those who simply seek a vote to pre-
vent terrorists from acquiring explo-
sives and firearms. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Jordan Croft, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
MATSUI) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, in honor of 
the memory of Lana Carlson, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Ala-
bama how long he plans to continue ob-
structing this body and preventing this 
body from going about its business to 
vote on these underlying bills by ob-
jecting to these very simple, common-
sense, unanimous consent requests to 
prevent terrorists from acquiring ex-
plosives and firearms. 

Again, the silence speaks volumes. It 
sounds like the Republicans and the 
gentleman from Alabama plan on con-
tinuing to obstruct this body from 
going about their business. 

However, luckily, thanks to the gen-
tlewoman from New Jersey, there is 
another chance for this body to accept 
a very important unanimous consent 
request. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from New 
Jersey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Tre Lane, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on this 
floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms. 
MOORE) for the purpose of a very im-
portant unanimous consent request to 
prevent terrorists from silently acquir-
ing arsenals that they would kill our 
fellow Americans with. 
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Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation. 

Here is Zina Daniel, who was mur-
dered when her ex-husband bought a 
weapon from the Internet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous re-
quest cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman will be 
deducted from the gentleman from 
Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, we are 
joined by the ranking member of the 
Rules Committee, and I hope that my 
colleague from Alabama will be willing 
to grant her very important request 
that she is about to make that will pre-
vent convicted felons from acquiring 
guns legally and also help keep explo-
sives and weapons out of the hands of 
terrorists. 

I am proud to yield to the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) for a unanimous consent request. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Valerie Short, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) for the pur-
pose of a critical and timely unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to bring up H.R. 1217, a bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, in honor of Kendrick Forrest, 
a victim of gun violence from my dis-
trict who never received a moment of 
silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, in the face 
of Republican obstructionism on this 
important issue, I am joined by a col-
league from the great State of Cali-
fornia. I yield to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. TAKANO) for the purpose 
of a unanimous consent request in an 
attempt to break through this grid-
lock. 

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Jerry Nguyen, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. NEAL) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 

bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Simon Carrillo, a victim of gun 
violence who never received his mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, would that 
we run out of victims. Mr. Speaker, 
would that we run out of victims, but, 
tragically, that is not the case. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. NORCROSS) for the purpose 
of a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. NORCROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Davon Barrett, a victim of 
gun violence who never received his 
moment of silence here on the House 
floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUFFMAN) for the purpose 
of a very important unanimous consent 
request that would save lives. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, in honor of 
the memory of two of my constituents: 
former Deputy Sheriff Rick Del 
Fiorentino and former Fort Bragg 
Councilman Jere Melo. They are both 
victims of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
AGUILAR) who has a very important 
and timely unanimous consent request 
to prevent terrorists from acquiring ar-
senals to attack our fellow Americans. 

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, in honor of 
Kenneth Cornelious Loggins, a victim 
of gun violence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
BROWNLEY) who has a very important 
and timely unanimous consent request 
that would save lives. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Joanne Woods, 
a victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of action on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Ala-

bama (Mr. BYRNE) how many more 
Members need to make this very sim-
ple request until it is a simple courtesy 
they agree to simply hold these votes. 

I would be happy to yield for an an-
swer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado yields to the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, I 
hear nothing but silence. 

Mr. BYRNE. Well, I thought he yield-
ed to me for—— 

Mr. POLIS. Not to yield for an an-
swer—absolutely. How many more—— 

Mr. BYRNE. Do you yield or not? 
Mr. POLIS. I did. You were stand-

ing—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Alabama is recognized. 
Mr. BYRNE. You didn’t allow me to 

say a word. 
Mr. POLIS. How many more re-

quests—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Alabama is recognized. 
Mr. POLIS. Do we need to make? 
Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, we are 

here to talk about House Resolution 
809 that deals with the National De-
fense Authorization Act—— 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. BYRNE. And an opioid bill and 
not anything else. And I—— 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman is out of order. 

Mr. BYRNE. I can yield—— 
Mr. POLIS. The gentleman is out of 

order. I reclaim my time, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Colorado is recognized. 
Mr. POLIS. Yes. And yet the gen-

tleman from Alabama continues to ob-
struct the consideration of those very 
underlying measures by not granting 
this simple request, this very simple 
request to consider these two bills. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) for 
the purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank my colleague. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, a bipartisan 
expanded background checks legisla-
tion, to honor the memory of Tony and 
Quinn Carlson, victims of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) who has a unanimous con-
sent to break through this Republican 
obstruction and allow these bills to 
come forward. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of my constituent, Essence 
Christal, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House Floor. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-

viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BRADY) for the purpose of a very impor-
tant and timely unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
in honor of the memory of Cory James 
Connell, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
HAHN) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, the 
bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, in honor of the 
memory of Reginald Williams, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
LOWENTHAL) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request to prevent ter-
rorists from acquiring explosives and 
firearms. 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Jean Carlos 
Nieves Rodriguez, a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
(Ms. CLARK) for the purpose of a time-
ly, important, and critical unanimous 
consent request. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Claudina 
Molina, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. CAPUANO) for a unanimous consent 
request to prevent convicted felons 
from legally acquiring firearms. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Officer Steven Todd Dooley, 
a victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of action on this 
House floor. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
know: What are you afraid of? Why 
won’t you give Officer Dooley his time? 
What are you afraid of, Mr. Speaker? 
Bring the bill to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentleman will be 
subtracted from the gentleman from 
Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, would that 
we ran out of victims. Sadly, that is 
not the case. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. MEEKS) for the 
purpose of a very important unanimous 
consent request that would save lives. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Laseam Hogan from my dis-
trict, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, again, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman 
from Alabama: When will the Repub-
lican obstructionism end? 

I am happy to yield for an answer. 
Mr. BYRNE. I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, I 

yield to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO) for the purpose 
of a unanimous consent request. 

Ms. DELAURO. I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, to honor the memory of Elton 
Wayne Madison, a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
action on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

b 1345 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. BUTTERFIELD) for the purpose of a 
very important unanimous consent 
that would save lives and prevent con-
victed felons from acquiring weapons. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Mr. Tevin Eugene 
Crosby, who was a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
silence on this House floor, unlike 
other victims in this country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN), my colleague on the 
Committee on Rules, for the purpose of 
a unanimous consent request. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-

ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Rigoberto Jose Castillo, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS) for a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to please bring up H.R. 1217. It is 
a bipartisan bill, the expanded back-
ground checks legislation, and I am 
doing this today in honor of this beau-
tiful young mother of 2 from Chicago, a 
victim of gun violence. She never re-
ceived a moment of silence on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
California will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request only. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, hoping you 
will change your misinformed judg-
ment, again, I ask unanimous consent 
to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Enedia 
Branch, a victim of gun violence who 
never received one moment of silence 
on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PALLONE) for the purpose of a very im-
portant unanimous consent request 
that will save lives. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Jamar Small; Tamara, or 
Tammy, Wilson-Seidle; and both 
Cristina LoBrutto and Bryan Breen. 
These are Cristina and Bryan. They are 
four victims of gun violence from my 
district who never received a moment 
of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. KEATING) for the purpose of a very 
important and timely unanimous con-
sent request that will save lives. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Alison Parker, a victim of 
gun violence whose family wants more 
than a moment of silence on the House 
floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 
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Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 

the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
MAXINE WATERS) for the purpose of a 
very important unanimous consent re-
quest that will save lives. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of 5-year-old 
Aaron Shannon, Jr., a victim of gun vi-
olence shot down in his backyard, who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
LANGEVIN) for the purpose of a very im-
portant unanimous consent request. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, as 
someone with a background in law en-
forcement and someone who lives with 
the damaging effects of what guns can 
cause every day, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, also to honor the memory of 
Doris Dooley, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of action 
on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I wish that 
we had the time to adequately remem-
ber all of these victims like Doris 
Dooley and so many others, but given 
the limited time we have, I think our 
priority at this point is breaking 
through the Republican obstruction 
and achieving a simple up-or-down vote 
on these commonsense, bipartisan 
bills. 

To that end, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS) 
for the purpose of a unanimous consent 
request. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Betty Mungin; her daugh-
ter, Alexis Mungin; her daughter, 8- 
year-old Armani Mungin, victims of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 
Enough is enough, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAP-
TUR) for a very important unanimous 
consent request that will save lives. 

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-

sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, to honor the memory of 
Javier Jorge-Reyes, a victim of gun vi-
olence who never received a moment of 
action on this House floor. In his mem-
ory, we beg the Republican leadership, 

please, let us have a vote on a bill that 
has been awaiting passage for years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
Ohio will be deducted from the gen-
tleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, we have 
been eagerly awaiting the arrival of 
Mr. KILDEE, and I am glad to say that 
he is not only here, but he has an ex-
cellent idea to break through this Re-
publican obstruction and save lives. 

I am honored to yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) for 
a very important unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. KILDEE. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, to honor the memory of 
Cederrius Hastings, a victim of gun vi-
olence who never received a moment of 
silence on the floor of the United 
States House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the local hometown representative, the 
esteemed representative from the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) who 
has a very important unanimous con-
sent request. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, in honor of 
the memory of Brishell Jones, who at 
16, with her friends, was gunned down 
in a drive-by shooting, but who never 
received a moment of silence on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia will be de-
ducted from the gentleman from Colo-
rado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Ala-
bama how many more unanimous con-
sent requests we need to make until 
the Republicans stop this obstruction 
and allow the bill to come forward. I 
am happy to yield for an answer. 

Mr. BYRNE. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, you 
know, I think it is clear that we will 
not allow the Republicans to continue 
to obstruct these commonsense, bipar-
tisan bills to prevent terrorists from 
assembling arsenals to kill our fellow 
Americans and to prevent convicted 
felons from legally acquiring firearms. 

We are joined by a leader from New 
York, and I yield to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. CLARKE) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan—that 

means Democrats and Republicans—ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Jonathon 
Edwards, 22 years old, from Georgia. He 
was a victim of gun violence who never 
received a moment of action here in 
the House of Representatives. He is de-
serving of that action, Mr. Speaker. 
Twenty-two years. No action. Mr. 
Speaker, it is time for us to act. The 
American people need for us to act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
New York will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE) for a very important 
unanimous consent request that will 
save lives. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, which 
would fall under the Committee on the 
Judiciary on which I serve as the rank-
ing member of the Subcommittee on 
Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security, 
and Investigations, to honor the mem-
ory of Ronald McPhatter, a child of 
some mother and some father, and 
honor the memory of Ronald 
McPhatter, a victim of gun violence, 
who never received a moment of si-
lence or action on this House floor. 
Ronald McPhatter needs justice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
Texas will be deducted from the gen-
tleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY) for the pur-
pose of a very important unanimous 
consent request that would save lives. 

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring H.R. 1217, the bi-
partisan expanded background checks 
legislation, to the floor to honor the 
memory of David Washington. David 
Washington is a victim of gun violence. 
He can’t speak for himself anymore, 
and he never received a moment of si-
lence or a moment of action on this 
House floor, but he deserves one. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentleman from New 
York will be deducted from the gen-
tleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
WILSON) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request only that would save 
lives. 

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of Trayvon Martin 
from my district, a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
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silence on this House floor. And to all 
the mothers of murdered children in 
Miami-Dade County and Broward 
County, I extend to them a moment of 
silence now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
Florida will be deducted from the gen-
tleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER) for the purpose of a very im-
portant and timely unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, in 
honor of the memory of Leatrick Ben-
jamin, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor, let alone a moment of 
action. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
CASTOR) for the purpose of a very im-
portant unanimous consent request. 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to call up 
H.R. 1217, the bipartisan expanded 
background checks legislation, to 
honor the memory of 14-year-old Rich-
ard Newton from my district, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence on this House floor, 
let alone a moment of action. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs. 
TORRES), who has a very important and 
timely unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Pomona Police Officer 
Shaun Diamond, murdered at the 
hands of a Mongol gang member. The 
silence has to stop. We need action. To 
honor his memory, I would like the 
House to take up this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
California will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from New Jersey 
(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
and this is to honor the memory of 
Carl Batie, a former Mercer County 
corrections officer who was an inno-
cent bystander killed in a hail of gun-
fire in a gang-related fight in the city 
of Trenton in my district. I do this to 

honor Mr. Batie, who was that victim, 
and I do this because he never received 
a moment of silence and he has never 
received a moment of action on this 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
New Jersey will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

b 1400 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the defini-

tion of obstruction in the dictionary is 
‘‘a thing that impedes or prevents pas-
sage or progress; an obstacle or block-
age.’’ 

The only obstruction here is the fail-
ure of the Republicans to simply re-
move that blockage or that thing that 
prevents passage of this commonsense 
measure to keep guns out of the hands 
of convicted felons and prevent terror-
ists from quietly assembling arsenals 
to conduct their terrorist acts. 

I hope that, now that my colleague 
from New York (Mr. ENGEL) has joined 
us and he will be making a very impor-
tant unanimous consent request in just 
moments, that will finally allow this 
body an opportunity to break through 
this obstruction, move to consideration 
of both bills under this rule, and move 
to consideration of the bipartisan bill 
that will prevent convicted felons from 
acquiring weapons. 

I yield to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to bring up H.R. 1217, 
the bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of this brave soldier, Captain Anto-
nio Davon Brown. 

I also want to honor the memory of 
people in my district who were victims 
of gun violence: Brandon Lawrence, 
New Rochelle, New York; Charles 
Smith, Mount Vernon, New York; 
Wilbert Francis, Mount Vernon, New 
York; Kevin Shaw, Mount Vernon, New 
York; Allashun Clay, Mount Vernon, 
New York. 

We want to honor their memories. 
They are all victims of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on the House floor. We ought to 
be passing sensible gun control legisla-
tion in a bipartisan fashion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentleman from New 
York will be deducted from the gen-
tleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Washington 
State (Ms. DELBENE) for the purpose of 
a very important unanimous consent 
request. 

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Amanda Alvear, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) for the purpose of an im-
portant and timely unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation. It is really to honor 
the memory of Paul Terrell Henry. He 
was a victim of gun violence in Or-
lando, who never received a moment of 
silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
BROWNLEY), who has a request that will 
break through this Republican obstruc-
tion and save lives, for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Landon 
Dooley, a victim of gun violence who 
never received a moment of action on 
this House floor. 

Enough is enough. Put this common-
sense legislation forward today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
RIBBLE). As previously announced the 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. POLIS. Point of parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. It is a new Speaker pro 
tempore, and I was wondering if the 
new Speaker pro tempore would be 
willing to pose a unanimous consent 
request to the gentleman from Ala-
bama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has been informed that the gen-
tleman from Alabama will not yield for 
the purpose of the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. POLIS. Very well. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-

woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) who has a very important unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Elbert L. Merrick, III, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Ala-
bama how many more unanimous con-
sent requests we need to make until he 
agrees to allow for consideration of 
this bill. 

I am happy to yield for an answer. 
Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
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Mr. POLIS. Sadly, the gentleman 

from Alabama is unable to reserve or 
stop criminals from legally acquiring 
weapons or terrorists from silently as-
sembling arsenals to conduct terrorist 
acts in our country. The only way the 
gentleman from Alabama can prevent 
those acts is to prevent the obstruction 
of this body by granting this very sim-
ple unanimous consent request that is 
about to be made by the gentleman 
from Florida. 

I yield to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DEUTCH) for the purpose of a unan-
imous consent request. 

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, bipartisan expanded background 
checks legislation, to honor the mem-
ory of Stanley Almodovar, III, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
(Ms. CLARK) for the purpose of a very 
important and timely unanimous con-
sent request. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation 
to honor the memory of Lori Dooley 
and Brooke Dooley, a mother and 
daughter, victims of gun violence who 
never received legislative action on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN) for the purpose of an 
important unanimous consent request 
to save lives. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Eugene Liscomb, a victim 
of gun violence who never received a 
moment of silence and never received a 
moment of action on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
SERRANO) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Eric Ivan Ortiz Rivera, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence or who 
never received any action on the House 
floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts 
(Ms. TSONGAS) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Luis Vielma, a victim of 
gun violence who never received a mo-
ment of silence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
CHU) for the purpose of a very impor-
tant unanimous consent request that 
will save lives. 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Brenda Lee 
Marquez McCool, a victim of gun vio-
lence who never received a moment of 
action on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Ala-
bama how many more requests we need 
to make until the Republicans stop 
their obstructionism and allow a sim-
ple vote on the bill. 

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
PERLMUTTER) for the purpose of a very 
important unanimous consent request 
that would save lives. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I thank my 
friend from Colorado. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, to honor the memory of Dan-
iel Mauser. He is a young man who was 
a victim of gun violence at Columbine 
High School and was the son of a friend 
of mine, Tom Mauser. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, in a just- 
breaking Politico article, it says that 
House leader infighting has forced GOP 
leaders to indefinitely postpone a vote 
on an antiterrorism package. 

You know, I don’t know who is going 
to tell the terrorists that we are post-
poning a vote on an antiterrorism 
package. I would hope that the Repub-
licans would join us Democrats in try-
ing to prevent terrorists from quietly 
assembling arsenals of explosives and 
guns and weapons to conduct coordi-
nated attacks on the people of our 
country—that is what we are hoping to 
do—and break through this Republican 
obstructionism on this issue. 

Hopefully, there will be a new, break-
ing story based on the acceptance of a 
unanimous consent request that is 
forthcoming from my colleague from 
Ohio. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from Ohio 
(Ms. KAPTUR) for the purpose of a unan-
imous consent request. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 

1217, the bipartisan King-Thompson ex-
panded backgrounds checks legislation, 
to honor the memory of Juan Ramon 
Guerrero, a victim of gun violence who 
never received either a moment of si-
lence or a moment of action on this 
House floor. We ask Speaker RYAN to 
allow the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
MAXINE WATERS) for the purpose of a 
unanimous consent request. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipartisan ex-
panded background checks legislation, 
in honor of the memory of Darryl R. 
Burt, II, yet another Black man who 
lost his life to senseless violence. He 
never received a moment of silence on 
the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
California will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 
Mr. POLIS. Point of parliamentary 

inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. The Chair has stated the 
last several times that the unanimous 
consent requests cannot be received. Is 
it that it cannot be accepted or that it 
is willfully not accepted by the gen-
tleman from Alabama? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
has been yielded for the purpose of de-
bate. 

Mr. POLIS. Further parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. When a unanimous con-
sent request is made, is it not at the 
discretion of the gentleman controlling 
the time, the gentleman from Ala-
bama, to agree to that request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama has yielded time 
for debate only. 

Mr. POLIS. Further parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Can the gentleman from 
Alabama accept a unanimous consent 
request to yield for the purpose of a 
bill being brought forth? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama has not yielded 
for that purpose. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, point of 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama have the ability to yield for 
that purpose? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Alabama has control of 
the time on his side. 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, 
again, the gentleman from Alabama 
can agree to these unanimous consent 
requests. The way that the answer has 
been framed, he has not agreed to 
them. 

The gentleman from Alabama and 
the Republicans are obstructing this 
body and preventing us from going 
about our business and getting to these 
bills, but it is certainly well within the 
authority under this rule for a unani-
mous consent request to be accepted. 

With that, I am actually glad to say 
we have a unanimous consent. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. CAPPS) for the purpose 
of a unanimous consent request. 

b 1415 
Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 

for yielding. 
Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask unan-

imous consent to bring up H.R. 1217. It 
is a bipartisan piece of legislation 
called the expanded background checks 
bill, and I do so today in honor of a 
particular person who was a victim in 
the Orlando massacre. Her name is 
Mercedez Marisol Flores, a young 
woman who has never received her own 
moment of silence on this House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

The time of the gentlewoman from 
California will be deducted from the 
gentleman from Colorado’s time. 

Mr. POLIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, they 
could be entertained, if the gentleman 
from Alabama would simply agree to 
them. 

We actually have a forthcoming 
unanimous consent request. I would 
hope, Mr. Speaker, that you are willing 
to pose it to the gentleman from Ala-
bama to see if he would, in fact, agree 
to what I think is a very reasonable re-
quest, to bring forward a bipartisan 
bill. 

I am glad to yield to the gentle-
woman from New Jersey (Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN) for the purpose of just such a 
unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. I thank 
my colleague for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 1217, the bipar-
tisan expanded background checks leg-
islation, to honor the memory of Ed-
ward Sotomayor, Jr., a victim of gun 
violence in Orlando at the Pulse Night-
club who never, ever has received a mo-
ment of action on this floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, would the 
Chair be willing to pose the question as 
to whether that unanimous consent re-
quest is accepted to the gentleman con-
trolling the time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Alabama will not yield for any 
such request. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, again, I 
know that the previous Speaker pro 
tempore had posed that question some 
time ago; but I was hoping, by this 
point, the gentleman from Alabama 
would have been moved to change his 
position. 

I am not going to ask every single 
time, but I would appreciate if the 
Chair would pose that question to the 
gentleman from Alabama about wheth-
er he would be willing to accept the 
most recent unanimous consent re-
quest of the gentlewoman from New 
Jersey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) to save 
lives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado may yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama for a re-
sponse. 

Mr. POLIS. I would be happy to yield 
if the gentleman from Alabama would 
be willing to accept the unanimous 
consent request from Mrs. BONNIE WAT-
SON COLEMAN. 

Mr. BYRNE. All time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. POLIS. I will take that as no. 

And, sadly, we are not about to run out 
of victims, Mr. Speaker. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. PELOSI), the 
Democratic leader. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California is recognized 
for 1 minute. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground check legislation, to honor, 
once again, the memory of Carolyn 
Ann Sanders, a victim of gun violence 
who never received a moment of si-
lence on the House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms. 
BORDALLO) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
1217, the bipartisan expanded back-
ground checks legislation, to honor the 
memory of Eddie Jamoldroy Justice, a 
victim of gun violence who never re-
ceived a moment of silence on the 
House floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As pre-
viously announced, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, so many of 
us have made unanimous consent re-
quests. 

I have asked the gentleman from Ala-
bama how many times we have to 
make this motion until the Repub-
licans end their obstructionism. I have 
not received an adequate answer. 

I was hopeful that the gentleman 
from Alabama would have accepted 
this unanimous consent request by 
now. 

I was hopeful that the Chair would 
have posed a question to him multiple 
times, rather than accept his very first 

answer, now that the Democratic lead-
ers and rank-and-file Members have all 
come forward in support of bringing 
forward this bill and breaking through 
the Republican obstructionism. 

I yield the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. THOMP-
SON). 

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

Mr. Speaker, we have been trying all 
day to convince the Republican leader-
ship to bring up H.R. 1217. The reason 
being is that, for the last 31⁄2 years, we 
have been trying to get a vote on this 
bipartisan, pro-Second Amendment 
bill. And in the course of those 31⁄2 
years, 34,000 people have been killed in 
our country by someone using a gun; 
34,000. That is someone’s child, some-
one’s brother, someone’s loved one, 
someone’s wife, someone’s husband, 
someone’s partner; and it is absolutely 
shameful. 

Now we heard yesterday on the steps 
of the Capitol a terrifying story from a 
woman whose 10-year-old daughter was 
murdered by someone with a gun, 
someone who couldn’t legally buy a 
gun because he couldn’t pass a back-
ground check. He was a felon. But he 
got around that law because he went 
online. He found the same gun that you 
could buy in a gun store online but 
without the requirement to pass a 
background check. He bought that gun. 
He shot that brave woman, and he mur-
dered her daughter. 

We can take a step today to do some-
thing about that. We can bring up the 
background check bill. It is bipartisan, 
pro-Second Amendment. It has 186 co-
authors in this House. We can bring it 
up for a vote, and we can pass it. That 
will provide the first line of defense 
against people who shouldn’t be able to 
buy guns from buying guns. 

Who are these people? Criminals, do-
mestic abusers, terrorists, those who 
are dangerously mentally ill. They 
should not be able to get their hands 
on a gun. 

Now, can we stop it in every in-
stance? No. But we know that back-
ground checks work. We know that we 
can make a real difference. 

Every day, every day in the United 
States of America, 170 felons are 
stopped from buying guns because of 
the background check program. Every 
day in the United States of America, 50 
domestic abusers are stopped from buy-
ing a gun because of the background 
check system. It works. We know it 
works. 

Why won’t we bring that bill up for a 
vote? 

That woman stood on the steps of the 
Capitol yesterday. That was a coura-
geous stand she took. She lost her 
daughter. She watched her daughter be 
murdered right in front of her eyes. 
She, herself, was shot. But she is out 
advocating for sensible, pro-Second 
Amendment, reasonable gun laws that 
will protect people. That is brave. 

What is brave about avoiding a vote 
on this bill, a bipartisan bill, a bill that 
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supports the Second Amendment, a bill 
that has both Democrats and Repub-
licans as coauthors: 186 coauthors, a 
background check bill, perfectly con-
stitutional, perfectly reasonable, sup-
ported by gun owners, both Democrats 
and Republicans, supported by 90 per-
cent of the American people. 

Ninety percent of the people that we 
collectively represent are asking us: Do 
something about this tragedy that is 
taking place over 30 times a day in the 
streets of America. Ninety percent. 
That is unbelievable support. 

And what has the Republican leader-
ship done? Nothing. 

Thirty-four thousand deaths in the 
last 31⁄2 years that we have been trying 
to take up this bill; 1,182 mass shoot-
ings since we have tried to take up this 
bill; 30 moments of silence on the floor 
of this House; zero, zero votes to pro-
tect the people that we represent; zero 
votes to do anything regarding respon-
sible, Second Amendment gun laws 
that will protect the people that we 
represent. 

Mr. Speaker, we are not asking for a 
lot. We are asking for a vote. We know 
that background checks work. Your 
side knows it, and our side know it. 

One of the previous speakers on the 
underlying bill today said: It is time to 
put politics aside and look at the pol-
icy. 

What in the world is going on with 
background checks? The policy is solid. 
They work. One hundred and seventy 
felons a day are stopped from getting a 
gun because of background checks. 
Fifty domestic abusers a day are 
stopped from getting a gun because of 
background checks. 

It sounds like pretty solid policy to 
me, Mr. Speaker. It must be the poli-
tics on the other side that are getting 
in the way. And the American people 
do not want that to continue. 

Ninety percent of the people who we 
represent are with us. They say that 
criminals, terrorists, domestic abusers, 
and the dangerously mentally ill 
should not be able to get guns and that 
the men and women who they send to 
the Congress of the United States of 
America should take responsible action 
to stop that from happening. 

Please, give us a vote on the back-
ground check bill. Help keep our con-
stituents safe. 

Mr. POLIS. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

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

We are here on House Resolution 809. 
House Resolution 809 deals with two 
underlying bills. The first one is a con-
ference report related to efforts to 
combat the opioid crisis that is wreak-
ing havoc in communities across the 
United States. 46,000 people die—— 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I have a point of parliamen-
tary procedure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Alabama yield for a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. BYRNE. I do not. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I am 
not asking the gentleman to yield. 

Mr. Speaker, I am asking you for a 
point of parliamentary procedure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama is under recogni-
tion. The gentleman from California 
may not make a parliamentary inquiry 
unless yielded to for that purpose. 

The gentleman from Alabama is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. BYRNE. As I was saying, 46,000 
people die every year of drug overdose. 
That is one of the things that is cov-
ered in the bills that are underlying in 
this resolution, and we just had over 2 
hours of obstruction to try to keep us 
from considering that bill. 

The resolution also contains the ef-
fort to get us to a conference on the 
National Defense Authorization Act, 
which is the policy that defends the 
United States of America. If we want 
to keep terrorists from murdering peo-
ple in the United States, we need to de-
feat them over there so that they don’t 
come over here. 

I would ask everybody in this House 
to get back focused on what this reso-
lution is about: trying to save people 
who are tragically dying from drug 
overdose and protecting the people of 
the United States of America, the num-
ber one thing that we in this Congress 
are here to do. 

So I am glad that we are back to that 
because that is important business for 
this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I again urge my col-
leagues to support House Resolution 
809 and the underlying bill. 

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 809 OFFERED BY 
MR. POLIS OF COLORADO 

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

SEC. 3. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 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. 4. 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 
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. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time, and I move the 
previous question on the resolution. 
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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. POLIS. 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 question will be post-
poned. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2017 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on the fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 5485, and 
that I may include tabular material on 
the same. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BYRNE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida? 

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

ant to House Resolution 794 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 5485. 

Will the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. RIBBLE) kindly take the chair. 

b 1439 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5485) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
RIBBLE (Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Thursday, 
July 7, 2016, a request for a recorded 
vote on amendment No. 25, printed in 
House Report 114–639, offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) 
had been postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 26 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, or enforce a new regulatory action 
for which the aggregate costs of State, local, 
and tribal government compliance or private 
sector compliance, as estimated under sec-
tion 202 of the Unfunded Mandates Reform 

Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1532), will be $100,000,000 
or more. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment 
that deals with an issue that quite 
often comes up on this floor. It is an 
issue about regulation and overregula-
tion. What this amendment would do is 
prohibit the administration from using 
any of these funds to implement a rule 
that would cost the economy $100 mil-
lion more. This is kind of like the 
REINS Act, but the rule doesn’t come 
back for a vote; it is just prohibited. 

The reason is there have been so 
many new rules and regulations that 
our economy is having a hard time 
keeping up. Just last year alone, there 
were 3,400 new rules—administrative 
rules, not from Congress, but these are 
from agencies. There were 80,000-plus 
pages of rules and regulations last year 
alone, and over half a million regula-
tion pages over this President’s admin-
istration. 

This is having a real impact on the 
American economy. We have businesses 
that are having a more difficult time 
accessing loans to expand their busi-
nesses, to grow their innovation, to in-
vest in innovation and create good-pay-
ing jobs within our communities. We 
have an increased cost of financing 
business expansions and home financ-
ing because of the compliance cost of 
our whole financial sector. 

The costs have increased so much be-
cause the rules are now so complex and 
so many that it is trickling down to 
the business community and to our 
families. It is impacting our economy. 

So I think it is time. At least right 
now, for a year, in this funding bill, 
let’s take a pause. Let’s just take a 
break on all the regulation. Let’s stop, 
let’s review, and then we can have a 
discussion about how we move forward. 
But this is a pause on the big regula-
tion. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

It is a surprise to the gentleman that 
we still have 6 months to go in this 
Congress and in this administration. 

This amendment would limit the ad-
ministration’s ability to propose or fi-
nalize important rules or regulations. 

The administration issues rules be-
cause Congress has conveyed a specific 
responsibility to them. Rather than 
enact every contingency into law, we 
rely on public comment and technical 
advice to make sure the laws are im-
plemented efficiently. 

Taking a myopic view of our Nation’s 
regulatory practices is nothing new for 
the majority. Time and time again we 
have seen appropriations riders and au-
thorizing legislation that only looks at 
the costs associated with agency rules 
and completely ignores the associated 
benefits. This amendment is no dif-
ferent. 

These proposals overlook the exten-
sive review process that already exists 
for rules. For example, every new rule 
is already scrutinized up and down by 
numerous Federal agencies as well as 
key stakeholders and the public. For 
economically significant rules, an 
agency must provide the Office of Man-
agement and Budget with an assess-
ment and, to the extent possible, a 
quantification of the benefits and costs 
of the proposed rule. 

In accordance with Executive Order 
12866, the agency has to justify the 
costs associated with the rule, and 
these costs are justified with benefits— 
something this amendment appears to 
think don’t exist. But that is just false. 
For example, in its 2015 analysis of the 
estimated cost and benefits of signifi-
cant Federal regulations, OMB esti-
mated that, over the last decade, the 
benefits of these rules outweighed the 
economic costs by up to 9 to 1. 

This amendment would upend years 
of precedent and could prohibit agen-
cies from revising rules and regulations 
in response to changes in technology, 
the economy, or public demand. 

Republicans should stop trying to un-
dermine the rulemaking process and 
should stop ignoring the real-world 
benefits of these rules to society. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose this amend-
ment very strongly, and I urge a ‘‘nay’’ 
vote. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1445 
Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 

minute to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. CRENSHAW), our chairman. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I rise in support of this, and thank 
the gentleman for bringing this before 
the House. 

We have an administration that just 
loves to regulate. They love to regu-
late. They have rules for everything. 
They have no regard for the cost of the 
regulations. Small businesses, govern-
ments, and States are all hard pressed 
to do all this stuff. The administration 
tries to sidestep us by going through 
executive orders and Presidential 
memorandums. 

All this amendment does is force the 
administration to seek congressional 
approval on the most significant of the 
new regulations. 

It is a great amendment, and I urge 
all the Members to support it. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I find it 
interesting that my good friend across 
the aisle talks about the great review 
process that we have by Federal agen-
cies. These are the faceless, nameless 
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bureaucrats who make rules that have 
huge impacts on our families, on our 
businesses, and on our economy. 

I don’t know about you, but people 
come to me and say: There is a horrible 
rule. Could you help me out, my Mem-
ber of Congress? What I do is I write a 
letter. 

We have disenfranchised the Amer-
ican people because we don’t make the 
laws anymore. We have outsourced 
that to the regulators. Let’s take that 
power back. 

When we empower the Congress, we 
empower the American people to have 
a say in their government on the rules 
that have a huge impact on their lives. 
Let’s have the backbone to take tough 
votes, to say ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ to these 
kind of rules. But let’s not outsource it 
to an agency that has no relationship 
with the American people and no ac-
countability to the American people. 

This is saying ‘‘no.’’ Let’s take a stop 
and let’s reempower the Congress to 
have a say, which, again, empowers the 
American people. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, it is 

amazing. I think it could be December 
31 of this year and we would still be 
trying to find a way to make the Presi-
dent look bad. That is what this is 
about. It is about this President having 
an administration. 

If it was up to some on the other side, 
there would be no Federal agencies, 
there would be no Federal employees, 
they might invent a new computer that 
would run the whole government, and 
the rest of us would just sit around. 
But be careful, because then somebody 
would suggest that there should not be 
a Congress. 

This should be left alone. We have 
agencies. We have secretaries. These 
agencies carry out. And when they 
don’t carry out to our understanding, 
believe me, just look at the appropria-
tions bills. There are riders upon riders 
upon riders to try to undo what is 
being done, which, in many cases, is ex-
cellent work. This is just more of the 
same. 

It may come as a shock to you, but 
the President is still around for 6 more 
months and we are around for 6 more 
months and those administrators are 
around for 6 more months, so we better 
learn to get along for those 6 months. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS EN BLOC OFFERED BY MR. 

CRENSHAW OF FLORIDA 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, pur-
suant to House Resolution 794, I offer 
amendments en bloc. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendments en bloc. 

Amendments en bloc No. 1 consisting 
of amendment Nos. 27, 48, 53, 56, 59, 60, 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, and 69, printed in 
House Report 114–639, offered by Mr. 
CRENSHAW of Florida: 

AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. DUFFY OF 
WISCONSIN 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used with respect to the 
case Rainey v. Merit Systems Protection Board 
(United States Court of Appeals for the Fed-
eral Circuit; No. 2015-3234, decided on June 7, 
2016). 
AMENDMENT NO. 48 OFFERED BY MR. ZELDIN OF 

NEW YORK 
At the end of the bill, before the short 

title, add the following new section: 
SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 

by this Act may be used to enforce section 
540 of Public Law 110–329 (122 Stat. 3688) or 
section 538 of Public Law 112–74 (125 Stat. 976; 
6 U.S.C. 190 note). 

AMENDMENT NO. 53 OFFERED BY MR. JEFFRIES 
OF NEW YORK 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used for the reloca-
tion of the Office of Disability Adjudication 
and Review of the Social Security Adminis-
tration located at 111 Livingston Street in 
Brooklyn, New York. 

AMENDMENT NO. 56 OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
OF FLORIDA 

Page 11, line 22, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $3,250,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 59 OFFERED BY MRS. COMSTOCK 

OF VIRGINIA 
Page 37, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000)’’. 
Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000)’’. 
Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 60 OFFERED BY MS. SPEIER OF 

CALIFORNIA 
Page 46, line 18, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’. 
Page 90, line 16, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 61 OFFERED BY MR. HIMES OF 

CONNECTICUT 
Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,784,000)’’. 
Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,784,000)’’. 
Page 114, line 2, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $1,784,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 62 OFFERED BY MISS RICE OF 

NEW YORK 
Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $800,000)’’. 
Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $800,000)’’. 
Page 113, line 11, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $800,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 63 OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH OF 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Page 6, line 12, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $3,300,000)’’. 
Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,300,000)’’. 
Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,300,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 64 OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG 

OF MICHIGAN 
Page 37, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)’’. 
Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 
Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 
AMENDMENT NO. 65 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY 

OF VIRGINIA 
Page 40, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 66 OFFERED BY MS. MENG OF 
NEW YORK 

Page 117, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

AMENDMENT NO. 67 OFFERED BY MR. ENGEL OF 
NEW YORK 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to lease or purchase 
new light duty vehicles, for any executive 
fleet, or for an agency’s fleet inventory, ex-
cept in accordance with Presidential Memo-
randum-Federal Fleet Performance, dated 
May 24, 2011. 

AMENDMENT NO. 69 OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
OF FLORIDA 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract with any offeror or any of its principals 
if the offeror certifies, as required by Federal 
Acquisition Regulation, that the offeror or 
any of its principals— 

(1) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been convicted of or had a 
civil judgment rendered against it for— 

(A) commission of fraud or a criminal of-
fense in connection with obtaining, attempt-
ing to obtain, or performing a public (Fed-
eral, State, or local) contract or subcontract; 

(B) violation of Federal or State antitrust 
statutes relating to the submission of offers; 
or 

(C) commission of embezzlement, theft, 
forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction 
of records, making false statements, tax eva-
sion, violating Federal criminal tax laws, or 
receiving stolen property; 

(2) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern-
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated above in paragraph 
(1); or 

(3) within a three-year period preceding 
this offer, has been notified of any delin-
quent Federal taxes in an amount that ex-
ceeds $3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW) and the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
SERRANO) each will control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, the 
majority and the minority have agreed 
to these amendments en bloc. They are 
noncontroversial amendments that af-
fect a variety of topics, such as whis-
tleblower protection, property disposal, 
and reducing drug trafficking. 

Additionally, the sponsors of the 
amendments have agreed to the consid-
eration of these amendments en bloc. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this is 

going to be a historic moment, so let’s 
pay attention. 

I rise in support of the en bloc 
amendments. I appreciate the chair-
man’s inclusion of amendments for 
Democratic Members. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the en bloc 
amendment. I think it is a fine exam-
ple of what we can do every so often. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG). 

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the chairman and the ranking 
member. 

I rise to support a bipartisan amend-
ment that I have offered with my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Michi-
gan (Mrs. DINGELL), which helps com-
munities combat the opioid and heroin 
epidemic by increasing funding for the 
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas 
program by $2 million. 

Across the country, HIDTA officials 
are doing important work to curb drug 
trafficking and bring law enforcement 
and community stakeholders together 
to stem the tide of drugs like heroin 
and fentanyl. Providing these addi-
tional resources will allow for even 
more local partnerships to fight drug 
trafficking. 

I urge adoption of the amendment. 
Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 

have no further speakers, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Chair, I have an amend-
ment at the desk. 

I rise to offer my amendment to the Finan-
cial Services and General Government Appro-
priations Act to improve the FTC enforcement 
of the Do Not Call Registry list, and to improve 
public education about FTC–supported solu-
tions that can block these malicious and an-
noying robocalls. 

Mr. Chair, all of us have suffered the re-
peated ringing from calls from unknown num-
bers from robocalls. 

It only takes one day sitting at home to real-
ize how invasive robocalls have become. This 
is what our elderly and retired citizens have to 
deal with every single day. 

Robocall scammers steal over $350 million 
every year from those who fall prey to inces-
sant calls. Without proper enforcement and 
support from the FTC, these calls will continue 
and all of our constituents will continue to suf-
fer. This amendment I offer today would in-
crease funding for the FTC for the purpose of 
additional enforcement of the Do Not Call 
Registry and for educating for consumers 
about their options. 

The relatively small increase in this amend-
ment would result in 6.5 percent more funds 
for enforcement. Since 2004, the FTC has 
brought in $41 million in penalties. That’s a 
paltry $3.4 million each year. Considering 
scammers owe the FTC an estimated $1.2 bil-
lion in penalties, there’s a lot more that can be 
done. 

For the past several years, the FTC has 
held contests to support the development of 
robocall blocking apps such as Nomorobo and 
Robokiller. However, many people don’t know 
that they are free and are effective solutions 
for some consumers. By allowing the FTC to 
conduct more education and outreach, this 
amendment would further leverage existing 
FTC investment in this area. 

I urge my colleagues to support my amend-
ment. This amendment would provide a signifi-
cant increase to the FTC’s ability to crack 
down on illegal robocalls and provide our con-
stituents some peace for the constant robocall 
ringing. 

With that, I urge my colleagues to vote yes. 
Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Chair, I rise today to 

offer an amendment which would transfer $7 
million to the High Intensity Drug Trafficking 
Areas Program, also known as HIDTA. 

HIDTA coordinates federal, state, and local 
drug task forces to disrupt and dismantle drug 
trafficking operations. 

So many individuals—and by extension, 
their families and friends—are suffering the ef-
fects of drug abuse. 

The heroin and opioid epidemic is affecting 
all of northern Virginia. 

But currently, only part of my district is 
HIDTA-designated. 

Two counties—Clarke and Frederick—have 
not yet received a HIDTA designation. 

But I will not rest until my constituents in the 
Shenandoah Valley are afforded the same re-
sources to combat this scourge. 

The funding increase proposed by my 
amendment will ultimately save lives. 

I urge my colleagues to support my amend-
ment. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chair, those of us in this in-
stitution talk a lot about how America is a na-
tion of laws. 

But unfortunately, a recent decision by the 
U.S. Court of Appeals ruled that, while we are 
a nation of laws, we are not a nation of rules. 
At least not if you are a Federal worker. 

My amendment would prohibit the use of 
funds made available in the underlying bill with 
respect to Rainey v. Merit System Protection 
Board. 

Allow me to explain the case and why it’s 
relevant to the bill before us today. 

Dr. Timothy Rainey is a State Department 
employee who, while serving as a contracting 
officer in 2013, was ordered by his supervisor 
to violate the Federal Acquisition Regulation. 

Dr. Rainey refused, and in doing so he was 
removed from his duties. 

When Dr. Rainey invoked the ‘‘right–to–dis-
obey’’ provision of the Whistleblower Protec-
tion Act, the Merit Systems Protection Board 
ruled that the law only protects him from refus-
ing to violate Federal laws, but not rules or 
regulations. 

On June 7th, the United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Federal Circuit upheld this ruling. 

So what does this mean, Mr. Speaker? 
I chair the Financial Services Oversight 

Subcommittee where we frequently get valu-
able tips from Federal whistleblowers about 
questionable and illegal activities at Federal 
agencies. 

This ruling will have the effect of taking 
away their protections to stand up to bad ac-
tors in the Federal workforce. 

Let’s not forget that our rules and regula-
tions are supposed to be derived from law. 

In effect, this ruling will give permission to 
political appointees and other supervisors in 
positions of authority to force Federal works to 
violate the rules and regulations that Con-
gress, through law, directs the agencies to im-
plement. 

At the Treasury Department, one of the 
many agencies funded by this bill, this would 
mean that Federal workers could be forced to 
violate sanctions against Russia for its viola-
tion of Ukraine’s territorial integrity. 

Many of those sanctions are enforced 
through the Code of Federal Regulations pur-
suant to laws enacted by Congress. 

Ultimately, Congress will need to fix the 
Whistleblower Protection Act. 

I intend to work in a bipartisan fashion and 
with the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform to fix the Whistleblower Protec-
tion Act to address this ruling. 

In the meantime, I ask adoption of my 
amendment to put the House on record that 
Federal workers should follows laws and rules 
and regulations. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chair, I would like to thank 
Chairman CRENSHAW and Ranking Member 
SERRANO for including my amendment into the 
en bloc amendment to H.R. 5485, the FY2017 
Financial Services Appropriations Act. 

I offered this amendment to increase the 
funding provided to the Treasury Department’s 
Office of Financial Crimes Enforcement Net-
work (FinCEN) by $3,300,000. By sharing fi-
nancial intelligence with law enforcement, pri-
vate industry, and its foreign counterparts, 
FinCEN supports financial crime investigations 
throughout the world. Terrorists’ proven ability 
to move money through innovative means ne-
cessitates continued progress in this critical 
counterterrorism area. The $3,300,000 is 
needed to enhance FinCEN’s supervisory 
strategy of Money Services Businesses and to 
meet the growing demand for FinCEN’s ex-
panded national security response efforts. 

The amendment would offset this necessary 
increase through corresponding decreases in 
the funding provided for the ‘‘Rental of Space’’ 
account within the General Services Adminis-
tration. 

Through my work as Ranking Member of 
the Financial Services Committee’s Task 
Force to Investigate Terrorism Financing and 
the Co-Chair of the bipartisan Task Force on 
Anti-Terrorism & Proliferation Financing, I wit-
nessed the vital work that FinCEN engages in 
to safeguard our financial system from evolv-
ing money laundering and national security 
threats. By analyzing financial intelligence and 
sharing it with law enforcement, private indus-
try, and its foreign counterparts, FinCEN sup-
ports financial crime investigations throughout 
the world. 

At this time, FinCEN needs additional fund-
ing to enhance its supervisory strategy of 
Money Services Businesses (MSBs) and to 
establish a specialized response team to focus 
on high priority threats. This is important be-
cause banks are increasingly derisking by 
exiting the MSB market due to the high risks 
associated with MSB customers. For example, 
this is making it nearly impossible for families, 
charities, and businesses to send remittances 
to people in Somalia. A specialized response 
team will encourage banks to more consist-
ently service the financial needs of the MSB 
market that is seen as higher risk. 

In addition, FinCEN could use these addi-
tional funds to meet the growing demand for 
its expanded national security response ef-
forts. FinCEN continues to support the broader 
Department of Treasury efforts by identifying 
sources of revenue for organizations such as 
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) and 
their attempts to access the international fi-
nancial system. However, without adequate 
funding FinCEN will be unable to meet the de-
mand for expanded intelligence reporting and 
increased investigations into terrorism finance. 

As evidenced by recent support to the Paris 
and Belgium terrorists attack investigations, 
FinCEN’s expertise assisted in quickly identi-
fying links between the two attacks. FinCEN 
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published 51 reports related to the Paris at-
tacks and 2 reports related to the Brussels at-
tack Many of these reports were generated 
through engagement with financial institutions 
by FinCEN, which resulted in increased re-
ports from U.S. financial institutions. Moreover, 
FinCEN’s financial intelligence has played an 
important role in identifying potential foreign 
terrorist fighters (FTFs). 

With today’s increasingly complex and rap-
idly evolving terrorist networks, we cannot risk 
our national security by not adequately funding 
this important Department. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendments en bloc offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. CREN-
SHAW). 

The en bloc amendments were agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 28 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to propose, issue, 
implement, administer, or enforce any re-
quirement that a solicitation of a proxy, 
consent, or authorization to vote a security 
of an issuer in an election of members of the 
board of directors of the issuer be made 
using a single ballot or card that lists both 
individuals nominated by (or on behalf of) 
the issuer and individuals nominated by (or 
on behalf of) other proponents and permits 
the person granting the proxy, consent, or 
authorization to select from among individ-
uals in both groups. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today on an amendment that would 
prohibit special interests from having 
their agendas advanced by Washington 
bureaucrats, and to refocus the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission on its 
important threefold policy mission: to 
protect investors; maintain fair, or-
derly, and efficient markets; and to fa-
cilitate capital formation. 

Strong and efficient communication 
between the boards and management of 
public companies and their share-
holders is foundational to healthy cap-
ital markets and to maintaining the 
ability of companies to innovate and to 
create jobs for everyone. 

Fortunately, recent studies have 
shown that communication between 
the investors and the companies has 
actually improved over recent years, 
and shareholders are now increasingly 
able to effectuate change without all of 
the drastic measures, such as launch-
ing a proxy fight. 

In fact, according to a 2015 report 
from Ernst & Young, the number of 

companies disclosing engagement on 
government topics rose from a mere 6 
percent of the S&P 500 companies all 
the way up to 50 percent in 2015. In 
many ways, this is a private market at 
work as investors demand that boards 
and management be more responsive to 
their request for how to improve the 
company and their long-term perform-
ance. 

A number of regulatory hurdles still 
need to be overcome to improve the 
U.S. proxy system, which remains one 
of the primary ways in which public 
companies communicate between the 
two. Back in 2010, the SEC put forth a 
number of ideas, the so-called ‘‘Proxy 
Plumbing’’ concept release, which ex-
plored various ways to improve the 
transparency, if you will, of corporate 
government systems here in the United 
States. 

Importantly, the Proxy Plumbing 
concept release also discussed at length 
the importance of getting retail inves-
tors more involved in the process. For 
a variety of reasons, retail investors 
have for years been disenfranchised by 
the current proxy system, and they 
rarely exercise the rights of share-
holders to engage in improving the way 
that the companies work. 

Unfortunately, for nearly 6 years, the 
SEC has, and maybe not surprisingly, 
allowed this Proxy Plumbing concept 
release to languish and has chosen not 
to act on it, even on some of the most 
basic and noncontroversial parts of it. 

But then last year, out of the blue, 
SEC Chair Mary Jo White had directed 
the SEC staff to develop a rulemaking 
for what is known as ‘‘universal proxy 
ballots.’’ 

You ask: What are universal proxy 
ballots? Good question. Put simply, 
while they sound quite benign, actu-
ally, universal proxy ballots are a 
means for special interest groups to 
easily then nominate their preferred 
candidates to a company’s board, and 
that would fundamentally change 
things. It would fundamentally change 
the way in which public company di-
rectors are elected here in the U.S. 

This is an initiative that has been 
pushed for years by insiders and special 
interests. It has also been pushed by a 
number of activist pension funds, many 
of which have been horribly managed 
themselves and now find themselves 
with unfunded liabilities that threaten 
the retirement security of the public 
sector workers over which they were 
responsible. 

The adoption of the universal proxy 
rule would only increase the likelihood 
of high profile proxy fights at public 
companies, which would then serve to 
distract the employees and manage-
ment of these companies from carrying 
out their core mission. 

More importantly, it would make the 
vast majority of public company share-
holders, including the smaller retail in-
vestor, pay the price for the costs asso-
ciated with these big fights. 

Finally, it is unfair to those inves-
tors who do not wish to carry the water 
for these special interests. 

Aside from these specific policy con-
cerns, there are also issues of how the 
SEC has been prioritizing its finite re-
sources. The SEC recently missed the 
rulemaking deadline for yet again an-
other congressional mandate to sim-
plify and modernize our current cor-
porate disclosure regime. 

This is an initiative that has bipar-
tisan support and would help boost 
confidence by making quarterly and 
annual reports more effective for the 
small investor by reducing some of the 
unnecessary and the not material dis-
closures within them. 

Unfortunately, once again, the SEC 
chose to ignore what Congress man-
dated and, instead, prioritized 
rulemakings over such things as that 
universal proxy I mentioned, which, 
again, would benefit simply a minority 
of insider special interests over the 
vast majority of public company share-
holders. 

This rulemaking should be nowhere 
on the SEC’s agenda. My amendment 
would simply disallow the SEC from 
using its finite resources. 

I urge all of my colleagues’ support. 
Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. GARRETT. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Florida. 
Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 

want to thank the gentleman for bring-
ing the amendment before us. This is a 
very good amendment. It keeps the 
SEC on track, it gets them focused on 
their core dual mission—investor pro-
tection and capital formation. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, the 

gentleman said it more succinctly than 
I did in the last 4 minutes, and I thank 
him. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from New Jersey has ex-
pired. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, it is 
amazing to hear the other side pro-
tecting the right of the SEC to do its 
work when the budget and the bill 
show just the opposite. 

This amendment is yet another at-
tack on the independence and efficacy 
of the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission. It also represents an attack 
on shareholders. 

When special interests cannot win 
ballot questions put to their share-
holders, they seek protection from 
Congress to change the rules of the 
game. 

Specifically, this amendment would 
prohibit the SEC from proposing, im-
plementing, or enforcing any regu-
latory action on the issue of universal 
proxy ballots. These universal proxy 
ballots would let shareholders vote for 
whomever they wish to represent them 
on the corporate boards. This is a vital 
consideration in proxy contests since 
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board seats and, in some cases, board 
control are at stake. It would also 
make for a fairer, less cumbersome 
voting process. 

Right now, there is a two-tiered sys-
tem governing shareholder elections. 
Shareholders in attendance at meet-
ings, particularly in proxy contests, 
have the ability to receive a legal bal-
lot that allows them to pick and 
choose among all of the candidates who 
are duly nominated. 

b 1500 

Shareholders who are not in attend-
ance do not have that ability and, typi-
cally, can only choose from among 
nominees who appear on management’s 
or a dissident’s ballot, but not both. 
This limits shareholders’ choice. 

Many advocates and investors, in-
cluding the Council of Institutional In-
vestors, have written to the SEC and 
have asked them to address this issue. 
Indeed, the CII filed a rulemaking peti-
tion to this effect. Likewise, the SEC 
Investor Advisory Committee, which is 
the group of outside experts tasked 
with the responsibility under Dodd- 
Frank to advise the SEC on issues of 
investor protection, called upon the 
SEC to take action on this issue. 

Corporate governance is only effec-
tive when boards are elected in a free 
and fair manner. The SEC should take 
steps to eliminate disenfranchisement 
in proxy contests in cases where share-
holders have no ability to ‘‘split their 
ticket’’ and vote for a combination of 
shareholder and management nomi-
nees. 

This amendment would curtail the 
SEC’s existing authority in this regard, 
to the detriment of shareholders and 
corporate accountability. 

I urge opposition to the amendment. 
Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 

my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 29 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to— 

(1) designate any nonbank financial com-
pany as ‘‘too big to fail’’; 

(2) designate any nonbank financial com-
pany as a ‘‘systemically important financial 
institution’’; or 

(3) make a determination that material fi-
nancial distress at a nonbank financial com-
pany, or the nature, scope, size, scale, con-
centration, interconnectedness, or mix of the 
activities of such company, could pose a 
threat to the financial stability of the 
United States. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chair, I rise to 
prevent government regulators from 
expanding the corrupt doctrine of ‘‘too 
big to fail’’ into even greater parts of 
our economy. 

Under Dodd-Frank, the Financial 
Stability Oversight Council, FSOC, has 
the power now to designate companies 
as systemically important financial in-
stitutions, SIFIs. I have heard it said 
that the SIFI status does not nec-
essarily mean ‘‘too big to fail,’’ but 
that is a ridiculous claim that is on par 
with the reassurances that there was 
no implicit guarantee with Fannie and 
Freddie. In the real world, the Federal 
Government will never allow a SIFI to 
fail. The SIFI designation is nothing 
less than the government’s stamp of 
approval and the enshrining of tax-
payer bailouts. Simply put, a SIFI des-
ignation is the guarantee that the tax-
payers will, once again, be on the hook 
for the bailouts of Wall Street. 

First, megabanks were designated as 
‘‘too big to fail.’’ Now FSOC is claim-
ing that nonbank firms, such as insur-
ance companies and asset managers, 
should also be designated as SIFIs. 
FSOC’s words and actions belie its true 
purpose, which is to grow its regula-
tion of the economy so that every sec-
tor of the financial industry is propped 
up on the backs of taxpayers. 

I am offering this amendment to pre-
vent the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the Chairman of the SEC, who are both 
voting members of FSOC, from desig-
nating any additional nonbank compa-
nies as SIFIs. When companies become 
SIFIs, they cease to operate in the free 
market. Instead, they operate under a 
new system—a system that protects 
entities by sparing them from the costs 
and the consequences that other reg-
ular companies face in a competitive 
market. So, over time, the combina-
tion of this protected status and the 
Fed’s risk-averse regulation will zap 
the energy and competitiveness of this 
company. Simply put, the government 
will corrupt the private sector, which, 
in turn, will corrupt the government. 

‘‘Too big to fail’’ must not take root 
in the nonbank financial sector. These 
companies serve as an important coun-
terbalance to the megabanks. You see, 
Dodd-Frank was built on a foundation 
of sand—a foundation that mistakenly 
views the financial crisis as having 
been caused exclusively by the greed of 
large financial institutions and that in-

trusive government regulation would 
have prevented the crisis by keeping 
them from making risky investments. 
So it should come as no surprise that, 
instead of solving the problem, Dodd- 
Frank gave ‘‘too big to fail’’ the force 
of the law. FSOC is not working as in-
tended because it is unworkable. 

Finally, even with its absolute and 
unaccountable powers, its faulty 
premise dooms FSOC to failure. We 
must prevent FSOC from continuing to 
dig a deeper hole in free market cap-
italism and get Wall Street off the 
backs and out of the pockets of the 
American taxpayers. 

Mr. Chair, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW). 

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for bringing this amendment 
before us, and I urge everyone to sup-
port it. 

Mr. Chair, FSOC is there to mitigate 
risk, not to just go around looking for 
people to designate. In our underlying 
bill, we say that, before you can des-
ignate a nonbank, you have to give it 
the right to cure whatever the problem 
is. This takes it one step further in 
asking: Why do we designate nonbanks 
as significantly important financial in-
stitutions? 

We ought to focus on where the focus 
ought to be and just leave the 
nonbanks out of this. 

I urge the support of this amend-
ment. 

Mr. GARRETT. Once again, the 
chairman said it more succinctly than 
I. I urge all Members to support the 
legislation. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, we finally 
found something we agree on again. 
This is becoming a habit. We want to 
keep Wall Street in its place. I wish the 
gentleman would help us with empow-
ering the SEC to do so. 

Dodd-Frank does not designate any 
entity as ‘‘too big to fail,’’ as the Gar-
rett amendment suggests. Instead, 
Dodd-Frank provides regulators with 
the tools to address the risks posed by 
large, complex, and interconnected fi-
nancial institutions—both banks and 
nonbanks alike. This is crucial in ad-
dressing one of the main regulatory 
gaps we witnessed leading up to the 
2008 crisis. Too many nonbanks were in 
the shadows, having had escaped crit-
ical regulation that could have pre-
vented the crisis. 

For example, regulators have already 
designed AIG as a nonbank system-
ically important financial institution, 
a SIFI. Recall that the London arm of 
AIG’s was speculating in derivative 
products, such as credit default swaps, 
leading up to the 2008 crisis. By the fall 
of 2007, AIG Financial Products had al-
ready begun a tailspin that helped 
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spark the worst financial crisis in the 
U.S. since the Great Depression. By 
May 2009, various programs of support 
from the Federal Reserve and the 
Treasury amounted to more than $180 
billion in bailouts to the company. 

Other nonbank broker dealers, like 
Bear Stearns and Lehman Brothers, 
were at the center of the creation of 
toxic assets, which were central to the 
crisis and necessitated the need for a 
Wall Street bailout. The Garrett 
amendment would stop our banking 
regulators from subjecting the next 
Lehman Brothers from heightened reg-
ulation. Hedge funds were also key 
intermediaries in the distribution and 
structuring of toxic assets. Again, the 
Garrett amendment would stop our 
banking regulators from providing the 
heightened regulation of their oper-
ations. 

The Garrett amendment is an at-
tempt to roll back the critical rules of 
the road we have passed in the wake of 
the greatest financial crisis since the 
Great Depression. Large financial in-
stitutions are fighting the SIFI des-
ignation because they know that being 
identified as one means being subjected 
to regulation that is above and beyond 
current requirements, including ‘‘liv-
ing wills,’’ which will help regulators 
plan how to wind down the firms in an 
orderly fashion in the event they be-
come insolvent. The heightened regula-
tion also includes the ability for regu-
lators to ‘‘stress test’’ the entity to see 
if it can withstand financial distress, 
demand more capital, or to demand 
more stringent reporting. 

Former FDIC Chairman Sheila Bair, 
a Republican appointee, noted in con-
gressional testimony after the passage 
of Dodd-Frank: ‘‘Many institutions are 
vigorously lobbying against such a des-
ignation,’’ and ‘‘being designated a 
SIFI will in no way confer a competi-
tive advantage by anointing an institu-
tion as ‘too big to fail.’ ’’ 

The capacity to designate nonbanks 
as SIFIs is critical to the U.S. financial 
system for appropriate regulatory 
oversight. The designation process al-
ready has in place multiple procedural 
safeguards and opportunities for appeal 
via a lengthy process. Therefore, I urge 
my colleagues to oppose the Garrett 
amendment as it does much more harm 
than we would think. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chair, how much 

time do I have remaining? 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey has 11⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chair, the harm 
that has occurred is from the Dodd- 
Frank legislation, and the harm that 
has occurred by the FSOC designations 
is twofold. 

One, the large one, is the fact that it 
has given a regulator the ability to put 
financial institutions and non-financial 
institutions and their problems on the 
backs of the American taxpayers, 
meaning that you and I and everybody 
who is listening to us may someday 

have to reach into their pockets and 
bail out, once again, Wall Street for its 
bad decisions. That should end now. 

Two, the even larger issue, is the fail-
ure of Dodd-Frank. In the legislation 
here, we are trying to fix the fact that 
it has had a debilitating effect on the 
overall economy. It has created dis-
incentives in the marketplace, which is 
bad for the economy, and it is why we 
are having such a slow growth in the 
GDP, which translates into less job 
growth, fewer jobs for the American 
public, and fewer jobs for your neigh-
bor and my neighbor as well. We need 
this legislation to fix it. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, how much 
time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York has 1 minute remain-
ing. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, the other 
side doesn’t like ObamaCare; it doesn’t 
like Dodd-Frank; it doesn’t like the 
SEC. Maybe I am going to try an 
amendment on the bailout of the auto-
mobile industry to see if they like that 
one, because that helped a lot of folks. 

This amendment is misguided. The 
gentleman is a good man who honestly 
believes in what he is saying and in 
what he is doing, but it is only going to 
hamper the SEC’s ability to do its 
work. We do that enough in this bill, so 
it should be left alone. I urge a vote 
against the amendment. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 30 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to pay a perform-
ance award under section 5384 of title 5, 
United States Code, to any career appointee 
within the Senior Executive Service. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I rise to offer 
a commonsense amendment with the 
intent of prohibiting the use of funds in 
this act to pay a performance award to 
any senior executive employee within 
the IRS. 

Under the direction of Commissioner 
John Koskinen, IRS officials have led a 
coordinated effort to hide the truth 
about this IRS’ targeting of innocent 
Americans based on their political be-
liefs. Rather than cleaning up this 
rogue agency, Koskinen has doubled 
down on the agency’s lawlessness and 
political culture. 

On Koskinen’s watch, the IRS inten-
tionally destroyed nearly 24,000 emails 
from Lois Lerner and failed to comply 
with a congressional subpoena. To 
make matters worse, Commissioner 
Koskinen made a series of false and 
misleading statements under oath to 
Congress at multiple committee hear-
ings on this matter. 

Koskinen said in March of 2014 that 
the IRS had turned over all of Lerner’s 
emails and all requested information; 
yet the Treasury Inspector General for 
Tax Administration uncovered more 
than 1,000 emails that the IRS tried to 
hide. 

b 1515 

The recent transgressions per-
petrated by this agency are not only 
disgraceful, they border on corrupt. 
The trust Americans once had has been 
utterly destroyed. 

In July 2013, Danny Werfel, Acting 
Commissioner of the IRS, sought to 
eliminate bonuses for union employees 
and senior executives within the agen-
cy, sending an email to employees 
which stated: ‘‘I do not believe there 
should be performance awards this year 
for IRS employees, managers, or execu-
tives.’’ 

Unfortunately, Koskinen chose to ig-
nore Werfel’s attempts to restore trust 
within the agency. In February of 2014, 
Koskinen announced his decision to 
pay out bonuses to senior IRS bureau-
crats in order to improve ‘‘employee 
morale.’’ 

In April 2014, the Treasury inspector 
general reported that more than 1,100 
IRS employees with delinquent tax re-
turns received bonuses of more than a 
million dollars. That same investiga-
tion found: ‘‘2,800 IRS employees facing 
disciplinary actions received more 
than $2.8 million in monetary bo-
nuses.’’ 

The Office of Personnel Management 
reported that in fiscal year 2014 alone, 
61.5 percent of all senior executives 
within the Treasury Department re-
ceived performance awards. 

Lawlessness within this agency 
should not be rewarded. This amend-
ment seeks to effectuate a policy of ac-
countability and change the corrupt 
culture of this agency by prohibiting 
bonuses and performance awards for 
Senior Executives Service employees 
within the IRS. 

It is unconscionable that Lois Lerner 
and other dishonest senior officials 
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within the IRS have received more 
than $100,000 in bonuses in recent 
years. Committing perjury, purposely 
disposing of hard drives and more than 
2,400 emails in order to stymie an in-
vestigation, and providing an ex-
tremely poor level of service to tax-
payers doesn’t warrant a bonus of even 
a penny, in my mind. 

Fifty-seven Democrats joined every 
single Republican in seeking to prevent 
senior bureaucrats within the IRS from 
collecting these lavish bonuses in the 
fiscal year 2015 by voting in favor of 
my amendment that passed the House 
with strong bipartisan support. 

The Council for Citizens Against 
Government Waste supports this 
amendment and FreedomWorks is key 
voting in favor of this amendment. 

Once the IRS can prove that it will 
hold rogue employees accountable for 
their ineptitude, I will cease my efforts 
to prohibit these awards. 

Again, I thank the chairman and 
ranking member for their continued 
work on the committee. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I claim 

the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I am 
going to start backwards here. 

We are not going to call for a vote on 
this, and the reason for it is, when peo-
ple read your amendment, they are 
going to realize someone didn’t write it 
correctly. It doesn’t speak to the IRS. 
It actually allows for this cut to be 
across the board on the whole bill, 
which should make our chairman not 
very happy, and I am interested in my 
chairman’s happiness. 

I rise to oppose the amendment. This 
amendment would prevent agencies 
under this bill from giving employees 
in the Senior Executive Service bo-
nuses. This seems to be aimed at the 
IRS since the summary on the Rules 
Committee Web site emphasizes the 
IRS, but it would have the same effect 
across the board. 

No one is saying that poor perform-
ance should be rewarded, but this takes 
one class of employees and punishes all 
of them regardless of their individual 
merits. It will cause us to lose good 
employees, which is not what we need. 

I realize Members on the other side of 
the aisle are eager to get their kicks in 
against the IRS—they even put them 
in bills when they are not the only 
ones in the bill—but I argue that this 
amendment would have unintended 
consequences. 

Rather than somehow making the 
IRS or any other agency better, this is 
likely to make it worse. This amend-
ment is going to simply ensure that we 
have less accomplished employees at 
the IRS and at other government agen-
cies. It would have a negative effect on 
recruitment and retention of highly 
talented senior executives necessary to 
ensure tax administration and other 
agency duties. It may also conflict 

with statutory requirements for SES 
bonuses that are designed to award 
strong performance. 

I oppose the amendment. It is not 
well targeted or well thought out. 

I think we also should know that this 
is the one agency that has been re-
duced in its employee number by the 
largest in the last few years, so I really 
don’t understand what this is trying to 
accomplish. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, let me now 

ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. 

I yield 15 seconds to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. SERRANO) to re-
spond. 

If you disagree with my amendment 
and feel that it will have unintended 
consequences, name the agencies in the 
bill that you think should be allowed 
to dole out lavish bonuses to their sen-
ior executives. 

Mr. SERRANO. I think that if an— 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I am asking the 
gentleman: Name me an agency here 
that should not be doling out— 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, with all 
due respect, and I am not answering 
the gentleman’s question, my role is 
not to tell you what you should have 
put in the bill. 

Mr. GOSAR. Reclaiming my time, if 
the gentleman from New York can’t 
give an answer— 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I am tell-
ing the gentleman from Arizona what 
he didn’t write. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, reclaiming 
my time, I think most hardworking 
Americans would agree that the senior 
bureaucrats with the Customer Finan-
cial Protection Bureau, the Federal 
Labor Relations Authority, and the 
Federal Communications Commission 
should not be receiving lavish bonuses 
when we are $19 trillion in the hole. 

As I mentioned at the outset, the in-
tent of this amendment is to prohibit 
the use of funds in this act to pay a 
performance award to any senior exec-
utive employee within the IRS. When 
the staff realized the actual language 
in the amendment could be more far 
reaching than intended, we attempted 
to work with the committee to correct 
this occurrence. 

One thing that this House agrees on 
is that senior executives within IRS 
should not be collecting bonuses, and 
this amendment prohibits exactly that 
occurrence. 

I urge adoption of this amendment. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, how much 

time do I have remaining? 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York has 21⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I will be 
brief. 

I don’t want to read into the gen-
tleman from Arizona’s statement, sir, 
that you were trying to get the chair-
man not to notice that you were writ-
ing the amendment that he dislikes the 
most across the board—that we both 

dislike the most. I just think, you 
know, what you are talking about is 
something that, in many cases, has to 
be looked at. Also, in order to keep 
good employees, you have to find ways 
to reward them. 

This agency, through the hits it 
takes, has lost—the one you intend, ac-
cording to your comments, the IRS— 
has lost 18,000 employees in a couple of 
years since 2010, I believe, 18,000 em-
ployees. Now we go further here. 

Secondly, I am glad to see that you 
spoke about other agencies, which 
means you must have read the amend-
ment a little closer. But I still think it 
is not a good amendment. I still think 
it should be defeated. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. The Members on 
both sides are reminded to direct their 
remarks directly to the Chair and not 
to each other. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 31 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used in contraven-
tion of section 642(a) of the Illegal Immigra-
tion Reform and Immigrant Responsibility 
Act of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1373(a)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I rise today to offer a commonsense 
amendment. The Gosar-Bridenstine- 
Duncan-Gohmert-Huelskamp-Jones- 
Barletta-Brat-Brooks-Black amend-
ment prohibits funds within this act 
from being used in contravention of 
Federal immigration law for sanctuary 
city policies. 

The concept of sanctuary city poli-
cies is in direct opposition to the rule 
of law and our Constitution. Article I, 
section 8, clause 4 gives Congress clear 
jurisdiction on immigration matters. 

A nation of laws must enforce estab-
lished law, not seek ways to skirt 
around it. Sanctuary cities defy Fed-
eral immigration statutes by harboring 
untold numbers of illegal immigrants 
and providing safe havens for crimi-
nals, many of whom are violent offend-
ers. 

Our amendment prohibits the use of 
funds which are appropriated by this 
act from being used in contravention of 
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section 642(a) of the Illegal Immigra-
tion Reform and Immigrant Responsi-
bility Act of 1996. This Federal law pro-
hibits sanctuary policies that prevent 
or obstruct government and law en-
forcement officials from sharing infor-
mation regarding a person’s immigra-
tion status with the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service. 

Despite being the law of the land, 
more than 200 State and municipal ju-
risdictions across the country have es-
tablished policies that directly violate 
the law and shield criminal illegal 
aliens from enforcement. The shocking 
case of Kate Steinle in San Francisco 
in 2015 revealed the danger sanctuary 
cities pose to our Republic. 

Just over a year ago, on July 1, 2015, 
Steinle was shot and killed by Juan 
Francisco Lopez-Sanchez, an illegal 
immigrant who had been deported five 
times. San Francisco authorities were 
asked to detain Sanchez until he could 
be turned over to Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement officials. The 
city declined and held Sanchez in jail 
for less than a month on a 20-year-old 
drug charge before releasing him on 
April 15, 2015, less that 2 months before 
he killed Steinle. 

Sadly, Kate’s tragic murder is not 
alone. Between 2010 and 2014, criminal 
aliens who were released by DHS went 
on to commit 124 homicide-related of-
fenses across the country. 

Let’s not forget the many others who 
have been killed by criminal aliens: 
Jerry Braswell, Sr., and Jerry 
Braswell, Jr., of North Carolina; Dani 
Countryman of Oregon; Chandra Levy 
of Washington, D.C.; the Gonzalez fam-
ily of Texas; Kevin Will of Texas; 
Christopher ‘‘Buddy’’ Rowe of Cali-
fornia; Jamiel Shaw of California; 
Alvert John Mike of Utah; and Grant 
Ronnebeck of Arizona and countless 
others. 

These brutal murders have called at-
tention to the dangers sanctuary city 
policies pose to the safety and security 
of the American people. The Federa-
tion for American Immigration Reform 
supports this amendment stating: 
‘‘Gosar amendment 31 addresses a crit-
ical public safety problem and sends a 
clear message to sanctuary city juris-
dictions that their dangerous policies 
are unacceptable.’’ 

NumbersUSA is key voting in sup-
port of this amendment and has stated: 
‘‘The Gosar Amendment is a targeted 
approach to sanctuary policies.’’ 

I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK). 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Chair, I rise today 
in strong support of the Gosar amend-
ment to cut off the funding to sanc-
tuary cities through the financial ap-
propriations bill. 

When I came to Congress in 2011, I 
quickly cosponsored the Enforce the 
Law for Sanctuary Cities Act, and I 
have worked to hold these governments 
accountable ever since. Here is why. 

We all know that, for years now, Con-
gress has ceded more and more power 
to the executive branch. But less 

talked about is the fact that, for just 
as long, Congress has allowed more 
than 200 State and municipal jurisdic-
tions to do the same exact thing. And 
this is just plain wrong. Sanctuary cit-
ies thumb their nose at Congress; they 
ignore Federal law; and they endanger 
the lives of their citizens. 

While I urge passage of this amend-
ment, I also believe that we must act 
by passing my bill, the Stop Dangerous 
Sanctuary Cities Act, which takes a 
broad-based approach to defunding 
sanctuary city policies once and for all. 

I thank the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. GOSAR) for his leadership on this 
issue. I support his amendment. 

Mr. GOSAR. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I claim 
the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, this is one 
of those moments where you realize 
that an amendment is put forth not to 
deal with an issue but, rather, to put it 
on the floor so you can discuss it. 

First of all, this is not the place to 
discuss immigration policy. And I can 
tell you that we would both agree that 
our immigration policy, our program, 
is broken and it has to be fixed. 

Here is the problem, one that I have 
been arguing for years, and a lot of 
other people have been doing the same 
thing for years and lately, and that is 
that law enforcement officials, for the 
most part, will tell you that, regardless 
of whether we deal with the immigra-
tion issue or not, they need to speak to 
the local people and get information so 
they can do their job. 

If they are seen as agents of the im-
migration department, if you will, the 
people won’t speak to them who are 
here undocumented. They won’t speak 
to them. So they are faced with a very 
difficult situation. They are saying: 
You guys and ladies are supposed to 
handle immigration reform. Do it. 
Take care of it. Do it in the way you 
want. Take care of that. But in the 
meantime, let me do my job. 

So a guy steals a car, and three peo-
ple in the neighborhood know who 
stole it. They go up. If they think that 
that police officer is also enforcing im-
migration policy, they are not going to 
talk to him. That is just a fact of life. 

So you may think you are doing a 
great thing, but you are actually hurt-
ing law enforcement in the job that it 
has to do. What we need to do is have 
an immigration policy that speaks 
about all the issues that are covered by 
immigration policy. 

Secondly, we hear from the other 
side about local control, local control, 
local control. Well, some cities have 
decided that they are sanctuary cities, 
that they are going to deal with the 
immigration issue differently than 
other people deal in other places—less 
mean, less aggressive and being nasty, 
more understanding of a problem rath-
er than just saying that people come 
here to rip us off. 

We have to keep all those things in 
mind as we look at this amendment, 
and this amendment should be de-
feated. 

b 1530 

Lastly, your amendment talks about 
cutting funds, and the gentlewoman 
talked about cutting funds. To our 
knowledge, there is nothing in here 
that funds anything having to do with 
sanctuary cities or, for that matter, 
having to do with immigration. So 
wrong bill, wrong place, wrong time, 
wrong idea. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. GUINTA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 32 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection to imple-
ment, administer, or enforce any guidance 
with respect to indirect auto lending. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from New Hampshire (Mr. GUINTA) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GUINTA. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, in March of 2013, the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
issued flawed and inaccurate guidance 
that would threaten to eliminate auto 
dealers’ flexibility to discount the in-
terest rate offered to consumers financ-
ing vehicle purchases. 

Whether a person seeks to buy an 
automobile, an RV, or a motorcycle, 
consumers rely heavily on their neigh-
borhood auto dealer to provide them 
the best possible rate. However, this 
faulty and unstudied guidance could in-
crease the cost for consumers, ulti-
mately making it more difficult to ob-
tain an automobile. 

Roughly 6 months ago, my good 
friend across the aisle, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, and I, introduced H.R. 1737, 
which passed the House with an over-
whelming bipartisan and veto-proof 
vote, 332–96. My bill, along with 13 bi-
partisan letters sent by Congress over 
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the last 3 years, gave the CFPB a 
chance to fix the faulty guidance and 
reissue it, but, unfortunately, they 
still insist on an anticonsumer policy 
and chose to keep their faulty bulletin 
in place. 

In fact, the CFPB has refused to 
change course even with a solution 
modeled on the Department of Justice 
consent order that is supported by auto 
dealers and lenders and do not resort to 
eliminating dealer discounts. Congress 
has given the CFPB an opportunity to 
correct and reissue their guidance, and 
that would take into account con-
sumers and bring clarity to the mar-
ket. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment will 
leave no doubt that either the CFPB 
will fix this problem they created or 
Congress will, and if we do it, we will 
do it in a bipartisan way. 

I would like to thank Chairman 
CRENSHAW and Chairman HENSARLING 
of the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices for their support. I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment. 

I yield such time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
CRENSHAW). 

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and thank him for 
bringing this before the body. 

Here is another example of the CFPB 
overregulating, trying to find a solu-
tion to a problem that doesn’t exist. I 
support this amendment, and I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment pro-
hibits the CFPB from implementing, 
administering, or enforcing any guid-
ance related to indirect auto lending. 
This is meant as a shot across the bow 
to the CFPB, telling them not to bring 
fair lending cases against indirect 
automobile finance companies. But on 
a practical level, the amendment will 
only invite confusion into the industry. 

After all, this amendment does noth-
ing to address lenders’ obligations 
under the Equal Credit Opportunity 
Act. Instead, the amendment only 
strikes guidance the CFPB has pro-
vided to those lenders, providing clar-
ity on how they can meet their obliga-
tions under the law. 

Discrimination in any finance mar-
ket is unacceptable, and we know that 
discrimination is still alive and well in 
the indirect auto lending marketplace. 
In the three settlements to date 
against Ally Financial, Fifth Third 
Bank, Honda and Toyota Motor Credit, 
the CFPB secured nearly $162 million 
in borrower relief and penalties, find-
ing that minority borrowers paid more 
than $200 over the life of a car loan 
than White borrowers, even when con-
trolling for borrowers’ creditworthi-
ness. 

Discretionary markups are the 
source of discrimination in auto lend-
ing, and the guidance that this amend-
ment nullifies helps lenders monitor 
and respond to potentially discrimina-
tory auto lending practices. It is some-
thing that we should not be allowing, 
and this amendment tries to undo a lot 
of work that we are doing and a lot of 
work that should be done in the future. 

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

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, I agree 
with the gentleman that there is no 
place for discrimination. Based on in-
formation from the CFPB, CBO expects 
that the agency would not prepare a re-
placement bulletin if H.R. 1737 were en-
acted. That is because the bill would 
not affect the underlying statute or 
regulations to implement it. The Bu-
reau can continue to enforce the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act without the 
bulletin. I also remind the gentleman 
that the minority report also stated 
that this would not negatively impact 
the Equal Credit Opportunity Act. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York has 3 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS). 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I thank Mr. SERRANO for yielding. 

You just described this as a shot 
across the bow to the Consumer Finan-
cial Protection Bureau, and you are ab-
solutely right. They are attempting to 
tell them not to bring fair lending 
cases against indirect automobile fi-
nance companies. 

This amendment is about protecting 
wrongdoers who gouge racial and eth-
nic minorities with high markups on 
car loans even when their income, their 
credit scores, and their financial back-
grounds are the same as Whites. The 
amendment is about protecting compa-
nies like Ally Financial, Fifth Third 
Bank, Honda and Toyota Motor Credit, 
all of whom have had to enter into set-
tlements with the Bureau over their in-
direct auto loan practices. 

All told, the CFPB, again, has se-
cured nearly $162 million in borrower 
relief and penalties to help these bor-
rowers. In their investigations, the Bu-
reau found that minority borrowers 
paid more than $200 over the life of a 
car loan than White borrowers, even 
when controlling for borrowers’ credit-
worthiness. 

Studies have shown that minority 
borrowers are less likely to be aware of 
interest rate markups. According to 
the Center for Responsible Lending, 68 
percent of all borrowers were unaware 
that dealers have the ability to mark 
up an interest rate above what a lender 
offers based on their creditworthiness 
and the car being sold, but nearly 75 
percent of African American and His-
panic borrowers are unaware that the 
practice of dealer markups even exists. 

The guidance that this amendment 
seeks to nullify clearly outlines steps 
that lenders can take to protect bor-
rowers from potentially discriminatory 
lending practices that often occur 
without the borrower even being aware 
of it occurring. So we know what the 
intent of this amendment is, but on a 
practical level, the amendment will 
only invite confusion into the industry. 

After all, this amendment does noth-
ing to address lenders’ obligations 
under the Equal Credit Opportunity 
Act. Instead, the amendment only 
strikes guidance the CFPB has pro-
vided to those lenders providing clarity 
on how they can meet their obligations 
under the law. The issue has come up 
before in this Congress, but no matter 
where you stood on H.R. 1737, a bill we 
considered last year, you should be 
against this amendment. 

To the Members on the opposite side 
of the aisle, you are supposed to have a 
poverty agenda, and you claim that 
you are taking on a new direction, that 
you want to have reduced poverty and 
deal with the problems of minorities 
and people in rural communities, et 
cetera. 

This is what keeps poverty in these 
communities. We have these blue 
suede, slick dealers of all kinds— 
whether they are automobile lenders or 
payday loans or auto loans, all of this 
stuff—coming into these communities, 
taking advantage of the most vulner-
able people who want to get out of pov-
erty. 

You say you want to help, but then 
you come in and you attack the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau. 
You hate the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau. You want to do every-
thing to undermine their authority. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Members on both 

sides are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair and not each other. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Chairman, the Bu-
reau’s guidance was issued without 
public notice or comment and without 
any study of its impact on consumers 
or small businesses. 

I want to thank the ranking member 
for authoring the minority report that 
states: ‘‘H.R. 1737 does not alter regu-
lated entities’ obligations under the 
Equal Credit Opportunity Act or the 
CFPB’s examination or enforcement 
activity pursuant to ECOA.’’ This is 
nothing more than a continuation of 
H.R. 1737. 

I also want to repeat my thanks to 
my colleague on the other side of the 
aisle, Mr. PERLMUTTER, for helping me 
with a successful 332–96 vote in favor of 
that bill. This amendment is almost 
identical to it, and I would appreciate 
the ongoing support on behalf of con-
sumers not just in New Hampshire, but 
all across the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I would again thank 
the chair, Mr. CRENSHAW, as well as Mr. 
HENSARLING, those Members who voted 
in favor, 332–96, on H.R. 1737. I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on this amendment. 
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
GUINTA). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire 
will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 33 OFFERED BY MR. HUDSON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 33 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to propose or finalize 
a regulatory action until January 21, 2017. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. HUDSON) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to support 
my amendment that prohibits future 
regulations from the Obama adminis-
tration. This is a commonsense step to 
rein in our regulatory system and 
make it work for the American people 
and not the other way around. 

Since my first days in office, one 
message I continue to hear is people 
are tired of an unaccountable govern-
ment that oversteps its bounds. In 
April, I was successful in pushing the 
EPA to withdraw a harmful regulation 
that would have devastated the motor-
sports industry. I recently had the op-
portunity to visit a national leader in 
custom auto-racing parts in my home-
town of Concord, North Carolina. I 
spoke with one worker who told me 
that if this one regulation would have 
gone through, he would have lost his 
entire livelihood. That, Mr. Chairman, 
is unacceptable. 

The problem is, agencies have moved 
beyond their constitutional authority, 
and Washington bureaucrats are ac-
countable to no one. They show little 
regard for the real world damage of 
their new rules on working families, on 
people looking for jobs, on our econ-
omy in general. 

From regulatory gut punches like 
ObamaCare and ever-expanding EPA 
rules, stacking one on top of the other 
often before the previous rule is even 
enacted, regulations under this Presi-
dent have woven a web so complex and 
large, it risks ensnaring every Amer-
ican. This means fewer job opportuni-

ties, it means lower wages, and more 
families struggling. 

At its core, overregulation is a form 
of stealth taxation. Working families, 
working people are paying the price for 
every new rule that comes out of Wash-
ington. 

Now, I recognize some regulations 
are necessary, but we need a regulatory 
system that is transparent, one that 
balances the needs of our environment 
and public safety with economic 
strength and jobs, one that benefits 
hardworking Americans, not big gov-
ernment, big labor, and big business. It 
is time for us to chart a new pro- 
growth course away from this adminis-
tration’s burdensome regulations so 
that Americans can get back to work, 
and this amendment is one solution. 

b 1545 
It will prevent the President from 

unleashing a new hailstorm of regula-
tions in an attempt to cement his leg-
acy in the last months of his adminis-
tration. I encourage my colleagues to 
support it. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, it is 
interesting that there is a new biparti-
sanship here. I notice that this bill 
takes effect from now until January 21. 
So that means we will wait for Mrs. 
Clinton to become President before any 
new regulation would take effect. 

Secondly, the other side is always 
complaining about regulations. But 
every so often, we should step back 
and, instead of knocking our country 
so much, kind of pay attention to what 
some of those regulations have done. 

Sure, we have regulations. We have 
regulations about conditions in coal 
mines. Is that bad? We have regula-
tions about the water we drink. Is that 
bad? We have regulations about the air 
we breathe. 

Those regulations make us different 
from other countries where there is no 
respect for the population and no pro-
tection. There is a regulation that says 
you have to go to school up to a cer-
tain age. That is great. There is a regu-
lation that says no children can be 
working in factories or in the garment 
industry in New York. That is wonder-
ful. 

So I am not afraid of regulations. 
Overregulating, okay, we can discuss 
that. But that side wants no regula-
tion. It wants a computer to run the 
country. I keep claiming I want to see 
who is going to invent that computer. 
Here we go again, just talking about 
overregulating. 

There are questions. This provision, 
for instance, would also be in direct 
conflict with other statutory require-
ments. For example, EPA is required to 
finalize annual renewal fuel standards 
regulations by November 30 of each 
year. I am sure there are others. 

This is widely overbroad and can pre-
vent significant regulatory actions in 
emergency situations, like disaster re-
lief, where required by a court order, or 
when required by statute. 

For another example, the Alcohol 
and Tobacco Tax Trade Bureau, or 
TTB, in Treasury would not be able to 
publish implementing regulations re-
lating to taxation of cider and removal 
of bond requirements for small bev-
erage alcohol producers, and numerous 
other rules, such as a final rule reduc-
ing formula burdens on industry for 
specially denatured spirits and com-
pletely denatured alcohol, and the 
modernization of beverage alcohol. 

It is easy to say: no more regulations 
from October 1 to January 21. Let the 
next President deal with it. You are 
rolling the dice, assuming you think 
you know who is going to be President. 
But that is okay, I can roll along with 
you. 

The problem is that this is not the 
way to go. The dislike of the Obama 
administration by the other side is so 
evident, especially in amendments like 
this, where it is directed. At least, to 
your credit, you had the honesty in you 
to say the Obama administration. You 
called it by name, and I respect for you 
that. Other than that, I don’t have a 
lot of respect for your amendment. 

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

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from North Carolina has 21⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. HUDSON. I thank my colleague 
for his comments. I do agree that we 
don’t need to eliminate all regulations. 
That is certainly not what we are say-
ing here. We are saying that, from Oc-
tober 1 until January 21, we don’t need 
new regulations. 

With all due respect, I think we have 
had plenty. The amount of regulations 
that have come out of the Obama ad-
ministration has been astounding. If 
you compare the amount of regulations 
to all other administrations combined, 
it is astounding, and they affect every 
aspect of people’s lives. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman men-
tioned regulations in the past have 
been good. For example, regulating 
coal mines. I am sure that there were 
good regulations on coal mines, but we 
are at the point now where this admin-
istration is going to make coal mines 
illegal. 

The gentleman also mentioned, Mr. 
Chairman, regulating water and air. 
We certainly all agree that we want 
clean air and clean water. But this ad-
ministration issues a clean air regula-
tion, or a new rule, and even before it 
goes into effect, they issue the next 
one to reduce the levels even lower—to 
levels that even experts agree aren’t 
necessary. 

In fact, members of the other party, 
in our hearing in the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, testified to the fact 
that the air today is so much cleaner 
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than it was before. And science proves 
that. 

In North Carolina, we have got a 20 
percent reduction in the coarse partic-
ulate matter in our air. We have made 
great progress, but to say we are going 
to continue to lower that level even be-
fore the science is to determine what 
the effect of the last regulation was is 
simply going too far. 

What that means is, in places like 
Montgomery County, North Carolina, 
where we desperately need jobs, you 
can’t have a new job. You can’t have a 
new road. You can’t have a new water- 
sewer line. You have can’t add any new 
manufacturing jobs. That is ridiculous. 

This administration has had 71⁄2 
years, and they have used that time 
wisely if their goal was to overregulate 
the American people. All I am saying 
is, in the last few months of this ad-
ministration, let’s put the brakes on. 

As my colleague mentioned, we don’t 
know who the next President is going 
to be. It may be someone from the 
other party. But that new President 
will have won a mandate, and that new 
President can then address the regu-
latory scheme. I look forward to hav-
ing that debate. But as far as this ad-
ministration, the votes are in. We have 
gotten our results. This administration 
has gone way too far with regulation. 

So I urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment to put on the brakes 
and say: 71⁄2 years; enough is enough. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, how much 
time do I have remaining? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York has 11⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, you know, 
it is amazing. Many of us—and I am 
not suggesting you—get elected to Con-
gress, and we are in awe of the fact 
that we come from where we come 
when we get to Congress. I am in that 
category. I am very blessed. There are 
others who come to Congress, and it 
seems that they come to Congress to 
undo Congress and undo the govern-
ment. 

We are the greatest nation on Earth. 
How did we get that? 
Obviously, the fighting and the work-

ing spirit of the American people. But 
it was also the protections placed on 
the American people; the fact that 
children were told you have to go to 
school, the fact that we try to get the 
best water. 

We spoke before about an immigra-
tion issue. I don’t call it a problem. 

Why does it exist? 
Because people still know that we are 

the greatest country on Earth, and 
they want to come here. 

So a lot of what you see as govern-
ment intrusion, a lot of what you see 
as government being a pain could actu-
ally be some of the reasons that we be-
came the great country we are. We just 
didn’t let people go on their own and 
hurt each other, and so on. 

We had people elected by the people 
to say: Hey, hold on. Why don’t we do 

this? Why don’t we do that? Why don’t 
we curtail this? Why don’t we grow 
that? 

And we continue to do that. So we 
disagree. I think we are great because 
we have certain rules to follow. And we 
follow them well. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. HUD-
SON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 34 OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA 

OF MICHIGAN 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 34 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as 
follows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, or enforce a rule issued pursuant to 
section 13(p) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Section 1502 of the Dodd-Frank Act 
requires the Securities and Exchange 
Commission to issue a rule mandating 
that public companies disclose whether 
the minerals they use benefit armed 
groups in the Democratic Republic of 
Congo, also known as the DRC, and its 
nine neighboring countries. 

‘‘Conflict materials’’ refer to tin, 
tungsten, tantalum, and gold, which 
have been used in a huge variety of 
products, from cell phones, cosmetics, 
jewelry, chemicals, footwear, and in-
cluding auto parts made right in west 
Michigan. 

Simply put, section 1502 produced a 
rule that has failed everyone, and my 
amendment would, therefore, suspend 
its implementation for 1 year. The peo-
ple of central Africa don’t want it. 
President Obama’s own SEC chair 
doesn’t want it. Parts of the rule have 
been judged by the courts to violate 
First Amendment rights, and busi-
nesses throughout America are bur-
dened with a reporting task that even 
the Department of Commerce has ad-
mitted is impossible. 

Recently, the European Union—ap-
parently sobered by other own experi-
ence in the U.S.—rejected this ap-
proach to conflict minerals. It is easy 
to see why they did so. 

As we debate this amendment, let’s 
be clear on what this isn’t about. It is 

not about who cares more about the 
plight of the Congolese more, a popu-
lation that continues to suffer violence 
at the hands of rebel groups. The ques-
tion is whether a window dressing dis-
closure rule at the SEC is the way to 
address this problem. If we truly care 
about peace in central Africa, then 
good intentions aren’t enough. We have 
to demand results, Mr. Chairman. 

Sadly, we have gotten the wrong 
kind of results from section 1502. Re-
cently, I spoke with some missionaries 
from my own denomination who con-
firmed this. However, let’s start by 
highlighting the voices of those who 
too often go unheard in this debate— 
the voices of the Africans themselves. 

I include in the RECORD an open let-
ter from 70 Congolese leaders and other 
regional experts who wrote: 

‘‘But in demanding that companies 
prove the origin of minerals sourced in 
the eastern DRC or neighbouring coun-
tries before systems able to provide 
such proof have been put in place, con-
flict mineral activists and resultant 
legislation—in particular Section 1502 
of the Dodd-Frank Act—inadvertently 
incentivize buyers on the international 
market to pull out of the region alto-
gether and source their minerals else-
where. 

‘‘As a result, the conflict minerals 
movement has yet to lead to meaning-
ful improvement on the ground, and 
has a number of unintended and dam-
aging consequences.’’ 

According to a Washington Post arti-
cle titled ‘‘How a well-intentioned U.S. 
law left Congolese miners jobless,’’ sec-
tion 1502 ‘‘set off a chain of events that 
has propelled millions of miners and 
their families deeper into poverty,’’ 
with many miners forced to find other 
ways to survive, including by joining 
armed groups. 

This article goes on to share the 
story of a Congolese teenager who ac-
tually joined a militia because mining 
could no longer put food on his table. 
‘‘If we were earning money more from 
mining, I would not have entered the 
militia,’’ he said. 

I ask my colleagues to remember the 
Congolese, who aren’t alone in their 
suffering. The SEC rule applies to nine 
other African nations as if they were 
all a single country. Section 1502 treats 
over 230 million people living in 10 dis-
tinct nations as one undifferentiated 
group. 

Little wonder that Africans them-
selves take issue with Washington’s 
one-size-fits-all mentality. In testi-
mony to the Financial Services Com-
mittee last November, Rwanda’s Min-
ister of State for Mining, Evode Imena, 
noted that—despite Rwanda’s actions 
to strengthen due diligence in its min-
ing sector, and despite the fact that 
Rwanda has no armed groups in the 
first place—‘‘the region is now suf-
fering from an ‘Africa-free’ and not a 
‘conflict-free’ minerals situation. Sec-
tion 1502 has caused a de facto boycott 
by companies in the U.S. and much of 
Europe on most of our valuable re-
sources.’’ This disaster ‘‘has largely 
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impacted the livelihood of thousands of 
miners and their families . . .’’ 

The words of Africans harmed by this 
rule should be enough for us to suspend 
it. But if we need more evidence of sec-
tion 1502’s failures, let’s take a look at 
hard numbers. 

A GAO study found last year that not 
a single company sampled could deter-
mine whether its minerals supported 
armed groups. Professor Jeff Schwartz 
of the University of Utah Law School 
has come to a similar conclusion, after 
reviewing 1,300 filings under section 
1502. 

Additionally, I wrote to SEC Chair 
White asking for a detailed description 
of the funds and hours expended to date 
on the SEC conflict minerals disclosure 
rule. In the SEC response letter, she 
stated that from July 2010 to March 16, 
2015, the SEC spent over 21,000 hours 
and approximately $2.7 million on this 
particular provision which the SEC has 
little to no experience with. 

Given the lack of benefits from this 
rule, it is no wonder SEC Chair Mary 
Jo White has said: 

‘‘Seeking to improve safety in mines 
for workers or to end horrible human 
rights atrocities in the Democratic Re-
public of the Congo are compelling ob-
jectives, which, as a citizen, I whole-
heartedly share. But, as the Chair of 
the SEC, I must question, as a policy 
matter, using the federal securities 
laws and the SEC’s powers of manda-
tory disclosure to accomplish these 
goals.’’ 

I agree with the SEC, and I appre-
ciate support for this amendment. 

AN OPEN LETTER 
Dear governments, companies, non-govern-

mental organisations, and other stake-
holders implicated in efforts of various kinds 
related to the issue of ‘conflict minerals’: In 
early 2014, two international industry gi-
ants—Intel and Apple—issued refined cor-
porate social responsibility policies for min-
erals sourced in the eastern Democratic Re-
public of the Congo (DRC). The announce-
ments followed an unprecedented wave of 
guidelines, law-making, and initiatives over 
the past few years to ‘clean up’ the eastern 
DRC’s mining sector, and were met with 
widespread praise. 

Perhaps the most widely publicised of 
these efforts is US legislation known as Sec-
tion 1502 of the Dodd-Frank Act, which asks 
all companies registered on the US stock 
market to reveal their supply chains to the 
Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) 
when sourcing minerals from the eastern 
DRC or neighbouring countries. Canada is in 
the advanced stages of developing similar 
legislation, and many other countries are 
looking closely at the issue. The European 
Union has introduced a voluntary conflict 
minerals regulation scheme for all member 
states, and the United Nations (UN) and 
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and 
Development (OECD) have developed guide-
lines on sourcing natural resources in high- 
risk areas such as the eastern DRC. 

These efforts primarily target artisanal (or 
‘informal’) mining in the eastern DRC, due 
to widespread international recognition that 
so-called conflict minerals (most notably 
tin, tantalum, tungsten, and gold) produced 
by artisanal mining in this part of the world 
have helped conflict actors generate revenue 
to finance their operations in the DRC over 
the past two decades. 

THE SITUATION 
Despite successes of activists in shaping 

policy, the conflict minerals campaign fun-
damentally misunderstands the relationship 
between minerals and conflict in the eastern 
DRC. First, while the minerals help perpet-
uate the conflict, they are not its cause. Na-
tional and regional political struggles over 
power and influence as well as issues such as 
access to land and questions of citizenship 
and identity are just some of the more struc-
tural drivers of conflict. The ability to ex-
ploit and profit from minerals is often a 
means to finance military operations to ad-
dress these issues, rather than an end in 
itself. Internal UN assessments, for instance, 
show that only 8% of the DRC’s conflicts are 
linked to minerals, and specific motivations 
vary greatly across the vast array of dif-
ferent armed groups. 

Second, armed groups are not dependent on 
mineral revenue for their existence. The 
eastern DRC is a fully militarised economy, 
in which minerals are just one resource 
among many that armed groups—and the na-
tional army FARDC—can levy financing 
from. The M23, until recently the most pow-
erful non-state armed group in DRC, never 
sought physical control over mining activ-
ity. 

Moreover, few local stakeholders have been 
included in on-going international policy- 
making, and as a result realities on the 
ground have not always been taken into ac-
count. Setting up the required systems and 
procedures to regularly access and audit 
thousands of artisanal mining sites in iso-
lated and hard-to-reach locations spread 
across an area almost twice the size of 
France would be a challenge for any govern-
ment. In the eastern DRC, where road infra-
structure is poor to non-existent and state 
capacity desperately low, the enormity of 
the task is hard to overstate. But in demand-
ing that companies prove the origin of min-
erals sourced in the eastern DRC or 
neighbouring countries before systems able 
to provide such proof have been put in place, 
conflict minerals activists and resultant leg-
islation—in particular Section 1502 of the 
Dodd-Frank Act—inadvertently incentivize 
buyers on the international market to pull 
out of the region altogether and source their 
minerals elsewhere. 

THE RESULT 
As a result, the conflict minerals move-

ment has yet to lead to meaningful improve-
ment on the ground, and has had a number of 
unintended and damaging consequences. 
Nearly four years after the passing of the 
Dodd-Frank Act, only a small fraction of the 
hundreds of mining sites in the eastern DRC 
have been reached by traceability or certifi-
cation efforts. The rest remain beyond the 
pale, forced into either illegality or collapse 
as certain international buyers have re-
sponded to the legislation by going ‘Congo- 
free’. 

This in turn has driven many miners into 
the margins of legality (for instance, feeding 
into smuggling rackets), where armed actors 
return through the loopholes of 
transnational regulation. Others have simply 
lost their jobs, and in areas where mining 
has ceased, local economies have suffered. To 
put this in context, an estimated eight to 
ten million people across the country are de-
pendent on artisanal mining for their liveli-
hood. Some former miners have returned to 
subsistence agriculture, but persisting inse-
curity levels leave them in abject poverty 
facing dire living conditions, in fear of miss-
ing harvests due to displacement. Others 
have been prompted to join militias as a 
means to quick cash in the absence of other 
opportunities; a particularly perverse im-
pact, when one considers the intentions of 
the movement. 

Alongside the impact on mining commu-
nities and local economies, several armed 
groups have responded by turning to dif-
ferent businesses such as trading in charcoal, 
marijuana, palm oil, soap, or consumer 
goods. Those remaining in the mining sector 
have largely traded mineral exploitation on 
site for mineral taxation a few steps down 
the supply chain, operating numerous road-
blocks that can bring in millions of dollars a 
year. Others are reported to have sent in 
family members or civilian allies to run 
business for them on site, while they remain 
safely at a distance. 

For the few mining sites fortunate enough 
to be reached by Joint Assessment Teams re-
sponsible for determining their ‘conflict-free’ 
status, these teams have been unable to pro-
vide the regular, three-month validation vis-
its envisaged in legislation. There is an addi-
tional delay of several months following 
these visits before the Congolese Ministry of 
Mines reviews and approves the assessment 
at the national level. Given the speed at 
which situations can change in volatile envi-
ronments, infrequent assessments and 
lengthy delays raise concerns over the accu-
racy of certification and the credibility of 
the system. 

More worrying still, multinational cor-
porations such as Apple and Intel are audit-
ing smelters to determine the conflict-free 
status of the minerals they source, and not 
the mines themselves. As smelters are lo-
cated outside of the DRC and audits are not 
always conducted by third parties, these 
processes raise further concerns over wheth-
er conflict-free certifications reflect produc-
tion realities. 

By far the most advanced site in terms of 
producing ‘conflict-free’ minerals for sale to 
the international market is Kalimbi, a tin 
mining area home to externally-financed ini-
tiatives running an industry-led bagging- 
and-tagging scheme called iTSCi. Yet even 
here, despite the establishment of a ‘closed 
pipeline’ from mine to exportation, the mine 
still suffers from the sporadic influence of 
armed actors, and miners are made to bear 
the additional costs of ‘conflict-free’ 
schemes. This raises further concerns over 
the credibility of the system in place, and its 
suitability for the scale-up and expansion to 
other, more remote mine sites currently un-
derway. Coupled with slow progress in imple-
mentation, the trend towards the 
monopolisation of ‘conflict-free’ supply 
chain initiatives, in particular traceability 
by iTSCi, is economically damaging to local 
populations since it currently excludes and 
isolates the overwhelming majority of min-
ing communities from legal access to inter-
national markets. 

THE ALTERNATIVE 
There is broad consensus for the need to 

clean up the eastern Congo’s minerals sector, 
yet much disagreement about the inter-
national community’s current model for 
achieving this goal. As such, efforts to im-
prove transparency in the eastern DRC’s 
mineral supply chains should continue. Yet a 
more nuanced and holistic approach that 
takes into account the realities of the east-
ern DRC’s mining sector and the complexity 
of the conflict is needed. To this end, we 
make the following five recommendations: 

Improve consultation with government and 
communities: Congolese government and 
civil society were poorly consulted on Sec-
tion 1502 of the Dodd-Frank Act prior to its 
passing, and as a result many were unaware 
of its implications. The few who were con-
sulted were unanimously pro-Dodd-Frank, 
creating additional conflicts on local levels 
where endorsement and dissent compete. 
More Congolese voices must be listened to, 
and the local context and power structures 
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taken into account. This would ensure great-
er understanding of the local context and 
better harmonisation with existing national 
and regional initiatives, such as the Inter-
national Conference of the Great Lakes Re-
gion’s (ICGLR) Regional Initiative against 
the Illegal Exploitation of Natural Re-
sources. 

Work towards meaningful reform: The 
audit process should be designed to improve 
policies and practices rather than to just 
provide window-dressing. The dominant be-
lief that static oversight and validation 
processes ensure ‘conflict-free’ mineral trade 
is misplaced given the volatile security situ-
ation in most of the eastern DRC. Both 
mines and smelters should be regularly in-
spected and the time period between inspec-
tion and certification minimized. Where this 
is not feasible, additional waivers or similar 
measures should not be ruled out. 

Create incentives towards better practice: 
Legal frameworks must be supported by real 
projects on the ground that can meet their 
requirements. If this is not possible—which 
is clearly still the case today, nearly four 
years after the passing of Dodd-Frank—then 
transition periods must be extended and the 
lowering of excessively high standards for 
‘conflict-free’ minerals should be considered. 
Similarly, former conflict actors should be 
incentivised where appropriate to join new 
‘conflict-free’ schemes. This may help avoid 
the eventual subversion or infiltration of the 
‘clean’ system put in place, as has been seen 
to date. 

Promote fair competition: Regulation 
must be based on competition that allows 
not only international businesses but also 
Congolese producers to influence (i.e. in-
crease) local price schemes. This in turn 
would encourage a regime that ensures min-
imum wages which mining cooperatives can 
guarantee to their members based on their 
increased leverage on the price fluctuation. 

Widen the lens: Root causes of conflict 
such as land, identity, and political contest 
in the context of a militarized economy, 
rather than a single focus on minerals, must 
be considered by advocates seeking to reduce 
conflict violence. Furthermore, efforts to 
eradicate conflict minerals should not over-
look the fact that artisanal mining is a key 
livelihood in the eastern DRC that holds as 
much potential to help steer the region away 
from conflict as it does to contribute to-
wards it. More supportive measures are need-
ed—such as those found in the earlier 2009 
draft of the US Conflict Minerals Act—that 
can help capture the economic potential of 
artisanal mining. Finally, other critical 
challenges such as access to credit, technical 
knowledge, hazardous working conditions, 
and environmental degradation should not 
be ignored by multinational corporations if 
they seek to improve business practices and 
increase transparency in their supply chains. 

So far, progress has been made in pro-
ducing more ethical products for consumers, 
but stakeholders have not yet proceeded to 
improve the lives of Congolese people, nor 
address the negative impact current ‘con-
flict-free’ initiatives are having. If the con-
flict minerals agenda is to lead to positive 
change on the ground, legislation passed by 
national governments and steps such as 
those outlined by Apple or Intel need to be 
grounded in a more holistic approach that is 
better tailored to local realities. Failure to 
do so will continue to seriously limit the 
ability of conflict minerals initiatives to im-
prove the daily lives of the eastern Congolese 
and their neighbours. Worse, these initia-
tives will risk contributing to, rather than 
alleviating, the very conflicts they set out to 
address. 
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21. Godefroid Kä Mana (Professor, ULPGL 
Goma & UEA Bukavu & Université Kasavubu 
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Democratic Republic of the Congo) 

39. Koen Vlassenroot (Director, Conflict 
Research Group & Professor, Ghent Univer-
sity) 

40. Kris Berwouts (Independent Consultant 
and Author) 

41. Kristof Titeca (Assistant Professor, 
University of Antwerp) 

42. Laura Seay (Assistant Professor of Gov-
ernment, Colby College) 

43. Ley Uwera (Independent Journalist and 
Author, Goma) 

44. Loochi Muzaliwa (Programme Coordi-
nator, Life and Peace Institute DRC) 

45. Micheline Mwendike (Activist, on be-
half of LUCHA—Lutte pour le Changement/ 
Struggle for Change) 

46. Manuel Wollschläger (Conseiller Tech-
nique, ZFD-AGEH in Bukavu) 

47. Milli Lake (Assistant Professor, Ari-
zona State University) 

48. Nicole Eggers (Assistant Professor of 
African History, Loyola University New Or-
leans) 

49. Odile Bulabula (Deputy Coordinator, 
RIO—Network for Organisational Innova-
tion, Bukavu) 

50. Pádraic MacOireachtaigh (Regional Ad-
vocacy and Communications Officer, Jesuit 
Refugee Service) 

51. Pamela Faber (Researcher, St. Cath-
erine’s College, University of Oxford) 

52. Passy Mubalama (Independent Jour-
nalist and Author, Goma) 

53. Paul Muhindo Mulemberi (Member of 
Parliament, Democratic Republic of the 
Congo) 

54. Paul-Romain Namegabe (Professor of 
Law, Director of CEGEMI, Universite 
Catholique de Bukavu) 

55. Paulin Bishakabalya (Director of Hu-
manitarian Assistance and Development 
Committee, Bukavu) 

56. Peer Schouten (Postdoctoral Re-
searcher, University of Gothenburg) 

57. Phil Clark (Reader in Comparative and 
International Politics, SOAS/University of 
London) 

58. Rachel Niehuus (Postdoctoral Re-
searcher at University of California, San 
Francisco) 

59. Rachel Strohm (Researcher in Political 
Science, University of Berkeley) 

60. Raf Custers (Independent Journalist 
and Author on Mining) 

61. Rémy Kasindi (Director, Centre for Re-
search and Strategic Studies in Central Afri-
ca, Bukavu) 

62. Rodrigue Rukumbuzi (Coordinator, 
AGAPE-Hauts Plateaux, Uvira) 

63. Rosebell Kagumire (Independent Con-
sultant and Blogger, Kampala/Addis Ababa) 

64. Salammbo Mulonda Bulambo (Director, 
PIAP, Bukavu) 

65. Sara Geenen (Postdoctoral Researcher, 
Institute of Development Policy, Antwerp 
University) 

66. Sekombi Katondolo (Director, Radio 
Mutaani, Goma) 

67. Severine Autesserre (Assistant Pro-
fessor, Barnard College, Columbia Univer-
sity) 

68. Thomas Idolwa Tchomba (Consultant 
and Mining Expert, Goma) 

69. Timothy Makori (Researcher, Depart-
ment of Anthropology, University of To-
ronto) 

70. Timothy Raeymaekers (Lecturer in Po-
litical Geography, University of Zurich) 

71. Yvette Mwanza (President of the Min-
ing Committee, Fédération des Entreprises 
Congolaises North Kivu) 

72. Zacharie Bulakali (Independent Re-
searcher on mining in eastern Congo) 

All the signatories listed express their sup-
port to the open letter in its above form but 
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not necessarily approve of accompanying 
opinion pieces and/or explanatory notes, 
which remain their respective authors’ 
views. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chair, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

b 1600 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT). 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
just another devious Republican at-
tempt to undermine efforts to end the 
decade-long scourge of rape and murder 
in Congo. 

I have been in Congo many times. I 
served in the State Department in 
Kinshasa. I know the area. And the 
gentleman’s statement that there is no 
company that is able to do this is abso-
lutely incorrect. There is a company in 
Coral Gables, Florida, Kemet Corpora-
tion. They certify every bit of their 
metal is conflict-free. It is possible to 
do. 

Now, why is this important? Well, all 
the 5 million people that have died in 
eastern Congo since Rwanda in 1992–93 
have been from armed militias that are 
getting their money by taking min-
erals out of the ground and selling 
them abroad using slave labor. 

The way you enslave a man is to rape 
his wife in front of him, and then bring 
him down and chain him and make him 
dig up the minerals. That is what has 
been going on there, and it has been 
going on for a long time, and everyone 
in this room is benefiting from that. 

Everybody who has a cell phone has 
tin, tungsten, tantalum in it. And what 
this amendment is about is companies 
that will not go through the process. 
They do not want to do it. They want 
to get it from wherever it comes from. 
They don’t care who it is. 

Now, you can’t tell me, and I know 
enough about Boeing and a lot of other 
companies, that they know their sup-
ply chain right down to where it starts 
in the ground somewhere. Everything 
that is in a plane, they know where it 
came from. And for them to say they 
don’t know where it comes from or I 
can’t know is simply that they want to 
get it on the cheap and don’t care 
about human value in central Africa. 

Now, the gentleman has given me the 
opening, which I didn’t know if I would 
have, but his own church, the Christian 
Reformed Church in North America, 
their coordinator of office of social jus-
tice says defunding section 1502 and 
amendment No. 34 is immoral. It will 
result in violations and will undo work 
to our conflict-free mining in Africa. 

This is a long-time battle, and we 
have had no one come up with any 
other way to deal with this except to 

cut off the money to the militias. To 
say there is not armed conflict in east-
ern Congo is somebody who has got 
their head buried in the sand; because 
if you go over there, you know that 
there is conflict from Rwanda and 
Uganda and all the countries in that 
area, because this stuff is valuable and 
people want it, and they want it on the 
cheap. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding. 

I maybe, possibly like yourself, have 
occasional differences with my own 
church denomination. I have chal-
lenged them to talk to their own mis-
sionaries that are in the surrounding 
areas, whom I have talked to, who are 
also out on the coast, who are now see-
ing minerals exported. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Reclaiming my 
time, I get your point. You are saying 
that your church in wherever they are 
located, in Michigan or wherever, they 
are out of touch with what is going on 
on the ground. 

I am in touch with the people on the 
ground. There are groups like HEAL 
Africa, which have been operating a 
hospital in Goma, which has been filled 
with people that come from this whole 
process. And when you go over there 
and talk to them, they say the only 
way you are ever going to do it here is 
cut off the money, and that means say-
ing to people you have got to know 
where that tin or tungsten or tantalum 
came from and was it gotten by using 
slave labor. 

If you are unwilling to do that, as a 
company, in the United States, you 
have no moral fiber. If you are not will-
ing to say you will not use slave labor 
for the material that is in your prod-
uct, in your cell phone—and believe 
me, it wouldn’t be hard to get a boy-
cott going in this country against some 
folks who want to, but nobody wants to 
come out in the open. 

This amendment gets slid in at the 
last minute every year. Senator DUR-
BIN, Senator COONS, Barney Frank, all 
of us worked on this. We have heard it 
all. 

And of course the SEC doesn’t want 
to do it. They don’t want to do any-
thing that doesn’t have to do with 
paper shuffling and letting the deriva-
tives run through the economy. They 
simply have been given this because 
they handle the money. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’ 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. 

FARENTHOLD). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-

ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA 

OF MICHIGAN 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 35 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used the Securities and 
Exchange Commission to finalize, imple-
ment, administer, or enforce pay ratio dis-
closure rules, including the final rule titled 
‘‘Pay Ratio Disclosure’’, published Aug. 18, 
2015 (80 Fed. Reg. 50103). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would 
prohibit any funds from being used by 
the SEC to implement, administer, or 
enforce the ineffective pay ratio disclo-
sure mandate in section 953(b) of the 
Dodd-Frank Act. 

Under Dodd-Frank, section 953(b) re-
quires all publicly traded companies to 
calculate and disclose, for each filing 
with the SEC, the median annual total 
compensation of all employees of the 
company, excluding the CEO, disclose 
the annual total compensation of the 
CEO, and calculate and disclose a ratio 
comparing those two numbers. 

In adopting the final rule, the SEC 
admitted that the pay ratio disclosure 
provides ‘‘no quantifiable benefit to 
public shareholders, yet it will cost 
public companies billions of dollars in 
initial and ongoing compliance ex-
penses that could otherwise be used for 
investment in equipment and in job 
creation.’’ 

While the SEC provided modest flexi-
bility in the final rule as compared to 
its initial proposal, the final rule did 
not mitigate the most significant bur-
dens that the public companies will 
face as they collect and calculate the 
compensation information necessary to 
comply. 

Companies must still all include all 
employees—including temporary, part- 
time, seasonal employees—and non- 
U.S. employees into their pay ratio cal-
culation. The rule’s 5 percent exclusion 
for non-U.S. employees, which includes 
any foreign employee whose salary 
data is protected by their home coun-
try privacy laws, will not defray the 
significant compliance costs, which the 
SEC estimates at $1.3 billion in initial 
compliance costs and $526 million on an 
ongoing annual cost basis. 
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Even the former Financial Services 

chairman, Barney Frank, acknowl-
edged that burden before a September 
24, 2010, hearing, stating: ‘‘I would 
note, again, that it was a Senate provi-
sion, and I think our inclination is to 
see to what extent it can be lessened as 
a burden, and, if not, we would be able 
to work and try to change that next 
year.’’ 

That was almost 6 years ago, Mr. 
Chairman. During that same hearing, 
the Democratic witness, Mr. Martin 
Baily of the Squam Lake Group, stat-
ed: ‘‘I am quite concerned about the 
level of poverty in the United States. I 
am quite concerned about the fact that 
ordinary workers have not done very 
well in the last few years. I don’t see 
how publishing that ratio helps any-
body very much, so I am not a big fan 
of that.’’ 

Amen. I could not agree more, Mr. 
Baily. 

In his dissent, SEC Commissioner 
Gallagher stated: ‘‘Addressing per-
ceived income inequality is not the 
province of the securities laws or the 
Commission.’’ 

Additionally, SEC Chair Mary Jo 
White has expressed similar concerns 
about the provision of the Dodd-Frank 
Act, noting that several provisions 
‘‘appear more directed at exerting soci-
etal pressure on companies to change 
behavior rather than to disclose finan-
cial information that primarily in-
forms investments decisions.’’ 

Again, I could not agree more, Mr. 
Chairman. 

This useless disclosure requirement 
creates a number of lengthy and bur-
densome reporting obligations whose 
costs far outweighs any perceived bene-
fits. This includes failing to provide 
shareholders with useful information 
or facilitate a better understanding of 
pay practices, which some falsely 
trumpet this provision would do. 

Mr. Chairman, we are all concerned 
about creating more jobs in our various 
congressional districts, and instead of 
companies being forced to spend mil-
lions of dollars trying to comply with a 
regulatory mandate for which the SEC 
has been unable to quantify any bene-
fits to the public, shouldn’t these bur-
densome costs, instead, be converted 
and used by manufacturers, retailers, 
and other public companies for much- 
needed investment and job creation? I 
think so. I urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to vote in favor of 
this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to this amendment. It 
would repeal a requirement that com-
panies show just how much more the 
CEO is paid compared to the company’s 
median worker. 

Why are Republicans so scared about 
reporting this number? 

I imagine my Republicans colleagues 
will describe the alleged costs to indus-
try. Indeed, industry has offered wildly 
exaggerated estimates of the SEC’s ini-
tial proposal, 10 times what the SEC 
economists estimated. However, none 
of these estimates are credible. There 
is no indication that industry has yet 
to come up with any credible estimate 
for the cost of the final rule. In fact, no 
one has, as the House Financial Serv-
ices Committee has failed to convene a 
hearing on the final rule and the flexi-
bility provided by the SEC. Worse, the 
committee has failed to hold a hearing 
on the bill, itself, this Congress. Rath-
er, the Republicans are rushing this 
bill through the House and once again 
seek to repeal outright this provision 
in Dodd-Frank. 

In the past, and before the SEC final-
ized its flexible rule, Democrats offered 
amendments to ease burdens on busi-
nesses, but Republicans weren’t inter-
ested then and are apparently worried 
that the American public and investors 
will finally see that not all public com-
panies pay their employees the same. 
In fact, some companies pay their CEO 
400 times the median employee. 

My Republican colleagues aren’t con-
cerned that CEOs and the rest of the 1 
percent continue to take most of the 
income and wealth of this country. My 
colleagues aren’t concerned that mi-
norities and low-income Americans 
haven’t seen a raise in decades. 

The SEC has provided industry with 
as much flexibility as it could while 
still being consistent with the congres-
sional mandate. I will also note that 
the requirement doesn’t affect small 
businesses or emerging growth compa-
nies, but it is targeted to companies 
that retail investors overwhelmingly 
choose to invest in. 

I know that industry, especially the 
global manufacturers, oppose the SEC 
rule, but I think that the information 
provided by this number matters. It 
will go a long way to identify the dis-
parity between the top 1 percent and 
the everyday worker. It will go a long 
way towards enabling everyday inves-
tors to fund companies that properly 
compensate their employees, or punish 
those that inappropriately compensate 
their CEO. 

I urge my colleagues to think seri-
ously about this amendment, and I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 

Chairman, may I inquire of the remain-
ing time on both sides. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Michigan has 1 minute remaining, 
and the gentleman from New York has 
2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. And I 
believe I have the right to close; cor-
rect? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York has the right to close. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, first of all, I would like to 
point out to my colleague from New 

York that he is actually wrong. We 
marked this bill up in committee in 
April of this year. 

And the interesting thing, Mr. Chair-
man, is they want it both ways. We 
have to follow the SEC until they don’t 
want to do it, and then they disagree 
with it. They disagree with the state-
ment that the SEC apparently has 
come up with that this is going to cost 
$1.7 billion in this initial year. 

They want to say that the Obama 
economy is great—until it isn’t and it 
doesn’t work in their favor. 

I, too, am very concerned and join 
my colleagues of all stripes to say that 
this economy has not responded the 
way it needs to and we need to have 
those wages up. And here we are rob-
bing Peter to pay Paul, because we are 
going to take that money that could go 
into investing in equipment and pro-
ductivity and actual workers, and we 
are going to do meaningless reports to 
this that tell us nothing. And the 
words of the SEC Chair—not my words, 
the SEC Chair—says that this brings 
no meaningful information to people in 
the economy. 

b 1615 

So I don’t understand why, other 
than window dressing, once again, and 
trying to set up a straw man argument, 
for why the businesses are doing what 
they are doing, why they would move 
ahead. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never seen a 
corporation tell you that studying 
their business practices is well-spent 
money. Everybody wants to keep ev-
erybody in the dark as to what is going 
on. 

The American people have a sense of 
what is going on. We have heard 
enough, especially during this last 
campaign, about the 1 percent and the 
99 percent. We have heard enough 
about how on Wall Street, in my city 
of New York, part of the problem was 
the lack of supervision by the FCC and 
by the SEC. And part of the problem— 
a large part—was the bonuses that 
these folks were getting. A $50 million 
bonus in some cases and a $25 million 
bonus in some cases was not something 
unheard of. 

So I think that every so often the 
American people need to know and get 
information that may seem like a 
waste of money to some people, but ac-
tually can get at a problem. 

We need to know in this capitalist so-
ciety that we have—and we are not 
about to change that. We all like it. I 
like it. I want to keep it. But I think 
we have to try to look for ways to bal-
ance so that 99 percent of the people 
are not in danger of hurting while 1 
percent of the folks are in great shape. 

To find out that CEOs sometimes get 
400 times the salary of one of their 
workers is totally outrageous, and the 
American people should know that and 
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should know—especially in the cases of 
stockholders too, there are a lot of 
stockholders who are small stock-
holders—and they want to know what 
company they are investing in. 

So I think that this rule or this ap-
proach is good, and I think your 
amendment just tries to—I am not say-
ing you do—but your amendment, the 
final result will be to try to cover up 
the truth, and that is not a good thing. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

The Chair understands that Amend-
ment No. 36 will not be offered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 37 OFFERED BY MR. LANCE 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider Amendment No. 37 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. l. None of the funds made available 
by the Act may be used in contravention of, 
or to implement changes to, section 560.516 
of title 31, Code of Federal Regulations, as in 
effect on June 22, 2016. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer an 
amendment to eliminate the potential 
of Iran’s gaining access to the U.S. dol-
lar. 

As Iran continues to violate inter-
national law with illicit ballistic mis-
sile tests, as it undermines U.S. foreign 
policy, and as it destabilizes the Middle 
East, the Obama administration may 
be willing to ease restrictions on Iran’s 
access to the dollar and potentially re-
ward Iran’s international provocations 
with coveted access to world financial 
markets. 

We cannot allow this to happen. 
Since agreeing to the Iranian deal 

last year, the Obama administration 
has seemingly gone out of its way to 
appease Iran. Sanctions were lifted 
with little to show in the way of nu-
clear disarmament. The rogue regime 
is now selling oil on the international 
market, and Iran has received access to 
tens of billions of dollars held abroad 

and has signed deals worth over $100 
billion in foreign investment. 

Allowing Iran to have access to the 
dollar would mark an unprecedented 
additional concession to the world’s 
leading state sponsor of terrorism. Ac-
cess to the dollar would be an 
undeserved reward to a country that 
tortures its own people, denies human 
rights to women, and has the blood of 
Americans and our allies on its hands. 

But in an effort to advance the nu-
clear agreement, I worry that the 
President may act unilaterally—as he 
has done so often in the past—and per-
mit the Treasury Department and 
other Federal entities to proceed with 
granting Iran the access to the dollar 
it so desperately wants. A vote for this 
amendment will eliminate that possi-
bility. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say that this 
does not change what is currently the 
situation in this country. Last sum-
mer, Treasury Secretary Jack Lew tes-
tified that Iranian banks will not be 
able to clear U.S. dollars through New 
York, hold correspondent account rela-
tionships with U.S. financial institu-
tions, or enter into financing agree-
ments with U.S. banks. 

As the Secretary made clear, Iran, in 
other words, will continue to be denied 
access to the world’s largest financial 
and commercial market. 

This amendment simply puts that 
promise into statutory law, and that is 
why I have proposed it. The Lance 
amendment will eliminate any possi-
bility that we might move in the other 
direction. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge its adoption. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I don’t, as you can see, have much to 
say on this because it is really an in-
teresting situation. It is an amendment 
looking for a problem that doesn’t 
exist. It is an amendment looking for 
the possibility that the President— 
there we go again, the gentleman in 
the White House—that the President 
may do something he hasn’t said any-
thing about doing. 

The Treasury Department says that 
there are no current plans to amend 
the regulation and that flexibility is 
not at issue at this point because no 
one is discussing this. 

The second part to this amendment 
is the underlying feeling by some Mem-
bers still that the deal with Iran was a 
bad deal, that that deal won’t work, 
and that somehow we will be left hold-
ing the bag. Well, giving peace a 
chance, as the song says, is never a bad 
thing to do. 

I would hope that in the future we 
deal only with amendments that speak 
to an existing problem and not to an 
amendment that simply speaks about: 
What if? We have too many what-ifs in 
amendments. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the amend-
ment and would hope that our col-
leagues would vote against it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, let me 

say that this is not designed against 
any one President. This would be put 
into statutory law, and it would pro-
ceed after this President leaves office. 

I believe that it is important that 
this fundamental principle—that Iran 
not have access to the U.S. dollar— 
should be in statutory law and not 
merely a matter of executive action. 
That is why I have proposed the 
amendment. 

I hope that all Members will consider 
the amendment. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I would just like to 
note that we speak about it, and it is 
not directed at any one President. But 
we have a unique system. We only have 
one President at a time. So it is di-
rected at one President. 

I suspect that if we were going to 
stay in session—which we are not—for 
every week from now until the end of 
the year, we would see more and more 
and more bills—up to December 31— 
bills that would try to limit the power 
of the office of the Presidency because 
of who occupies it right now and the 
disdain that the other side, so many 
Members, have for our President. 

I see it differently. I see the Iran deal 
as a possibility for peace. Maybe his-
tory will say that I was naive. But I 
know the alternative, and the alter-
native is war. So any time that I can 
take a chance on evading and not hav-
ing war, let’s go for it. 

Secondly, to legislate by suggesting 
that something could happen and 
therefore we have to head it off at the 
pass is not the way to legislate. 

I would hope that we could vote 
against this amendment. I urge opposi-
tion to it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, let me 
conclude by saying that the Iranian 
agreement is, of course, extremely con-
troversial. It was voted down by the 
House of Representatives. Unfortu-
nately, there was never any vote in the 
other House because cloture was not 
achieved. 

The President submitted the Iranian 
agreement as an agreement, not as a 
treaty, based upon the fact that legis-
lation has been passed to make it an 
agreement. I think it is important that 
as a matter of statutory law we make 
sure that Iran not have access to the 
U.S. dollar, and that is why I propose 
the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LANCE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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AMENDMENT NO. 38 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 

IOWA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 38 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk, Num-
ber 38. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to enforce Executive 
Order 13166 (August 16, 2000; 65 Fed. Reg. 
50121). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment is an 
amendment that I offered before in the 
past. It simply says: ‘‘None of the funds 
made available by this Act may be used 
to enforce Executive Order 13166.’’ 

That is an executive order that was 
filed by then-President Clinton on Au-
gust 16 in the year 2000, in the last 
months of his Presidency, that directs 
all Federal fund recipients—and that 
would include Federal contractors, 
State and local governments, as well as 
the Federal Government—to facilitate 
language interpretation with anyone 
who seeks to engage with them. 

That has been an executive order 
that has been highly costly not only to 
the taxpayers, but to the consumers in 
this country, in time and in money. It 
was one of the initial things that began 
to slow down this process of assimila-
tion in America. 

We know that a common language is 
the most powerful unifying force 
known throughout all of history, 
whether it is English or whether it is 
some other language in some other 
country, and that we have a strong ef-
fort to establish English as the official 
language of the United States. 

I happen to be the author of that ac-
complishment in the State of Iowa. 
Thirty other States have English as 
the official language, and some 83 per-
cent of Americans support this policy. 
Yet President Clinton’s executive order 
subverts this and works to fracture us 
rather than unify us. 

So it will save us billions of dollars. 
I didn’t bring that figure to the floor 
with me, but we know it has been very 
expensive over time. We are 16 years 
into this. It has been destructive to the 
unity of the American people. I want to 
see us united as a people, and this is 
one of the steps that we can take. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I won’t speak in Span-
ish. I will only speak in English. The 
gentleman is a person that we all know 
well. He can’t pass up the opportunity 
to say something about immigrants 
and say something about English as 
the official language. 

Let me start off by saying this: I 
don’t speak for any community, and I 
certainly don’t know what other com-
munities go through. But I can tell you 
that in the Hispanic/Latino commu-
nity, when people sit around the dinner 
table and the issue of language comes 
up, it is not a plot against the English 
language. It is usually a conversation 
about how the children and the grand-
children no longer speak Spanish; they 
speak only English. That is just a fact. 

Number two, this assimilation issue, 
do you really think that someone 
would leave all their small belongings 
behind, leave in many cases their wife 
and their children to come into this 
country undocumented—assuming we 
are talking about undocumented peo-
ple—before they can find a way to 
bring the rest of the family, to not 
learn English, to purposely keep them-
selves away from immigrating into the 
American society? 

On the contrary, some of the jokes 
are that some of the better—not better, 
but stronger-feeling Americans, the 
ones who want to vote, the ones who 
want to wave the flag strongly and 
proudly, are people who came from 
other countries. 
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Just about everybody has somebody 
that came from another country, ei-
ther now or a long time ago. 

The reason that President Clinton 
and so many of us have supported the 
issue—and I am speaking about the 
first President Clinton, not the next 
one—the fact that we support the issue 
of giving service is because in many 
ways this could be a constitutional 
question. 

I will give you an example. I am not 
a lawyer, but it says life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness, that is what 
we are promised. Well, life could be a 
paramedic being able to speak to you 
in a language that you understand. 
Liberty could be you in a trial getting 
an interpreter so what you have to say 
to that judge and to that jury can be 
understood. And the pursuit of happi-
ness, of course, is a separate issue, but 
it allows you to grow two cultures at 
the same time. 

I speak Spanish, I speak English, and 
I am a Member of the U.S. Congress. I 
don’t think the fact that I speak Span-
ish has made me a worse Congressman 
or a worse American. I was born in an 
American territory that speaks a lot of 
Spanish. I grew up speaking Spanish 
and English at the same time. I am 
still working on both to be better at 
them every day, but I am a living ex-
ample that there is nothing wrong with 
speaking more than one language. 

We in this country have a couple of 
fears that set us apart from the rest of 
the world and make us less than the 
rest of the world, and that is the fear of 
languages. In some other countries, in 
Europe and so on, children at the age 
of 10 speak two, three, or four lan-
guages; grownups speak a couple of 
languages. It doesn’t hurt them in any 
way. 

What is wrong if you speak another 
language? 

But here we are talking about serv-
ices, going to the Department of Motor 
Vehicles and getting someone who can 
understand what you are saying until 
you learn to speak English. But trust 
me, the big line here is ‘‘until you 
speak English,’’ because no one wants 
to come here and remain only speaking 
Spanish or their own country’s lan-
guage and forgetting English. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 

would say first in response to the gen-
tleman, and I respect his position and 
his background, but I would say if he 
had a development in the Greek lan-
guage, he might think of that pursuit 
of happiness as what our Founding Fa-
thers did. They called it eudaimonia, 
E-U-D-A-I-M-O-N-I-A, the Greek word. 
That means developing the whole 
human being—the body, the mind, the 
spirit, and the soul—all together. 

That pursuit of happiness wasn’t 
about a tailgate party. It was about be-
coming the best human being that you 
could. That is a little difference in the 
translation of the language that got 
lost. It is an example of how we are di-
vided by language rather than unified 
by a common language. 

Another example would be Israel. It 
became a country in 1948. In 1954, they 
adopted Hebrew as their official lan-
guage. I asked them why, and they 
said: Because we saw the example of 
the United States, that you have em-
braced English as your common lan-
guage. It has unified the people. We 
needed to have a language to unify the 
Israelis. 

And it has been successful, and I 
could give you examples. One day I got 
in a taxicab and there was a gentleman 
there. He spoke perfect English and he 
didn’t seem to fit what a normal taxi-
cab driver was. I said: Where were you 
raised? 

He said: Bosnia. 
How long have you been here? 
Seven years. 
Did you learn English before you 

came? 
Not a word. 
How can you speak perfect English in 

7 years? 
He said: It helps when you have to. 
So I am not about discouraging the 

utilization of other languages, and this 
amendment does not do that. What it 
says is I am dispatched by the taxpayer 
dollars that are contributing to the di-
vision of America rather than let us 
have an encouragement to pull to-
gether in the same language. That is 
what this is about. It is a fiscally re-
sponsible amendment that addresses an 
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83 percent majority in 31 States that 
have already taken this act. 

I urge its adoption. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, how 

much time do I have remaining? 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York has 11⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
been informed that the gentleman 
picked the wrong example—Israel—be-
cause they have more than one official 
language, but that is okay. The more 
the merrier. 

The fact of life is that the gentleman 
picked the example of someone who 
learned English. Well, everybody wants 
to learn to speak English. If you go to 
my community in the South Bronx, 
you see small-business owners. Those 
are the best examples. Some of them 
speak what we would call broken 
English. Some of them speak perfect 
English. Their children, half of them 
no longer speak Spanish; they speak 
English. Their children are attending 
Fordham University or a university 
down South. They are not going to be 
bodega owners when they grow up, or 
cab drivers. They most likely will go 
work on Wall Street or somewhere else 
or teach. 

In other words, we have a pattern in 
this country that hasn’t been broken. 
What made us great is the fact that 
people come here, they adapt, they be-
come part of this country, and then 
they defend this country with every-
thing they have got, including their 
blood. That happens all the time, it 
happens all the time, and it is not 
going to stop happening. 

So if you have a worry—and I have 
heard you for years—that somehow 
speaking Spanish is going to wreck 
this country, on the contrary. Just 
learn to speak Spanish and you will 
feel much better. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 

how much time do I have remaining? 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

has 2 minutes remaining. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 

would say in response to the gen-
tleman, I give some thought to the 
story of the Tower of Babel. We know 
that the construction manager there 
was Nimrod. He was building a tower 
to the heavens. They had the arrogance 
to believe that they could bypass God 
and get to heaven without Him. The 
Lord looked down on the Tower of 
Babel and He said: 

Behold, they are one people, they 
speak all one language, and nothing 
that they propose to do will now be im-
possible for them. 

He scrambled their languages and 
scattered them to the four winds. Hu-
manity on the planet has been at each 
other’s throats ever since. That is the 
message of the Tower of Babel. 

My message is unify us as one people. 
It is not discouraging the utilization of 
other languages, but it is discouraging 
the idea that we should establish ethic 

enclaves in America, that we should 
isolate ourselves somehow in these 
neighborhoods and not be assimilating 
into a broader neighborhood. 

I will give an example to the gen-
tleman. When Bush was President and 
we had a representative from the De-
partment of Labor who came to testify 
before the Small Business Committee, 
she said: We have a problem. We don’t 
have enough workers in the factories 
to run our punch presses and our 
lathes. Simple industrial work. 

Why is that? 
She said: Well, the applicants are not 

literate in the English language, and 
we have great difficulty in teaching 
them how to operate these machines. 

I said: I can understand that if they 
are first-generation immigrants. In 
fact, I can understand it if some of 
them are second generation. 

She cut me off and said: Even third 
generation. 

So the pick-up of the language and 
the transition into the next generation 
is not happening at the speed it did be-
cause our enclaves are getting larger 
and more populated and people are 
more isolated into that. 

I want to encourage people to be suc-
cessful, to go out and get an education 
and to assimilate more broadly. I want 
to be able to look across this country 
and know that I can walk into a city 
council meeting anywhere and know 
that it is being conducted in English. I 
want people to be able to talk and com-
municate with each other. When I go to 
a foreign country and they speak their 
language, I get the sense of that, too. 

We gravitate towards common kind, 
and the more common we can be, the 
more things we can have in common 
with each other, the more likely we are 
to be bonded together. That is what 
this amendment is about. 

I urge its adoption. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 39 OFFERED BY MR. 
LUETKEMEYER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 39 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to carry out Oper-
ation Choke Point. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. LUETKEMEYER) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chairman, 
how does the Federal Government get 
rid of an industry it doesn’t like? 

Simple. It cuts that industry off from 
the financial services sector—the life-
blood of every business in this country. 

It sounds impossible, doesn’t it? 
However, that is exactly what the 

FDIC is doing in conjunction with the 
Department of Justice. By this point, 
we are all familiar with Operation 
Choke Point. It is the program de-
signed to force legally operating and li-
censed entities out of business by chok-
ing them off from the financial services 
they need. 

What started with nondepository 
lenders has spread to many other in-
dustries. Reports indicate that the 
FDIC and DOJ continue to pressure fi-
nancial institutions that service the 
gun, ammunition, and tobacco indus-
tries. These are legal industries, and it 
is my belief that no joint FDIC and 
DOJ operation should broadly target 
lawful commerce. 

I want to be very clear. I strongly 
support the FDIC and other Federal 
banking regulators’ authority to mon-
itor financial institutions and identify 
risky behavior. But what cannot be tol-
erated is the Federal Government abus-
ing its authority to target entire in-
dustries, including those that obey the 
laws and live within the rules. 

This isn’t a Republican issue; this 
isn’t a Democratic issue; it isn’t a lib-
eral or a conservative issue. This is an 
issue of the DOJ, FDIC, and potentially 
other banking regulators stepping out-
side the law. 

We worked on a bipartisan basis to 
inform the DOJ, FDIC, and others of 
the consequences of Operation Choke 
Point, but those concerns have fallen 
on deaf ears. Operation Choke Point is 
still happening. In the last few months, 
I have heard from a debt buyer in Cali-
fornia, a tobacco shop in Florida, and, 
just this week, a veteran-owned shoot-
ing sports company in Virginia. 

I am now concerned that Operation 
Choke Point-like tactics have spread 
beyond the FDIC to the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency. Despite 
Comptroller Curry’s remarks on the 
dangers of de-risking, we continue to 
hear from financial institutions that 
OCC examiners are applying pressure 
in an effort to force banks to drop long-
standing customers and correspondent 
banking relationships for no valid rea-
son. 

I would like to remind my colleagues 
that similar amendments to prohibit 
the use of funds for Operation Choke 
Point were attached without opposi-
tion to appropriations bills in fiscal 
years 2015 and 2016. In February, the 
House passed a bipartisan vote of 250– 
169 H.R. 766, the Financial Institution 
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Customer Protection Act. That legisla-
tion included measures that would pro-
hibit Operation Choke Point through 
increased transparency and responsible 
governance. 

This amendment is an important step 
in ensuring that the FDIC and other 
Federal banking regulators continue 
their job, but do so without abuse of 
power. 

I ask my colleagues for their support 
of this amendment which, again, has 
generated no opposition and has been 
adopted by voice vote in previous 
years. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in strong opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, at the 
behest of the House Republicans’ in-
quiry, the Department of Justice’s Of-
fice of Professional Responsibility in-
vestigated whether there was mis-
conduct or targeting of legal businesses 
by Operation Choke Point. The DOJ’s 
OPR, in their report from last year, 
found that absolutely no wrongdoing 
had occurred. 

The DOJ’s Office of Professional Re-
sponsibility ‘‘concluded that the De-
partment of Justice attorneys involved 
in Operation Choke Point did not en-
gage in professional misconduct,’’ and 
that, ‘‘OPR’s inquiry further deter-
mined that Civil Division employees 
did not improperly target lawful par-
ticipants.’’ 

Moreover, a follow-on report from 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion inspector general found that the 
FDIC’s involvement in Operation 
Choke Point was inconsequential to 
the direction and outcome of the ini-
tiative. 

Operation Choke Point is an enforce-
ment action by the Department of Jus-
tice, whose funding is not addressed by 
this particular appropriations bill. In 
fact, that is part of the large problem 
with this amendment—that it really 
speaks to issues that belong in another 
bill. 

What this provision really does is tell 
the banking regulators not to cooper-
ate with law enforcement when the De-
partment of Justice has identified mass 
market fraud and other abuses of the 
payments system. 

The Department of Justice has made 
it a priority to hold the perpetrators of 
consumer fraud accountable. Recently, 
for example, they prosecuted the opera-
tors of lottery scams, the promoters of 
fake business opportunities, and the 
criminals behind a telemarketing fraud 
targeting Spanish-speaking customers. 

Preventing banking regulators from 
cooperating with legitimate law en-
forcement requests would restrict the 
ability of the Civil Division’s Con-
sumer Protection Branch in enforcing 
consumer protection statutes through-
out the United States. 

Operation Choke Point is just one of 
the Consumer Protection Branch’s ef-

forts that require cooperation with 
banking regulators and which have 
produced significant results. 

b 1645 
For example, the Branch, together 

with U.S. Attorneys across the coun-
try, obtained over 150 criminal convic-
tions and more than $7 billion in crimi-
nal fines, forfeitures, and restitution 
ordered to victims. Limiting the fund-
ing it receives would be a serious blow 
to consumers who need the protection 
of the government from the financial 
predators. 

This is something that we should not 
be doing at this point. We, certainly, 
shouldn’t be doing it in this bill, but 
we shouldn’t be doing it at all. I urge 
its opposition. 

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

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Chair, as 
somebody who has been on both sides 
of the table with regard to financial 
services—as a regulator and on the 
other side of the table as a businessper-
son—I think I have a unique perspec-
tive on what is going on here. 

We also have a couple of reports from 
the Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee that took the emails of 
both of these agencies—their own 
emails—and showed them to be en-
gaged in Operation Choke Point activi-
ties with the intent not to go after 
somebody who is doing something ille-
gal, but to go after people who are 
doing something legal. That is the dif-
ference. 

I support, as the gentleman indicated 
a minute ago, some of the activities of 
the regulators in going after bad ac-
tors. I support that 110 percent. As a 
former regulator, I am with the gen-
tleman all the way. My problem is 
what is going on with Operation Choke 
Point as we are going after legal busi-
nesses that are doing legal business. 
That is a big difference because their 
own emails indicate their own, internal 
attorneys—the legal authorities in 
their own agencies—questioned their 
own ability to be doing what they are 
doing. 

This should send a chill down the 
spine of every single American when 
you have the Department of Justice’s 
own attorneys telling them we 
shouldn’t be doing this because this is 
not legal. Yet this is the legal entity 
that is supposed to be leading our 
country and providing us protection 
with the law, itself. 

It is interesting because the FDIC 
has already implemented a lot of these 
changes that we requested in our bill. 
In committee—and to me, personally— 
they admitted what was going on and 
said: We are going to fix our problems. 
They admitted Operation Choke Point 
was going on and that they were tar-
geting legal businesses that were doing 
legal business. They said: We can’t 
have that. We are going to stop it. The 
problem is it is continuing to go on, as 
I indicated in my testimony. 

Just this week, there was another 
one. I have an email address that takes 

information from individuals who have 
been wronged by Operation Choke 
Point activities. They are in legal busi-
nesses, doing legal business. And we 
got another hit just this week. Over 
the last several months, we have had 
numerous hits from different busi-
nesses across the country. Yet we have 
continued to see this happen. 

I ask for the support of the amend-
ment. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 114–639 on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 22 by Mrs. BLACK-
BURN of Tennessee. 

Amendment No. 23 by Mr. BUCK of 
Colorado. 

Amendment No. 25 by Mr. DAVIDSON 
of Ohio. 

Amendment No. 28 by Mr. GARRETT 
of New Jersey. 

Amendment No. 29 by Mr. GARRETT 
of New Jersey. 

Amendment No. 31 by Mr. GOSAR of 
Arizona. 

Amendment No. 32 by Mr. GUINTA of 
New Hampshire. 

Amendment No. 34 by Mr. HUIZENGA 
of Michigan. 

Amendment No. 35 by Mr. HUIZENGA 
of Michigan. 

Amendment No. 38 by Mr. KING of 
Iowa. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MRS. 
BLACKBURN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 182, noes 241, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 377] 

AYES—182 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Babin 
Barr 

Barton 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 

Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
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Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Collins (GA) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 

Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly (MS) 
King (IA) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—241 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 

Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fleischmann 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Harper 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 

King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 

Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 

Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Hastings 

Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 

Takai 
Turner 

b 1711 

Messrs. WOMACK, HIMES, MEEKS, 
Ms. BASS, Messrs. REED, ROGERS of 
Kentucky, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN changed their vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. MULLIN, TROTT, and 
ROYCE changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MR. BUCK 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. COLLINS of 
Georgia). The unfinished business is 
the demand for a recorded vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. BUCK) on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed and 
on which the ayes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 197, noes 224, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 378] 

AYES—197 

Abraham 
Allen 

Amash 
Babin 

Barr 
Barton 

Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Buck 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 

Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
King (IA) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Messer 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pitts 

Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—224 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 

Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 

Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
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Hoyer 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 

McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Mica 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roskam 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 

Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—12 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Guinta 

Hastings 
Lieu, Ted 
Marchant 
Nadler 

Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1715 

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 25 OFFERED BY MR. DAVIDSON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 217, noes 203, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 379] 

AYES—217 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Babin 

Barr 
Barton 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 

Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 

Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 

Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—203 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 

Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Doyle, Michael 
F. 

Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 

Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 

McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—13 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Hastings 
Lieu, Ted 

Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 

Takai 
Turner 
Williams 

Announcement by the Acting Chair 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1718 

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

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair, 

on rollcall No. 379, I was unavoidably de-
tained. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 243, noes 180, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 380] 

AYES—243 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 

Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 

Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
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Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 

Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—180 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 

Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 

Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 

Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Hastings 

Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 

Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1721 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 29 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 239, noes 182, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 381] 

AYES—239 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 

Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 

Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 

Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 

Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
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 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 

Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—182 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 

Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 

Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
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Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 

Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—12 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
DeSaulnier 

Duncan (SC) 
Hastings 
Jordan 
Nadler 

Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1724 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 236, noes 182, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 382] 

AYES—236 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 

Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 

Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 

Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
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 
Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—182 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 

Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 

Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 

Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Bost 
Brat 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Eshoo 

Farr 
Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 

Sinema 
Takai 
Turner 
Walz 
Waters, Maxine 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1727 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. GUINTA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
GUINTA) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 260, noes 162, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 10, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 383] 

AYES—260 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bera 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 

Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 

Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
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Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 

Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
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) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Veasey 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—162 

Adams 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 

Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 

Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 

Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 

Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Buchanan 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Hastings 

Nadler 
Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 
Sinema 

Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1730 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 34 OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA 

OF MICHIGAN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HUIZENGA) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 236, noes 188, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 384] 

AYES—236 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 

Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
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) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—188 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 

Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 

Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
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Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roskam 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 

Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—9 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 

Rooney (FL) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1734 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA 

OF MICHIGAN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HUIZENGA) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 236, noes 185, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 385] 

AYES—236 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 

Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 

Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
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 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
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) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 

Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—185 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 

Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 

Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 

Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—12 

Bishop (GA) 
Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Curbelo (FL) 

Delaney 
Hastings 
Mica 
Nadler 

Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1737 

Ms. FOXX changed her vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 38 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 

IOWA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 192, noes 232, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 386] 

AYES—192 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Buchanan 
Buck 

Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 

Duncan (TN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
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Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 

Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 

Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Trott 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Zeldin 

NOES—232 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Comstock 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 

DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hurd (TX) 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 

Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—9 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 

Rooney (FL) 
Takai 
Turner 

b 1741 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Chair, 

I move that the Committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. CAR-
TER of Georgia) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Acting 
Chair of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
5485) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

f 

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 809; and 

Adoption of House Resolution 809, if 
ordered. 

All electronic votes will be conducted 
as 5-minute votes. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON S. 
524, COMPREHENSIVE ADDICTION 
AND RECOVERY ACT OF 2016; 
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 809) providing for con-
sideration of the conference report to 
accompany the bill (S. 524) to authorize 
the Attorney General to award grants 
to address the national epidemics of 

prescription opioid abuse and heroin 
abuse; 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 244, nays 
179, not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 387] 

YEAS—244 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
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) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
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) 
Rohrabacher 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
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Yoho 
Young (AK) 

Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 

Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—179 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

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

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Hastings 

McDermott 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Rooney (FL) 

Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

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

b 1749 

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. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

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

5-minute vote. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 243, noes 177, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 388] 

AYES—243 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
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) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grothman 

Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—177 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 

Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 

Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 

Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 

Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 

Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—13 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Castor (FL) 
Delaney 
Hastings 

Johnson, E. B. 
McDermott 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Pingree 

Rooney (FL) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

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

b 1755 

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. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 809, S. 2943, as 
amended, is considered as passed. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2017 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 794 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 5485. 

Will the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. COLLINS) kindly resume the chair. 
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b 1756 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5485) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes, with Mr. 
COLLINS of Georgia (Acting Chair) in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
amendment No. 38 printed in House re-
port 114–639, offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING) had been disposed 
of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 40 OFFERED BY MR. MESSER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 40 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection to com-
mence any administrative adjudication or 
civil action under section 1053 of the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Act of 2010 more 
than 3 years after the date of discovery of 
the violation to which the adjudication or 
action relates. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank my colleague, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW), for his 
great work on this important bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment I am 
offering today is a simple and modest 
proposal. It ensures that the CFPB fol-
lows the statute of limitations estab-
lished by Dodd-Frank during agency 
administrative proceedings. 

This amendment is a response to the 
CFPB blatantly ignoring the express 
statute of limitations in Dodd-Frank 
and the Real Estate Settlement Proce-
dures Act, otherwise known as RESPA. 

b 1800 

In January of 2014, CFPB launched an 
administrative proceeding against the 
PHH Corporation alleging a violation 
of RESPA. In the case, CFPB Director 
Richard Cordray claimed the express 3- 
year statute of limitations within 
Dodd-Frank did not apply to the 
CFPB’s administrative proceedings 
process—deliberately ignoring the law. 

Using this unprecedented rationale, 
the CFPB retroactively imposed fines 
of $109 million against PHH Corpora-
tion for alleged violations dating back 
to 1995, meaning that the CFPB im-

posed fines for alleged violations that 
occurred 19 years after the statute of 
limitations had expired—again, 19 
years past the express statute of limi-
tations. 

These fines are illegal under Dodd- 
Frank, and they deny businessowners 
basic liability protections guaranteed 
to them under the statute of limita-
tions. Without those protections, the 
CFPB could threaten litigation forever, 
handcuffing businesses’ ability to cre-
ate jobs in perpetuity. 

You can’t just make it up. This is 
lawless behavior and it is dangerous for 
the rule of law. 

My amendment is very simple. It pro-
hibits the CFPB from using any funds 
to take administrative actions past the 
express 3-year statute of limitations in 
Dodd-Frank. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support the amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment pro-
hibits funds from the CFPB to com-
mence any administrative adjudication 
or civil action beyond the 3-year stat-
ute of limitation in Dodd-Frank. 

In doing so, it would limit the 
board’s ability to bring enforcement 
action against wrongdoers. This rep-
resents a free pass for bad actors who 
have swindled borrowers on a host of 
practices and products under the Bu-
reau’s jurisdiction—credit cards, stu-
dent loans, mortgages, auto loans, debt 
collection practices, and payday loans, 
just to name a few. 

Title X of Dodd-Frank does provide a 
3-year statute of limitations for claims 
being brought by the Bureau under 
that title. However, the Bureau has ar-
gued in court that the statute of limi-
tations does not govern claims brought 
under the enumerated consumer pro-
tection laws transferred to the Bu-
reau—laws like the Equal Credit Op-
portunity Act, the Truth in Lending 
Act, the Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act, and the Real Estate Settlement 
Procedures Act. 

While some of these enumerated stat-
utes have their own statutes of limita-
tions, others do not. The board has ar-
gued in court that, even under those 
laws that do have statutes of limita-
tion, they do not apply to the Bureau, 
but instead only apply to private liti-
gation. 

Of the enumerated laws that do not 
have statutes of limitation, the Bureau 
has argued in court that no statute of 
limitation applies. 

When it comes to administrative law 
judge proceedings, rather than those 
brought in court, the Bureau also con-
tends the statute of limitation does not 
apply. 

In the final analysis, this is currently 
being adjudicated by the Bureau and 

defendants in the courts. It would be 
premature and disruptive for Congress 
to step in with this amendment, which 
tilts the playing field in court toward 
the side of special interests. 

Moreover, both the House and Senate 
authorizing committees of jurisdiction 
have not even considered this issue 
during hearings or markups. At the 
very least, it would be premature to 
adopt this amendment, which signifi-
cantly alters existing law and throws 
into flux cases pending before the 
courts, without any regard for regular 
order. 

Finally, this amendment creates un-
certainty and complications as to how 
our regulatory agencies can enforce the 
law. 

The Wall Street Reform Act trans-
ferred enforcement authority to the 
Bureau for a host of consumer protec-
tion statutes. Yet banking and other 
market regulators have retained au-
thority on a number of those laws, 
thereby creating two sets of standards: 
one for banking and market regulators, 
where the statute of limitations would 
still be being interpreted by the courts, 
and one for our lead consumer regu-
lator, the Bureau. This will only serve 
to confuse the industry. 

That is the main reason why I oppose 
the amendment and urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

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

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, may I 
inquire how much time I have remain-
ing? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Indiana has 21⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. CRENSHAW), the chairman. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to support this amendment. It is 
common sense. We all believe in regu-
lation, but we believe in reasonable 
regulation. What the gentleman is try-
ing to do is just kind of curtail some of 
this regulatory overreach. 

When this agency was set up, it was 
outside the appropriations process. 
They get a check from the Federal Re-
serve for $600 million with no strings 
attached. Nobody asks anything. In our 
underlying bill, we put them under the 
appropriations process. We say: You 
ought not just have a single director. 
Have a five-member commission like a 
lot of these regulatory agencies. So it 
is a good amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support it. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, what I would ask the 
gentleman to do is to consider the fact 
that this is being still dealt with in the 
courts, and this is not the right time 
for us—or any time—to get involved 
before the court has decided. That is 
one of the problems that we have on 
many of these issues, that we get in-
volved and we try to get our will, our 
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way on an issue, before the courts have 
decided what to do with it. 

This is a big issue for them to decide, 
and I would hope that we can see our 
way to letting those decisions be made 
before we set a tone that kind of sways 
what the final outcome might be, and 
that is not the right thing to do. 

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

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
spect the gentleman’s position. I would 
just submit that the express language 
of Dodd-Frank says what we should do 
here. It creates a 3-year statute of limi-
tations for the CFPB, and the CFPB is 
ignoring the rule of law and ignoring 
that express language. All this amend-
ment does is say that the CFPB cannot 
use dollars to violate the express letter 
of the law. I urge my colleagues for 
their support. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Very briefly, Mr. 
Chairman, there are other parts cov-
ered by the Bureau that have their own 
statute of limitations. That is why 
these questions are being asked. While 
the gentleman is correct that Dodd- 
Frank says 3 years, in other areas it is 
not 3 years. It is being settled, and we 
should stay out of it until then. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 41 OFFERED BY MR. PALMER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 41 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act (including title IV and title VIII) 
may be used to carry out the Reproductive 
Health Non-Discrimination Amendment Act 
of 2014 (D.C. Law 20-261) or to implement any 
rule or regulation promulgated to carry out 
such Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. PALMER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like, first of 
all, to thank the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. CRENSHAW) for his work on 
this bill. 

My amendment would prohibit funds 
from being used to implement the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s Reproductive 
Health Non-Discrimination Amend-
ment Act of 2014, or RHNDA. 

The Declaration of Independence de-
clares that: ‘‘We hold these truths to 
be self-evident, that all men are cre-
ated equal, that they are endowed by 
their Creator with certain unalienable 
Rights, that among these are Life, Lib-
erty, and the pursuit of Happiness.’’ 

These founding principles remain 
true today. The reason life was in-
cluded by our Founders as the first 
principle is because without life there 
is no liberty; it is a prerequisite for lib-
erty. Without life, there is no pursuit 
of happiness. In fact, it is self-evident, 
without life, there isn’t even a discus-
sion about any rights. 

Liberty encompasses social and polit-
ical freedoms, and the tenets associ-
ated with liberty were those used in 
drafting the First Amendment to the 
Constitution. With life and liberty, you 
can pursue happiness. Take away ei-
ther and the pursuit becomes difficult 
or impossible. 

My amendment protects all three, 
but I will focus my comments on lib-
erty as it relates to the free exercise of 
religion clause in the First Amend-
ment. 

The First Amendment states in part 
that: ‘‘Congress shall make no law re-
specting an establishment of religion, 
or prohibiting the free exercise there-
of.’’ Without my amendment, some em-
ployers in the District of Columbia 
would not only be prohibited from ex-
ercising their religion, but would be 
forced to embrace the beliefs of the 13 
members of the D.C. Council. 

The District of Columbia allows abor-
tions until the moment of birth, but a 
number of employers in the District of 
Columbia believe in the sanctity of life 
and protecting it. In fact, many organi-
zations in D.C.—such as March for Life, 
Americans United for Life, and the Na-
tional Right to Life Committee—exist 
solely to protect life. The Constitution 
provides them the right to exercise 
those beliefs, just like it does those 
who oppose it. 

That is why when the District of Co-
lumbia passed the Reproductive Health 
Non-Discrimination Amendment Act of 
2014, former Mayor Vincent Gray ex-
pressed concerns about the law. In De-
cember 2014, Gray wrote a letter to the 
D.C. Council about RHNDA, describing 
it as ‘‘legally problematic’’ and saying: 
‘‘. . . the bill raises serious concerns 
under the Constitution and under the 
Religious Freedom Restoration Act of 
1993. Religious organizations, reli-
giously affiliated organizations, reli-
giously driven for-profit entities, and 
political organizations may have 
strong First Amendment and RFRA 
grounds for challenging the law’s appli-
cability to them.’’ 

Employers who oppose abortions and 
paying for them as part of a compensa-
tion package have every right to exer-
cise their freedom not to do so, and 
those who want to receive abortions or 
have them paid for have every right to 
seek employment from someone will-
ing to do so. That is how freedom 
works. It does not work with one group 
imposing its version of freedom on the 
other, which is what this District law 
currently provides for. 

In its 2012 opinion in the case of Ho-
sanna Tabor v. EEOC, the Supreme 
Court unanimously affirmed the right 
of religious organizations to hire em-
ployees that support the mission of the 
organization where their employees are 
responsible for carrying out its mis-
sion. The opinion says: ‘‘The interest of 
society in the enforcement of employ-
ment discrimination statuses is un-
doubtedly important. But so too is the 
interest of religious groups in choosing 
who will preach their beliefs, teach 
their faith, and carry out their mis-
sion.’’ 

Would you require PETA to hire 
someone that comes to an interview in 
a fur coat? Would you require Planned 
Parenthood to hire a nun or anyone 
adamantly opposed to abortion? Nei-
ther of these situations makes sense, 
nor does requiring a pro-life organiza-
tion to hire someone who explicitly 
contradicts their moral conscience or 
religious beliefs. The Supreme Court 
agrees. 

My amendment would restore reli-
gious freedom to employers inside the 
District of Columbia. Those who want 
to have abortions do not have to work 
for employers who oppose them. They 
have life and the liberty to pursue 
their own interests with another em-
ployer. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on this amendment, and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to the amendment. This amend-
ment would, once again, overreach into 
the District of Columbia’s local affairs 
by prohibiting funds for D.C.’s local 
law, the Reproductive Health Non-Dis-
crimination Amendment Act of 2014. 

The D.C. law this amendment would 
vacate prohibits discrimination based 
on reproductive health decisions. This 
amendment would allow workplace dis-
crimination if the employer disagrees 
with the employee’s use of contracep-
tion, in vitro fertilization, and even 
perhaps a medically necessary abor-
tion. 

D.C. is attempting to protect workers 
from losing their jobs because their su-
pervisors may or may not agree with 
their personal decisions. This amend-
ment offered today would strip those 
protections from D.C. workers. 
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In addition to being bad policy, this 

amendment goes around the law which 
states that Congress has 30 days to re-
view bills passed by the D.C. Council. 
The 30 days are up, and the Republican- 
controlled Congress did not legally 
stop these laws from going into effect. 
The House passed a resolution dis-
approving the D.C. bill on reproductive 
health, and the Republican-controlled 
Senate did not. 

The Congress had time to act on 
these issues, and it failed to do so. D.C. 
residents should not be subject to end-
less efforts to overturn its laws. It con-
tinues to be part of what I always com-
plain about, this desire that we have on 
the other side to tell the District of Co-
lumbia what to do. 

b 1815 

In this case, there was actually pro-
tection for the Congress if the Congress 
had acted within 30 days. But it didn’t, 
and now we want to, in this bill, get 
around that lack of action by putting 
in new action to overturn their law. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, obvi-

ously, Article I, section 8, clause 17 of 
the Constitution states that Congress 
shall have power ‘‘to exercise exclusive 
Legislation in all Cases whatsoever, 
over such District.’’ 

Moving aside the jurisdictional issue, 
I take exception to my colleague’s 
point that it is acceptable to infringe 
on the religious liberties of certain 
people, those who actually believe in 
protecting life. If those who don’t be-
lieve in protecting life want to find em-
ployment, let them find employment 
at like-minded organizations. 

The D.C. government should not be 
able to compel pro-life organizations to 
hire pro-abortion employees. That is 
exactly what the Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act was in place to pro-
tect, as Mayor Gray pointed out in his 
letter to the D.C. Council. I can’t say 
that I always agree with the Mayor, 
but his serious concerns were, and re-
main to be, completely valid. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, very 

carefully let me say that there are 
many instances where people have dis-
agreements, but the law prevails. Not 
every employer agrees with everything 
that the employee does and vice versa, 
but if there is a law in place, then the 
law prevails. Here there is a law in 
place, number one. 

Number two, we should continue to 
try not to meddle in the District of Co-
lumbia’s issues. 

Number three, I repeat, we had a pe-
riod, a legal period for us to act—some 
would say a constitutional period for 
us to act—and we didn’t act. Now we 
want to get around that by using this 
bill improperly to undo what the peo-
ple in the District of Columbia, 
through their representatives, found to 
be correct for them, just like other 
States, other communities throughout 

this country, maybe communities even 
in the gentleman’s and many of the 
gentlemen and gentlewomen on the 
other side’s districts. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I strongly oppose 

this amendment. The amendment prohibits the 
District of Columbia from using its local funds, 
consisting of local taxes and fees, to enforce 
a local nondiscrimination law, the Reproduc-
tive Health Non-Discrimination Amendment 
Act, giving employers license, in the name of 
religion, to discriminate against employees, 
their spouses and their dependents based on 
their private, constitutionally protected repro-
ductive health decisions. Contrary to the spon-
sor’s claim, the D.C. law does not require em-
ployers to provide insurance coverage for re-
productive health decisions. The law states 
expressly: ‘‘This section shall not be construed 
to require an employer to provide insurance 
coverage related to a reproductive health deci-
sion.’’ 

The amendment permits employers to fire a 
woman for having an abortion due to rape, or 
to decline to hire a woman for using in vitro 
fertilization, or to fire a man for using 
condoms, or to reduce the salary of a parent 
for buying birth control for his or her child. 

The D.C. law is valid under both the U.S. 
Constitution and federal law. Indeed, the law 
has been in effect for more than a year, and 
there appear to have been no lawsuits chal-
lenging it. 

Under the U.S. Constitution, laws may limit 
religious exercise if they are neutral, generally 
applicable and rationally related to a legitimate 
governmental interest. The D.C. law applies to 
all employers, does not target religion and pro-
motes workplace equality. Under the federal 
Religious Freedom Restoration Act, which ap-
plies to D.C., laws may substantially burden 
religious exercise if they further a compelling 
governmental interest in the least restrictive 
means. D.C. has a compelling interest in elimi-
nating discrimination, and the D.C. law is the 
least restrictive means to do so. 

The D.C. law protects religious liberty. The 
law is subject to constitutional and statutory 
exceptions to non-discrimination laws. The 
Constitution’s narrow ministerial exception al-
lows religious organizations to make employ-
ment decisions for ministers and ministerial 
employees for any reason whatsoever. D.C. 
law permits religious and political organiza-
tions to make employment decisions based on 
religion and political views. Under the D.C. 
law, employees must be willing to carry out 
employers’ missions and directives. 

I urge Members to vote NO on this amend-
ment in order to protect employees’ reproduc-
tive health decisions, workplace equality and 
D.C.’s right to self-government. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. PALMER). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Alabama will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 42 will not 
be offered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 43 OFFERED BY MR. MULLIN 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 43 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. POMPEO), I offer amendment No. 
43. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to finalize, imple-
ment, administer, or enforce the proposed 
rule entitled ‘‘Voluntary Remedial Actions 
and Guidelines for Voluntary Recall No-
tices’’ published by the Consumer Product 
Safety Commission in the Federal Register 
on November 21, 2013 (78 Fed. Reg. 69793). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. MULLIN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would prohibit funds for 
the voluntary recall proposed rule at 
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion and prevent them from moving 
forward with a rule that would cripple 
the highly successful voluntary recall 
program currently in place. 

Congress has expressed significant 
concerns over this proposed rule. Two 
years ago, the House approved this 
amendment, and Congress has repeat-
edly made it clear to the CPSC that it 
would cease in its quest to make un-
necessary changes to a recall system 
that has worked well over the past 40 
years. This system—one based on a 
successful partnership between busi-
nesses and the Commission—has helped 
ensure that consumer products sold in 
the U.S. are the safest in the world. 

Congressional intent has been ex-
pressed in House-passed legislation, re-
port language, letters from lawmakers, 
and oversight hearings. However, the 
Commission has failed to withdraw the 
proposed rule and has continued to in-
dicate in its operating plan that it will 
move forward. 

The CPSC does not even have the 
statutory authority to issue the rule. 
The CPSC has presented absolutely no 
evidence supporting its proposal, and 
all but one comment submitted ex-
pressed serious concerns over how the 
proposed rule would actually delay re-
calls and harm the effectiveness of our 
recall program. 

The Commission unilaterally seeks 
to transform the voluntary recall proc-
ess into a legal negotiation equivalent 
to a settlement agreement. The pro-
posed changes would require companies 
seeking to implement a recall to hire 
an attorney, dragging out the process 
and creating a financial burden for 
small businesses. 

The CPSC’s proposed rule on vol-
untary recalls would slow down a proc-
ess meant to be conducted with speed 
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and without red tape. Consumers would 
ultimately be more at risk as recalls 
are delayed. This proposed rule would 
make it more difficult to remove defec-
tive products from the marketplace. 

Mr. Chairman, passage of this amend-
ment would remind the Commission 
that its mission is to protect the public 
against unreasonable risks of injury as-
sociated with consumer products in an 
efficient and reasonable manner. The 
proposed rule to significantly alter the 
voluntary recall process is contrary to 
that mission. 

I urge Members to adopt this amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. It would prohibit the 
CPSC from taking action on the pro-
posed rule on voluntary recall actions 
and voluntary recall notices. 

The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
was published in 2013. There has been 
no further official rulemaking action 
taken on it since then, so this amend-
ment is not necessary. 

For that reason, I oppose the amend-
ment, and I urge my colleagues to do 
so as well. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MULLIN. Mr. Chairman, I urge 

my colleagues to support this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. MULLIN). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 44 OFFERED BY MR. POSEY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 44 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, enforce, or codify into regulation, 
the guidance relating to ‘‘Commission Guid-
ance Regarding Disclosure Related to Cli-
mate Change’’, affecting parts 211, 231, and 
249 of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations 
(as described in Commission Release Nos. 33- 
9106; 34-61469; FR-82). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. POSEY) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would prohibit the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission from 
using funds under this act to pursue a 
political agenda on climate change 
and, instead, return its focus to their 
three-part mission: to protect inves-
tors; maintain fair, orderly, and effi-
cient markets; and facilitate capital 
formation. 

My amendment relates to the SEC’s 
2010 interpretive guidance for compa-
nies to disclose the impact that global 
climate change may have on their busi-
nesses. 

My amendment is necessary and 
timely, given the SEC’s recent regula-
tion S-K Concept Release that suggests 
the SEC is moving toward further ac-
tion on this issue. It is even more im-
portant, in light of a campaign by sev-
eral States’ attorneys general, to im-
pede the First Amendment rights of 
those who dare question the accuracy 
of climate change science. 

More and more, we have seen the 
Federal securities laws and disclosure 
system abused for political purposes— 
from the median pay ratio disclosure 
requirement of Dodd-Frank to conflict 
minerals, to climate change. These po-
litically motivated and mandated dis-
closures are not about protecting in-
vestors, they are about shaming com-
panies, or at least attempting to shame 
companies, into adopting their agenda. 

It is a waste of resources for the com-
panies, for their shareholders, and for 
the SEC. Publicly traded companies 
are already required to disclose all ma-
terial information. Having companies 
disclose information on immaterial 
issues, like the climate, is highly spec-
ulative and dubious at best. 

Regardless of how you feel about cli-
mate change policy, securities law is 
not the place for it. We already have 
agencies in place to help protect our 
environment. The SEC’s job is to pro-
tect investors, and that means making 
sure they have material information to 
make sound investments. 

The SEC’s guidance is also at odds 
with the FAST Act of 2015—legislation 
the President signed—and that requires 
the SEC to simplify, not make more 
complex, the current disclosure regime 
by June 1, a deadline which the SEC 
has already missed. Clearly, there are 
better, more pressing, uses for the 
SEC’s finite resources. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense amendment and refocus 
the SEC on their core mission. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not trying to be funny here, but I am 
trying to figure out what political cli-
mate issues are. Maybe it is Democrats 
manipulate the weather so it only 
hurts certain people. I don’t know what 
it means. 

Mr. Chairman, indeed, this amend-
ment would prevent the SEC from en-
forcing or codifying into law its 2010 in-
terpretive guidance to public compa-
nies intended to provide greater trans-
parency to investors on the material 
risks—and opportunities—of those 
companies to climate change. 

This guidance was put forth after 
nearly 100 investors, representing $7 
trillion in wealth management, specifi-
cally petitioned the SEC for this clar-
ity. 

Additionally, the guidance doesn’t 
create new climate change regulatory 
frameworks or mandates. Instead, it 
simply provides clarity on what compa-
nies should view as a ‘‘material’’ risk 
or opportunity that ought to be dis-
closed to investors. 

Given that Hurricane Sandy caused 
$70 billion in damage, it is difficult to 
say that climate change doesn’t have 
an impact on business, unless you deny 
the existence of climate change in the 
first place. 

Democrats support efforts by the 
SEC to modernize public company dis-
closures so that investors are appro-
priately apprised of the material risks, 
including the risks of climate change. 

H.R. 4792, for example, represents a 
bicameral effort by Democrats to en-
courage the SEC to do more, not less, 
to ensure investors are aware of cli-
mate change risks like the effect of 
carbon costs on oil and gas companies. 

This amendment always runs counter 
to a recent decision by the SEC to re-
quire ExxonMobil to allow a share-
holder proposal from the New York 
State Common Fund and the Church of 
England to come up for a vote on this 
issue. That proposal would require 
ExxonMobil to disclose to shareholders 
how climate change may impact their 
profits. 

Indeed, shareholders are increasingly 
craving this information. Since the be-
ginning of 2016, eight shareholder pro-
posals have gone to a vote at oil and 
gas and utility companies requesting 
increased disclosure of their plans to 
mitigate the impact from climate 
change on their operations. Average 
support for the proposal was 31 percent, 
but at Occidental Petroleum, nearly a 
majority of shareholders voted in 
favor. In comparison, in 2015, climate 
change-related proposals received an 
average of 17.5 percent support, with 
the highest support of 36.3 percent at 
Marathon Oil Corporation. 

If the SEC guidance on this was 
stronger, and if the SEC enforced this 
mandate, these shareholder proposals, 
which go further than voluntary disclo-
sures, would not be necessary. 

As the impacts of climate change 
continue to be felt by individuals and 
businesses alike, shareholders will de-
mand more information about the risks 
associated with their investments. The 
SEC should do more, not less, to clarify 
to companies the material risks they 
must disclose to their shareholders and 
owners. 

I urge opposition to this amendment. 
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I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1830 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chair, I apologize if 
I wasn’t clear. 

This amendment does not stop com-
panies from mentioning bona fide 
weather and environmental risks in 
their disclosures. If a company wants 
to weigh in on climate change, nothing 
in this amendment would prevent it 
from volunteering that information; 
but the reality is that companies are 
already required to disclose all mate-
rial information. 

We shouldn’t allow the disclosure 
system to continue to be used as a tool 
for special interests. Instead of forcing 
agendas on companies, the SEC should 
be focused on protecting investors, 
maintaining fair, orderly, and efficient 
markets, and facilitating capital for-
mation. The SEC let Bernard Madoff 
run free for 10 years—a decade—while 
he evaporated $70 billion worth of peo-
ple’s life savings and hard-earned 
money. They were asleep at the switch. 
They were busy doing something else 
like this. Their job is to protect inves-
tors, and that is the intent of this 
amendment. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I have 
been in public office for 42 years, 43 
years, and only once in those years in 
the New York State Assembly and in 
Congress did an agency come before me 
and say: ‘‘We don’t want any more 
money. We have enough.’’ That was the 
SEC in the old days, under another ad-
ministration. They didn’t want any 
more money, and I was shocked. No 
agency ever does that. Then, when Wall 
Street fell apart, we found out why. 
They didn’t want any more money be-
cause they didn’t want to enforce any-
thing. 

The gentleman is right in that 
Madoff got away with a lot of stuff; but 
now, when we have an SEC that looks 
at things differently—that says that 
we should ask questions, that we 
should, for instance, tell shareholders 
what they are doing to mitigate the 
problems that they may face as share-
holders—we want to stop them. We 
can’t have it both ways. 

I agree with the gentleman in that 
Madoff and people like him got away 
with things, but not because this SEC, 
in these modern times, was looking the 
other way. It was because it was during 
a period of time when they didn’t care, 
when they didn’t enforce anything. A 
lot of people didn’t enforce anything. I 
will give you an example which is re-
lated. 

To my understanding, not a single 
person from Wall Street went to pris-
on. I don’t know if that is possible any-
where else. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chair, may I inquire 
as to how much time I have left. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chair, with regard 
to the new SEC and the old SEC, I have 
been here a little less than 8 years, but 
I heard the new SEC Secretary say, 
well, there is really nothing to worry 
about and that half of the 38 employees 
who were culpable in allowing Madoff 
to run free are no longer with the agen-
cy. She couldn’t tell us what happened 
to them, if they were with another 
Federal agency or if they retired on the 
public dime. That is just like saying a 
pedophile changed neighborhoods— 
problem solved. 

The fact is that we need to have the 
SEC focus on protecting investors. 
That is their main course. That is what 
they are supposed to do, and that is 
what the public expects them to do. 
That is what this amendment will 
allow them to do. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Florida will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 45 OFFERED BY MR. ROSKAM 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 45 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. l. None of the funds made available 
to the Department of Treasury by this Act 
may be used to issue a license pursuant to 
any Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) 
memo regarding Section 5.1.1 of Annex II to 
the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action of 
July 14, 2015 (JCPOA), including the January 
16, 2016, OFAC memo titled, ‘‘Statement of 
Licensing Policy For Activities Related to 
the Export Or Re-Export to Iran of Commer-
cial Passenger Aircraft and Related Parts 
and Services’’ and any other OFAC memo of 
the same substance. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, we have an 
opportunity to do a good thing, and the 
good thing is this: to prohibit the Ira-
nian regime from getting a product 
that is fungible militarily. One begins 
to ask oneself: What can that be, and 
how could the Congress be involved in 
that? It is very simple. 

There is a large American company, 
which is the Boeing Company, that is 

now seeking to do a deal, and the deal 
that they are seeking to do is to sell 
billions of dollars’ worth of planes to 
the Iranians. 

Now, the Iranian regime—let’s stipu-
late that everybody agrees—is the 
world’s largest state sponsor of ter-
rorism. When I say ‘‘everybody,’’ I 
mean everybody. Capitol Hill agrees; 
the administration agrees; the Presi-
dent says that is true; the Secretary of 
State says that is true. Yet they are on 
the verge of getting something that 
can be used for a military purpose. 
What is that? That is a Boeing plane. 

This is a tweet from May of this year 
when the Boeing Company tweeted 
this: ‘‘These airplanes don’t retire. 
They’re getting another 20 years of life. 
See how. #freighters.’’ 

That is exactly it. Boeing, in a mo-
ment of candor, overdisclosed one of 
the interesting things—and they are 
really attractive things—about their 
products. Why? Their products can be 
used as freighters. Their products can 
be used to transfer things on behalf of 
the Iranian Revolutionary Guard 
Corps, whom everybody acknowledges 
has been complicit in terror. 

This amendment is very simple, and 
it is very clear. It says that the Treas-
ury Department cannot use money 
that is appropriated to license this 
deal. 

I urge its passage. 
Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I rise in 

opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, if you lis-
ten to the last comment by the gen-
tleman, for whom I have a lot of re-
spect, this is really not about this par-
ticular situation. It is about the Iran 
deal. Anything to make it look bad—to 
make the agreement look bad, to make 
any future work on it look bad, to 
make any future vote on it look bad— 
some folks will do. 

What he says is not to allow any dol-
lars to be appropriated by this com-
mittee to help in any way, shape, or 
form, or to get involved with the Iran 
deal. That is a situation we see a lot of 
on this committee, and it shouldn’t be. 
It doesn’t belong here. It belongs in an-
other committee. 

If you are opposed to what the Presi-
dent has proposed—with what the 
President is trying to do and with what 
many of us believe is correct—then we 
should work on that but not nec-
essarily work on trying to cut funding 
and say that this particular part can-
not be done and that that particular 
part cannot be done. It simply speaks 
to a larger issue, and I think we should 
be fair and honest with ourselves and 
say: I oppose this whole deal. I oppose 
this proposal. I oppose all of this, and 
I am simply trying to get at it in an-
other way. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, the gen-

tleman has conflated a number of 
issues, so let me explain and try to 
bring some clarity to this. 

There is, really, a false notion and a 
false narrative, which is to collapse the 
JCPOA—that is the nuclear deal—and 
the activity around Iran and the abil-
ity to sell. So what am I saying? The 
Iranians, under the JCPOA, are enti-
tled to civilian aircraft, but it is to use 
for civilian purposes. 

Boeing, by their own admission, Mr. 
Chair, says this: ‘‘Building on success: 
Boeing’s commercial jetliners make an 
ideal platform for a variety of military 
derivative aircraft.’’ Mr. Chair, this is 
Boeing’s language from their own pro-
motional materials. 

How about this? This is according to 
Boeing: ‘‘Good news. Modifications can 
take 3 months to 2 years. It all depends 
on how much militarization they want 
to do.’’ 

Don’t you see the point, Mr. Chair? 
Don’t you see the point? To give these 
types of planes to the Iranian regime, 
which is still the world’s largest state 
sponsor of terror, is to give them a 
product that can be used for a military 
purpose. We are not talking about baby 
formula. We are not talking about lico-
rice. We are not talking about sandals, 
for crying out loud. We are talking 
about aircraft that can be used. 

What can fit in a Boeing 747? This 
can fit in. It can fit 100 Shahab bal-
listic missiles or 15,000 rocket-pro-
pelled grenades or 25,000 AK–47 assault 
rifles. 

Let’s not do this. Adopt this amend-
ment. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois has 2 minutes remaining, 
and the gentleman from New York has 
31⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, let me 
point out one other piece of literature. 
Again, this comes from the Boeing 
Company. This is from their Frontiers 
Magazine: ‘‘Military derivatives front 
and center.’’ This is a continuing prob-
lem. 

Look, this is in stark contrast, Mr. 
Chair, for a company like Lockheed 
Martin. Lockheed Martin has said they 
are not going to do business with the 
Iranians. God bless Lockheed Martin. 
They could be assembling helicopters— 
they could be doing all kinds of 
things—but they recognize that they 
ought not to be complicit in this ad-
venture. 

It is also interesting to me to say 
that, a couple of minutes ago, my 
friend, the gentleman from New York, 
was echoing a criticism from the U.S. 
Chamber. The U.S. Chamber said this: 
‘‘Congress should avoid intervening in 
commercial contract agreements in in-
stances such as these where national 
security matters are not involved.’’ 

Okay. It is wrong on two counts. 
Number one, it is an assertion that this 
is a commercial deal. I am asserting 
that it is military, and that is true by 
definition. It is true by Boeing’s own 
admission. Secondly, when do we defer 
to the U.S. Chamber of Commerce for 
military and national security advice? 

This is a good amendment. It is tar-
geted. It is thoughtful. I urge its pas-
sage. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, in closing, 
it is interesting that he singles out this 
particular situation, because, if we 
were to look at every place to which we 
send any kind of armament that, 
maybe, some people would disagree 
with sending it to, we may not be sell-
ing anything to anyone throughout the 
world because there are plenty of peo-
ple who oppose just about everything. I 
mean, we probably would only be send-
ing stuff to the British and to no one 
else, perhaps, and everybody else would 
be in trouble. So that is not such a 
strong argument. 

The thing is that, if we start 
nitpicking—and I am not saying the 
gentleman is—this piece and that piece 
and that piece, then we could find so 
much that we can’t send to Iran, and 
we will have no relationship at all. The 
whole purpose of what we are trying to 
do here is to establish some sort of un-
derstanding of who they are and an un-
derstanding of what their behavior is, 
but to still hope that, through con-
versation, though diplomacy, through 
other means, we can reach agreements 
that are good for us, good for them, 
and good for the world and world peace. 

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

Mr. ROSKAM. I thank the gentleman 
for acknowledging that we are not 
nitpicking. 

Mr. Chair, let me just say this. Look, 
let’s set aside every other country in 
the world. Let’s come together, and 
let’s agree on one thing. As for the 
world’s largest state sponsor of terror 
that has been involved and complicit in 
killing thousands of Americans—the 
number one of the hit parade of evil re-
gimes that are projecting terror and 
malevolence—let’s agree not to give 
them more capacity. 

I urge the passage of this amend-
ment. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 46 OFFERED BY MR. ROSKAM 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 46 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to authorize a trans-
action by a U.S. financial institution (as de-
fined under section 561.309 of title 31, Code of 
Federal Regulations) that is ordinarily inci-
dent to the export or re-export of a commer-
cial passenger aircraft to the Islamic Repub-
lic of Iran. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

b 1845 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chairman, similar 
theme, this is a limitation amendment 
that would prohibit the administration 
from being involved in expediting the 
financing for the Boeing sale to Iran. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. SHERMAN). 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chair, the last 
amendment dealt with the actual sale 
of the planes. The Iran nuclear deal, 
the JCPOA, does provide that we 
should license those planes if we are 
sure they are going to be used for civil-
ian purposes. So there is, at least, some 
argument about what Iran is supposed 
to get under the JCPOA. 

This amendment deals with whether 
we finance airplanes, whether they are 
made by Boeing or Airbus or anybody 
else, and exactly what we are going to 
let our banks finance. 

This amendment has nothing to do 
with the JCPOA, the Iran nuclear deal. 
Nothing in that agreement promises, 
hints, or even discusses the possibility 
that we would go so far as to lend 
money to one of the state sponsors of 
terrorism. 

I know there is concern: Do we want 
to boycott everybody in the world? 
There are only three countries that are 
state sponsors of terrorism, and two of 
them—Syrian and Sudan—no bank 
would lend money to. So this is one 
country that we have to deal with that 
is a state sponsor of terrorism that 
might borrow money. 

Why shouldn’t we allow it? 
First, because we shouldn’t allow our 

banks to endanger their depositors’ 
money with loans to Iran. 

Second, because we don’t want major 
banks lobbying this Congress and say-
ing: ‘‘Oh, my God, you have got to be 
nice to the Iranians or we won’t get 
paid back and we might fail and then 
you will have to bail us out.’’ We don’t 
need Wall Street to become a lobbyist 
for Iran. 

Finally, because when it comes to 
fairness under the Iran deal, some say 
the Iranians have violated it. Some say 
they are barely technically complying. 
But everyone agrees they are not over-
performing, they are not erring in the 
direction of being consistent with the 
overall purposes of the deal. There is 
no reason we should massively overper-
form and provide financing we didn’t 
even hint that we might do. 

Finally, keep in mind what we would 
be financing if we finance these planes. 
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Hundreds of thousands of Syrians have 
been killed. Most of the country is ei-
ther in an internal exile or is fleeing 
the country. Bodies wash up on the 
beaches of Greek islands from people 
who risk their lives to escape an Assad 
regime that is kept in power by the 
thugs, the money, and the weapons car-
ried to Damascus by Iran. 

We don’t have to finance this ter-
rorism. We’re not obligated to do so, 
even if we are going to be in the strict-
est compliance with the JCPOA. We 
shouldn’t expose our banks to that 
risk. 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chair, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment has the same purpose as 
the amendment we just debated, that 
is, to undermine the Iran agreement 
and penalize American manufacturing 
companies. 

We have already gone over this, but 
it is worth repeating. The JCPOA 
closed the four pathways through 
which Iran could get to a nuclear weap-
on in less than a year. We do not gain 
anything by putting limitations on the 
United States’ ability to engage or 
monitor Iran’s compliance with the 
agreement. 

My objection to this amendment is 
the same objection I had to the last 
amendment: I see no need to 
proactively cut off domestic industry’s 
access to a large market and, at the 
same time, undermine the commit-
ment under the agreement regarding 
the exportation of commercial pas-
senger aircraft and related parts and 
services to Iran. 

The financial mechanism for any 
transaction regarding U.S.-manufac-
tured commercial aircraft has not yet 
been determined. Once the contracts 
are completed, Iran Air will decide how 
it wants to finance its purchases. Like 
the discussion on the gentleman’s last 
amendment, all payment matters will 
be done in full compliance with U.S. 
sanctions. 

I understand that there is concern 
amongst some that the financing of 
any arrangement would be done 
through the Export-Import Bank of the 
United States. I would just note here 
that the Export-Import Bank of the 
U.S. is prohibited from providing fi-
nancing to any Iranian airline. We 
should not be dictating the finance 
mechanisms for the purchase of Amer-
ican-made commercial aircraft, con-
sistent with an international agree-
ment and U.S. law and policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I am afraid I have re-
peated myself. So let me just say this: 
The amendment harms U.S. manufac-
turing jobs and ensures that U.S. com-
panies will be locked out of a large 
aerospace market which is expected to 
grow for decades to come. 

Under this agreement, Iran is being 
subjected to the most comprehensive, 

intrusive inspection regime ever nego-
tiated to monitor a nuclear program. If 
Iran tries to cheat, if they try to build 
a bomb covertly, we will catch them. 

The President has repeatedly said 
that he will continue to take aggres-
sive steps to counter any activities in 
violation of existing sanctions. There 
is no reason to believe that the next 
President will not do the same. 

I strongly oppose this harmful 
amendment and encourage my col-
leagues to oppose it as well. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Quickly, there is the nuclear deal 

over here. There is Iran, the terrorism 
regime, over here. What we are focus-
ing on is the latter, the terrorism re-
gime. 

This is a map. This is a map that was 
put together by the Foundation for the 
Defense of Democracies. It shows 
flights. 

A few weeks ago, an Airbus A300 air-
craft belonging to Iran Air, which his-
torically has been on the terrorist 
watch list by the way, took off from an 
airfield in southwestern Iran. The com-
mercial jet left Abadan, a logistical 
hub for the Islamic Revolutionary 
Guard Corps, and left for Syria. This is 
not a regularly scheduled flight. There 
is nobody with a straight face that can 
say these were tourists, this was com-
mercial travel. Complete nonsense. 
This is illicit behavior. 

Let me show you one other slide. 
This is from yesterday, Mr. Chair. 
Iran’s air force flew a Boeing 747 from 
Tehran to Damascus yesterday, and 
this is the documentation of it. Iran 
systemically uses commercial aircraft 
to spread death, destruction, and may-
hem; and we can do something about 
it. 

So divorce in your mind, Mr. Chair-
man, the notion of the nuclear deal 
that the gentleman from New York was 
speaking about. It is completely sepa-
rate. This is our ability to stop an 
iconic American company that has ba-
sically said: ‘‘Well, look, somebody else 
is doing it.’’ 

Let me ask you one question in clos-
ing, Mr. Chairman. When does history 
ever treat well the entity that said: ‘‘I 
did this terrible thing because some-
body else did it too’’? 

I urge the adoption of this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, how 

much time do I have remaining? 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York has 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

This is about the Iran deal, and you 
could paint it any way you want. Any-
one can say what they want about it, 
but it is about a deal that people would 
like to destroy. And so any oppor-
tunity we find, we do it. 

The charts that you showed are very 
good. The charts that the gentleman 

showed, Mr. Chair, are very good, are 
very strong, with a lot of information. 
But I am wondering, aren’t those 
charts being shown to our military? 
Aren’t those charts, in fact, being seen 
by our government? Isn’t our President 
aware of whatever the gentleman 
claims? 

He makes it sound like it is a secret 
that somehow folks on the other side 
found out. Whatever is happening, if 
something is happening, our govern-
ment, our military will react to it. 

He says to separate the Iran deal 
from what is going on. Well, separate 
the military from this President that 
the other side doesn’t like. The mili-
tary very carefully looks at this and 
advises the President. So, if something 
was going on that was out of order 
within the deal, they would tell him 
immediately. I know that, and I am 
confident of that. 

This, I repeat, is just one of the many 
ways that we will see, not only tonight 
and have seen today, but on many 
other bills and for as long as we can, to 
see if we can undo the Iran deal, just 
the same way some people are trying 
to undo some other deals that were put 
together recently by this President. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 47 OFFERED BY MR. SANFORD 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 47 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. l. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to administer or en-
force part 515 of title 31, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (the Cuban Assets Control Regula-
tions) or section 910(b) of the Trade Sanc-
tions Reform and Export Enhancement Act 
of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7209(b)) with respect to any 
travel or travel-related transaction. The lim-
itation described in this section shall not 
apply in the case of the administration of a 
tax or tariff. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. SANFORD) 
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to be clear that in just a few moments, 
I am going to be withdrawing my 
amendment. 

Before I do so, I just want to say a 
couple of things because this amend-
ment was a very simple and straight-
forward amendment that did nothing 
more than allow Americans to travel 
to Cuba, which is to say this amend-
ment ultimately was about American 
liberty. 

We just heard a long conversation 
about Iran, and yet, as an American, 
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you can travel to Iran. You could trav-
el to Syria. You could travel to North 
Korea. There is no prohibition for any 
other place on the globe, except for 
one, and that is Cuba. And that may 
have made sense 50 years ago. 

The reality of today is that it does 
not make sense today. And so this has 
ultimately been about American lib-
erty. It has been about the bundle of 
rights that come with liberty. The Su-
preme Court has said that as real as 
the food that we eat or the clothes that 
we wear or the books that we read, the 
ability to choose where you come and 
go, where you travel to, is an American 
liberty. 

So Jefferson said 200 years ago that 
the normal course of things was for 
government to gain ground and for lib-
erty to yield. And I think it is very, 
very important wherein we run into 
policies that have outlived their use-
fulness, that may have made sense 50 
years, that don’t make sense today, 
that we push back against them. That 
is what this amendment was about and, 
again, affording people the true Amer-
ican way, which is to travel as they 
choose, not as government sees. 

Two, it is about bringing change. I 
signed on to the original Helms-Burton 
language. The definition of insanity is 
continuing the same process and ex-
pecting a different result. We have 
tried this approach for 50 years. We 
have the longest-serving dictatorship 
in the world in the form of the Castro 
brothers in Cuba. And it would seem to 
me, if it hadn’t worked in 50 years, 
might we not trying something dif-
ferent? 

It was Ronald Reagan that encour-
aged engagement. In fact, that has 
been the policy of this country. So I 
don’t like what goes on in Russia or in 
China or in Vietnam, but we allow 
Americans to travel there, believing 
that that personal diplomacy is part of 
changing those places. 

Finally, this is about government 
regulation. It is interesting that we are 
at the eve of real connections, real 
flights going down to Cuba. But we will 
have to sign affidavits. We will have to 
store records for 5 years. We will be 
subject to 10 years in prison and 
$250,000 in penalties if we fill out a 
form wrong. And so this is also about 
easing government regulation. 

So, in my closing, I would just like to 
say a couple of thoughts. I want to 
thank KEVIN CRAMER, TOM EMMER, 
RICK CRAWFORD, TED POE, JIM MCGOV-
ERN, KATHY CASTOR, BARBARA LEE, and 
about 130 other Members of this House 
who signed on to this bill. I want to 
thank Senators JEFF FLAKE, JERRY 
MORAN, MIKE ENZI, and others over on 
the Senate side. 

I want to thank the U.S. Chamber, 
who is going to key vote this vote to-
night, the National Association of 
Manufacturers, the Washington Office 
of Latin America, Engage Cuba, the 
Farm Bureau, the Americans for Tax 
Reform, and a long list of others who 
said that this is something that makes 
sense. 

Finally, I want to say, there is real 
momentum. As I just mentioned, just 
today U.S. transportation is outlining 
eight airlines that will be able to trav-
el to Cuba. Last night, I think there 
was something of a deal struck be-
tween ag interests and the ability to 
export product or a deal that will be 
formed in exporting product to Cuba. I 
think that makes sense. 

Given the fact that the Speaker is 
working against this amendment, I see 
the handwriting on the wall. I think it 
best to withdraw, so that is exactly 
what I am going to do. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 

is withdrawn. 
The Chair understands that amend-

ment No. 49 will not be offered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 50 OFFERED BY MR. CARNEY 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 50 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. DELANEY), I offer amendment 
No. 50. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used by the Admin-
istrator of the Small Business Administra-
tion to remove any area from the list of 
areas considered to be HUBZones, until such 
area has been designated as a redesignated 
area by the Administrator for at least 7 
years (as such terms are defined under sec-
tion 3(p) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(p)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CARNEY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware. 

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise to-
night to offer this amendment on be-
half of my colleague and good friend, 
Congressman JOHN DELANEY of Mary-
land. Unfortunately, Mr. DELANEY 
couldn’t be with us this evening. His 
father passed away a few days ago, and 
he is at the funeral in north Jersey to-
night. He did ask me to make sure that 
this amendment was given consider-
ation as a part of this legislation. 

b 1900 

Mr. Chairman, the Delaney amend-
ment is a simple reform to the Small 
Business Administration’s HUBZone 
program to give affected communities 
additional time to respond to the po-
tential loss of their HUBZone status. 
The Committee on Small Business has 
expressed a desire to reform the pro-
gram more broadly, but there are more 
than 2,000 HUBZones that are affected 

by this right now, so we can’t wait to 
see if such a provision is enacted as 
part of those reforms. Our communities 
and the economies in those areas need 
help now. 

The SBA’s HUBZone program was 
created in 1997. It was designed to en-
courage economic growth in histori-
cally underutilized areas, areas that 
have often struggled with poverty and 
a lack of opportunity. Small businesses 
in SBA HUBZones receive contracting 
assistance and a pricing preference for 
Federal contracts. 

For the last two decades, this pro-
gram has enjoyed bipartisan support. It 
benefits communities in both rural and 
urban areas. Right now the Census Bu-
reau works with the SBA to update the 
locations of Federal HUBZones and, in 
some cases, to remove an area’s 
HUBZone status. Many small busi-
nesses and communities that lose their 
HUBZone status, including in Mr. 
DELANEY’s district in Garrett County, 
Maryland, believe that the process is 
just too abrupt, there is not enough 
time for these small businesses and the 
communities they support to adjust. 

The short redesignation process also 
inhibits long-term investment in these 
communities, which is badly needed. 
This does not give local lawmakers in 
those areas enough time to adjust to 
potentially large job losses that would 
negatively impact those communities. 
The Delaney amendment extends the 
redesignation process, giving under-
served areas additional time to respond 
to the loss of their HUBZone status. 
This is good for small businesses that 
are using the HUBZone program; this 
is good for the employees who work for 
those businesses; and it is good for the 
communities that are benefiting from 
these additional local jobs. 

Mr. Chairman, on behalf of my friend 
and colleague, Congressman DELANEY, 
I urge support of this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JODY B. HICE 
of Georgia). The gentleman from Flor-
ida is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. CHABOT), the chairman of the 
Committee on Small Business. 

Mr. CHABOT. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, the House Committee 
on Small Business, which I chair, has 
oversight responsibility of the 
HUBZone program. Our committee has 
not yet had the opportunity to hold 
hearings on the program to uncover 
ways it can properly be improved. It 
wouldn’t be prudent to extend or ex-
pand the program until the committee 
has had the opportunity to perform its 
due diligence. 

I am committed to working in a bi-
partisan manner with our ranking 
member, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, and others to 
hold hearings and develop legislation 
to update and reform and improve the 
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HUBZone program. I would therefore 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this amendment, but I invite them all 
to share their ideas as we work through 
regular order in the committee process. 
That way we can be sure to take the 
action that best serves American small 
businesses and this country. 

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to thank the gentleman for his 
willingness to work in a bipartisan way 
with the Committee on Small Busi-
ness—in particular, my colleague Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ—on this issue and the re-
forms therein. 

Mr. DELANEY, I know, would like to 
see an extension, which is why he has 
offered this amendment, so that the af-
fected communities have some time to 
react to the phaseout, potential phase-
out of the HUBZones in their areas. I 
would again urge support of Mr. 
DELANEY’s amendment to extend the 
HUBZone redesignation period. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ). 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. Over the years, the 
Committee on Small Business has seen 
the HUBZone program move further 
and further away from its goal, and 
this amendment would only amplify 
this problem. Allowing a massive ex-
pansion of the program, as has been 
proposed, would greatly reduce the effi-
cacy of the program by steering con-
tracts away from active economically 
distressed areas. 

The amendment will also dilute the 
competition in HUBZone contracting 
opportunities as well as in the free and 
open marketplace. In some cases, agen-
cies will even be required to pay up to 
10 percent more for goods and services 
to companies that would otherwise not 
qualify for the program. The chairman 
and I are committed to working on the 
HUBZone program. 

The committee plans on conducting a 
hearing in the fall, and I am working 
on a comprehensive reform bill. We 
will welcome Mr. DELANEY’s participa-
tion as we look further into how we 
can improve this program, while ensur-
ing that contracts are awarded to those 
areas that need them most. 

However, I cannot, in good con-
science, support the inclusion of this 
provision. It has not been vetted by the 
committee of jurisdiction, and there is 
not any evidence that this amendment 
will further the mission of the 
HUBZone program of supporting eco-
nomically disadvantaged areas. I there-
fore ask my fellow Members to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, let 
me close by saying that we know there 
is some concern about redesignating 
the HUBZones, but we have listened, 
and I think it is best that we wait and 
let the authorizing committees of ju-
risdiction work through this issue; and 
so, therefore, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CARNEY). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Delaware will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 51 OFFERED BY MR. ZELDIN 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 51 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DESANTIS), I offer amendment No. 
51. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. l. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to pay final judg-
ments, awards, compromise settlements, or 
interest and costs specified in the judgments 
to Iran using amounts appropriated under 
section 1304 of title 31, United States Code, 
or interest from amounts appropriated under 
such section. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ZELDIN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ZELDIN. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, earlier this year, the 
Treasury Department transferred $1.7 
billion to Iran’s Central Bank to re-
solve a long-running financial dispute 
regarding Iran’s arms purchases before 
the revolution of 1979. 

The agreement involved the return of 
$400 million in Iranian funds that the 
United States seized after the revolu-
tion plus an additional $1.3 billion in 
interest. This financial transaction was 
carried out through the Department of 
the Treasury Judgment Fund, a perma-
nent, indefinite appropriation that was 
created by Congress in 1956 to pay judg-
ments entered against the United 
States. 

While the U.S. Department of the 
Treasury claims that the Islamic Revo-
lutionary Guard Corps, IRGC, remains 
sanctioned under our current sanctions 
regime, an associate fellow at the 
Foundation for Defense of Democ-
racies, Saeed Ghasseminejad, recently 
noted that Iran’s Guardian Council ap-
proved the government’s 2017 budget 
that instructed Iran’s Central Bank to 
transfer that $1.7 billion to Iran’s mili-
tary establishment, which includes the 
IRGC. 

According to administration offi-
cials, outstanding legal claims against 

the United States by Iran remain, 
meaning that future payments could be 
made as a result of any resulting set-
tlement. 

It is unacceptable for additional U.S. 
taxpayer dollars to flow into the hands 
of the world’s leading state sponsor of 
terrorism, and that is why this amend-
ment is needed. It prohibits funds from 
being used to pay final judgments, 
awards, compromise settlements, or in-
terests and costs specified in the judg-
ments to Iran using amounts appro-
priated under section 1304 of title 31, 
United States Code, or interest from 
amounts appropriated under such sec-
tion. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would put the United 
States in breach of its international 
legal obligations. It would also lead 
other countries to question U.S. integ-
rity and reliability in entering into 
settlements and dispute resolution 
clauses in a wide range of treaties that 
directly affect our international eco-
nomic interests, including treaties de-
signed to protect U.S. investors abroad. 

Under the 1981 Algiers Accords, 
awards of the Iran-U.S. Claims Tri-
bunal are final and binding and en-
forceable in the courts around the 
country. If the U.S. does not pay, Iran 
will attempt to enforce the awards 
against U.S. assets around the world, 
which are significant. Even if not suc-
cessful, Iran could tie up U.S. assets in 
litigation for years. 

In almost every administration, the 
United States has entered into settle-
ments with Iran, including especially 
with respect to claims at the Iran-U.S. 
Claims Tribunal. Settling certain cases 
with Iran is key to the U.S. ability to 
avoiding far greater liability where we 
believe the Iran-U.S. Claims Tribunal 
is likely to award a far larger award 
against the United States. 

The U.S. has settled certain cases or 
parts of cases in the past for this rea-
son, including most recently the settle-
ment in January involving the Iran 
FMS Trust Fund. In cases where the 
administration does not believe we 
have serious exposure, it litigates vig-
orously. 

In sum, this amendment would put 
the United States in breach of its 
international obligation, expose U.S. 
assets abroad to needless attachment 
litigation, and remove our ability to 
assess U.S. litigation risk regarding 
claims against the United States and 
prevent the United States from making 
important settlement decisions that 
are in the U.S. taxpayers’ interest. 

For that reason, for trying not to ex-
pose our country to those problems, I 
urge opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask my 

colleagues to support this amendment 
offered by Mr. DESANTIS of Florida, 
which has been part of a very effective 
effort on behalf of Mr. DESANTIS advo-
cating for a more effective foreign pol-
icy, especially in light of a deal entered 
into approximately 1 year ago with 
Iran that is not in our best interests. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, in 
closing, the gentleman just proved to 
me what we already know, and that is 
that this is about feelings about the 
deal that we arranged some time ago. 
It is also an attempt to embarrass the 
people who put the deal together, em-
barrass our President, whatever the 
issue may be; but this one is a dan-
gerous one, because this one exposes 
the United States to various situations 
throughout the world that we should 
not be caught up in. 

We have a reputation about paying 
our debts, about keeping to our trea-
ties, about keeping to our arrange-
ments, even with people we may not be 
crazy about. If that is what the idea is 
and that is what the deal is, we should 
live up to it, and this amendment goes 
against that. I still oppose the amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ZELDIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 52 OFFERED BY MR. ZELDIN 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 52 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Chairman, as the 
designee of the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DESANTIS), I offer amendment No. 
52. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. l. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Secretary of 
the Treasury to modify regulations that pro-
hibit, or impose strict conditions on, the 
opening or maintaining in the United States 
of a correspondent account or a payable- 
through account by a foreign financial insti-
tution that the Secretary finds knowingly 
engages in any activity described in subpara-
graphs (A), (B), (C), (D), or (E) of section 
104(c)(2) of the Comprehensive Iran Sanc-
tions, Accountability, and Divestment Act of 
2010 (Public Law 111–195; 22 U.S.C. 8513(c)(2)). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. ZELDIN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Chairman, I present 
this amendment on behalf of Mr. 
DESANTIS of Florida. 

Section 401 of the Comprehensive 
Iran Sanctions, Accountability, and Di-
vestment Act of 2010 requires the Sec-

retary of the Treasury to prescribe reg-
ulations to prohibit, or impose strict 
conditions on, the opening or main-
taining in the United States of a cor-
respondent account or payable-through 
account by a foreign financial institu-
tion that the Secretary finds know-
ingly engages in Iran’s illicit activi-
ties. 

b 1915 

Under section 401(f), the Secretary of 
the Treasury may waive these prohibi-
tions or conditions if the Secretary de-
termines that such a waiver is nec-
essary to the national interest of the 
United States, and submits to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a 
report describing the reasons for the 
determination. 

However, as noted in a recent Con-
gressional Research Service report, 
section 401 was not waived to imple-
ment the Joint Comprehensive Plan of 
Action, while many entities with which 
transactions would have triggered 
sanctions under section 401 were 
delisted in accordance with the deal. 

This delisting is unacceptable, given 
that the U.S. Department of the Treas-
ury claims to be more than aware of 
the ‘‘concerns that remain’’ regarding 
Iran, ‘‘such as transparency issues, cor-
ruption, and regulatory obstacles,’’ as 
reported in a recent Free Beacon arti-
cle. 

Given that the U.S. Department of 
the Treasury is circumventing the law, 
this amendment was introduced to pro-
hibit funds from being used by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to modify regu-
lations that prohibit or impose strict 
conditions on the opening or maintain-
ing in the United States of a cor-
respondent account or a payable- 
through account by a foreign financial 
institution that the Secretary finds 
knowingly engages in any activity de-
scribed in section 401(c)(2) of the Com-
prehensive Iran Sanctions, Account-
ability, and Divestment Act of 2010. 

I would encourage my colleagues in 
this Chamber to support this amend-
ment. 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, it is the 
same thing. I am repeating myself over 
and over again. That is redundant. 
Anyway, it is just the same thing. It is 
that we are not happy with the Iran 
deal and want to try to find any way 
possible to undo it. 

There is enough support all around to 
at least try to reach a new day with 
the Government of Iran and try to find 
a way to have a better understanding. 
You know, I am a big supporter of this 
situation, and people have asked: Why? 

Simply because I have seen, I have 
been a Member of Congress during war-
time, I have been alive during wartime, 
I have been alive during peacetime, 

both as a Member of Congress and out 
of Congress. I would rather give peace 
a chance. The Iran deal allows for that 
situation. 

Secondly, the Iran deal closed many 
of the pathways that Iran had to build-
ing a bomb within a year. And those 
are still there. 

The President, trust me—do I know 
this for a fact? Am I in the room there 
in the oval office? No—if there is one 
item the President does not want to 
fail, it is on this one. So there are peo-
ple looking at this on a daily basis. 
Any chart we come up with, any photo-
graph we come up with, they have it at 
the White House, I assure you, and 
they are dealing with this on a daily 
basis. 

So I understand the gentleman from 
New York, my colleague, has this 
amendment representing someone else, 
but he believes in it, and I respect him 
for that, but I think we should give 
this an opportunity to work. And if it 
doesn’t work, the very people who sup-
ported it, I assure you, will be the first 
ones criticizing it and making sure 
that it gets undone or is done away 
with. But this needs a chance to work, 
and it is the best we can do. It is the 
responsibility we have to bring peace 
to future generations. 

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

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Chair, I thank Mr. 
DESANTIS for bringing this important 
amendment as we strive to hold Iran 
accountable. 

There are many other bad activities 
Iran has been involved in directly im-
pacting the United States, our allies in 
the Middle East, and around the rest of 
the world. So I do commend the gen-
tleman from Florida for bringing this 
amendment. I would ask all of my col-
leagues to vote for it this evening. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ZELDIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 54 OFFERED BY MR. YARMUTH 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 54 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used in contravention of 
section 317 of the Communications Act of 
1934 (47 U.S.C. 317). 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to offer an amendment with Ms. ESHOO, 
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Mr. LUJÁN, and Mr. WELCH that will 
make it easier for the American people 
to figure out who is trying to influence 
their votes through campaign ads. 

In today’s political reality of nonstop 
campaigning, our system continues to 
fail the American people by allowing 
special interests and shadow groups to 
flood our airwaves with anonymous 
ads, with no true disclosure whatso-
ever. 

Section 317 of the Communications 
Act of 1934 requires broadcasters to dis-
close the true identity of political ad 
sponsors on air during the ad. The FCC 
currently relies on an outdated 1979 
staff interpretation of this law that 
does not account for the dramatic 
changes in our campaign system that 
have taken place over the last 6 years. 
This has resulted in a major loophole 
in which special interests and wealthy 
donors can anonymously spend limit-
less sums of money to influence the 
outcomes of our elections. 

To be honest, when an ad disclaimer 
says, ‘‘Paid for by Americans for Kit-
tens and Puppies,’’ or ‘‘Paid for by 
Americans for a Brighter Tomorrow,’’ 
that really doesn’t help the American 
voter understand who may be behind 
those ads. This is not what Congress in-
tended. Despite having the authority 
to do so, the FCC has yet to take ac-
tion to close this loophole. 

In January, 168 Members joined Ms. 
ESHOO and me in sending a letter to the 
FCC to unmask secret sponsors of po-
litical ads. They have yet to act. It is 
my hope that our amendment, which 
simply states that none of the funds 
may be used in contravention of sec-
tion 317, will send a strong message to 
the FCC that it is time to uphold the 
original congressional intent. 

But this is not just congressional in-
tent; it is also the intent of the Su-
preme Court. In the widely discussed 
Citizens United decision—something 
that I certainly don’t support—Justice 
Kennedy, writing for the majority, 
said: 

The First Amendment protects political 
speech; and disclosure permits citizens and 
shareholders to react to the speech of cor-
porate entities in a proper way. This trans-
parency enables the electorate to make in-
formed decisions and give proper weight to 
different speakers and messages. 

He also wrote: 
There was evidence in the record that inde-

pendent groups were running election-re-
lated advertisements while hiding behind du-
bious and misleading names. 

In the McCutcheon decision, which 
basically said that anybody can give 
unlimited sums to Federal elections, 
Chief Justice Roberts wrote: 

Disclosure of contributions minimizes the 
potential for abuse of the campaign finance 
system. Disclosure requirements are, in part, 
justified based on a governmental interest in 
providing the electorate with information 
about the sources of election-related spend-
ing. 

So what we are hearing here is not 
just congressional intent, but also the 
recognition by the Supreme Court that 
disclosure is an important part of guar-

anteeing transparency in our electoral 
process. 

We all know that dark money has 
flooded our politics, weakened account-
ability in government, and made it 
harder for voters to develop a true 
opinion of the individuals to Congress 
to represent them. This amendment 
will help change that and, hopefully, 
restore a minimum level of honesty in 
our electoral system. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
have been looking at this amendment 
and what it says is that none of the 
funds made available by this act may 
be used in contravention of section 317 
of the Communications Act. This says 
that you can’t do anything against 
what the law says. I guess that is an-
other way of saying you have got to do 
what the law says. We call that a dou-
ble negative. 

It doesn’t make a whole lot of sense, 
but I guess it is a good opportunity for 
my good friend to stand up and talk 
about Citizens United and make his 
points, which I find interesting, and I 
am willing to listen some more. 

I want to urge my colleagues to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this somewhat superfluous 
amendment that maybe would prevent 
the FCC from actually doing its job. 
That is my observation. And I respect 
my good friend a great deal. I am just 
curious as to why he filed this amend-
ment, other than to talk a little bit 
about what he has been talking about. 

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the comments of my good 
friend from Florida. I understand that 
this amendment has no legal impact in 
terms of forcing the FCC to do what it 
is statutorily required to do. It is just 
a prod. It is a way to say to them: We 
expect you to do your job. 

We are in the middle of a very, very 
contentious political season in which 
hundreds of millions of dollars are 
being spent anonymously to influence 
voters’ opinions and their votes. And 
we think that it is time for the FCC to 
act. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment, which will help ensure 
that the public knows exactly who is 
trying to influence their vote during 
elections. 

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
hope the FCC got the urge. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky will be 
postponed. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 55 will not 
be offered. 

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 57 will not be offered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 58 OFFERED BY MR. JENKINS OF 

WEST VIRGINIA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 58 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 34, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’’. 

Page 37, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Chairman, one of the most effective 
tools in fighting the drug crisis is the 
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas 
program. It is also known as HIDTA. 

This program works at Federal, 
State, and local levels, bringing to-
gether law enforcement to stop drug 
trafficking in our communities. In my 
district, the funding is to provide nec-
essary resources to local police depart-
ments and county sheriffs’ offices to 
help facilitate efforts to stop drug traf-
ficking. It teams up with local law en-
forcement, the FBI, and the DEA to get 
drugs off our streets and lock up traf-
fickers. 

The police chief in my hometown of 
Huntington, West Virginia, says 
HIDTA is critical to the success of 
their counterdrug mission. They rely 
on HIDTA funding to support training 
and operational activities. 

The amendment I offer today is 
straightforward and completely offset. 
It will increase funding for the HIDTA 
program by $2 million. The increase 
will go a long way in ensuring our sher-
iff and police departments can con-
tinue making strides in combating the 
drug crisis. 

I want to thank Chairman CRENSHAW 
and the committee for their tireless ef-
forts to fund programs making a dif-
ference in our communities. His work 
on this bill and continued support of 
HIDTA are truly making a difference 
in combating the drug epidemic. 

b 1930 
Mr. Chairman, while I have only 

served on the Appropriations Com-
mittee for 2 years, it has been a pleas-
ure working with my colleague from 
Florida, Mr. CRENSHAW. 
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Again, thanks to the chairman, 

Chairman CRENSHAW, and I ask for sup-
port for my amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. JEN-
KINS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 68 OFFERED BY MR. GALLEGO 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 68 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title) insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available in this Act may 
be used to revise any policy or directive re-
lating to hiring preferences for veterans. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank, first, my colleagues, Con-
gresswoman KIRKPATRICK and Con-
gressmen TAKANO and AGUILAR, for 
helping me with this amendment. We 
strongly believe that veterans who 
served our Nation in uniform deserve 
the chance to serve our Nation in the 
Federal Government. 

Unfortunately, a provision slipped 
unseen into this 1,700-page document, 
the Senate defense authorization bill, 
severely undermines these policies that 
have been helping veterans get jobs 
with the Federal Government. Specifi-
cally, it will prevent veterans from 
benefiting from the preference system 
if they are already employed by the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. Chairman, this misguided provi-
sion was never the subject of a public 
hearing, it was never the subject of a 
public debate, it was never the subject 
of a roll call vote, and it was never 
voted on in the committee or on the 
Senate floor. I am willing to bet the 
vast majority of my colleagues in the 
Senate do not know that this provision 
is in the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act. 

America’s veterans deserve better. 
We deserve the chance to proudly and 
publicly make our case for veterans 
preference, a system which has done so 
much to help courageous Americans re-
turning from war to find good jobs so 
they can provide for their families. 
That is why I am offering this amend-
ment. I want to give the Members of 
this body the chance to go on record in 
support of our Nation’s veterans. 

Mr. Chairman, this issue is deeply 
personal to me. After I got back from 
Iraq, I saw my friends and fellow vet-
erans struggle to find employment and 
to get on with their lives. I personally 

witnessed the physical and emotional 
toll that joblessness can take on a vet-
eran’s life and on their families. 

Simply put, the Senate language is a 
step in the wrong direction. After years 
of painful progress in combating eco-
nomic distress and homelessness 
among our veterans, now is not the 
time to dilute a system that is work-
ing, that has been proven highly suc-
cessful in promoting veteran employ-
ment. 

The American people recognize that 
we owe an immense debt of gratitude 
to the brave men and women that have 
served our country. Many of them left 
civilian jobs, left their lives behind for 
months, or even years, to risk their 
lives to defend our Nation. 

The veterans preference system helps 
create a fair playing field for veterans 
by compensating them for the time 
they spent fighting overseas instead of 
working in government or the private 
sector. 

Instead of getting master’s degrees, 
veterans were going door to door look-
ing for insurgents. While other civil-
ians were building their résumé in ci-
vilian jobs, our men and women in uni-
form put in time away from their fam-
ily, in dangerous situations, with little 
monetary compensation. 

Veterans are not asking for a hand-
out. We have earned this preference 
through the blood, sweat, and tears we 
have given this country. 

Mr. Chairman, this provision sends 
the wrong message to our troops. It es-
tablishes the wrong policy for our gov-
ernment and for our country and sets 
the wrong precedent for our future. 

On behalf of America’s veterans, I 
urge every Member of this House to 
support this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the gentleman for his amend-
ment. I did not have as illustrious a 
military career as he had, but in the 
sixties I was proud to serve our coun-
try. 

There is something that troubles me 
a lot, and I have to say it. There is al-
ways so much talk about our veterans, 
our veterans, our veterans, and yet, at 
the same time, people cut the Veterans 
Health Administration. At the same 
time, they try to take away pref-
erences that they have gotten and they 
have earned the hard way. 

When we think of veterans, we 
shouldn’t only think of that picture we 
always see of the person in uniform and 
so on. There is also the veteran in a 
wheelchair. There are the young kids 
that come here and greet us Monday 
nights sometimes, with a missing limb 
and so on. 

So, to me, I am either a contradic-
tion or I am the way a lot of people 
should be. I will have to be really 
forced into voting for Congress to de-

clare war. Given a choice, I don’t want 
any war. 

But coming back from that war, I 
have become a big-spending liberal 
when it comes to veterans. Give them 
whatever they want. Give them what-
ever they need. Give them whatever 
they deserve. And I mean that sin-
cerely. 

So this, to me, is an important 
amendment that the gentleman brings 
up. This, to me, is one that sticks to 
our comments that we care about the 
veterans. If we start chipping away at 
the benefits that veterans get, the day 
will come when we treat veterans just 
like any other Federal agency and cut 
away all their benefits and all the sup-
port that they need from us. 

So I strongly support this amend-
ment, and I hope that everybody else 
will do the same. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO). 

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

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 70 OFFERED BY MRS. HARTZLER 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 70 printed 
in House Report 114–639. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used by the Bureau 
of Consumer Financial Protection for a con-
tract for consumer awareness and engage-
ment tools and resources communication. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 794, the gentlewoman 
from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Missouri. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today to offer an amendment that 
would limit the CFPB’s ability to uni-
laterally enter into fiscally irrespon-
sible contracts for the purpose of ad-
vertising. 

The CFPB has shown itself to be irre-
sponsible with their spending and po-
litically motivated with their choice of 
advertising firms. In fiscal year 2016, 
the CFPB has so far spent $15.3 million 
on Internet ads which have achieved 
questionable results. The CFPB is de-
voting a greater portion of its budget 
to advertising than nearly every other 
Federal agency. 
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Moreover, nearly all the CFPB’s ad-

vertising dollars, including a $12.5 mil-
lion contract signed in February of this 
year, are going to a single advertising 
firm that just happened to be used by 
the Presidential campaigns of Presi-
dent Barack Obama and former Sec-
retary of State Hillary Clinton. This is 
reckless, out-of-control government 
spending at its worst, and it reeks of 
cronyism. 

Congress must act to rein in this 
abusive waste of taxpayer funds and 
stop the agency from throwing away 
money. We need to end this misuse of 
tax dollars by passing my amendment. 
And I thank the Rules Committee for 
making my amendment in order. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. CREN-
SHAW). 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding, 
and I want to thank her for bringing 
this before the body tonight, and urge 
its adoption. 

This underlying bill talks about the 
CFPB, the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau. We have talked about it a 
lot tonight. One of the things the un-
derlying bill does is it puts it under the 
appropriations process, and this is a 
pretty good example of why they ought 
to be under the appropriations process. 

Most other agencies in the Federal 
Government are. They come to Con-
gress, and they say: This is what we 
plan our spending on and here is how 
much we would like. But they are not 
accountable to anybody. So we are just 
trying to bring some transparency. 

But this is the classic example of 
why they ought to be under the appro-
priations process. If they would walk in 
and say, ‘‘We just want to spend $15 
million of hard-earned taxpayer dollars 
on advertising,’’ we might ask them 
questions about that. 

So it is a good amendment, and I 
urge its adoption. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. I thank the Chair-
man. I really appreciate his support. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an ambiguous and punitive amendment 
which could prevent the Bureau from 
making seniors, servicemembers, and 
students aware of predatory financial 
practices, interrupt the Bureau’s abil-
ity to work with consumer advocates 
and the financial services industry on 
consumer education, and keep Amer-
ican consumers in the dark about the 
only agency designed specifically to 
protect their interests. 

For every dollar spent on financial 
education, $25 is spent on financial 
marketing. You can see that for your-
self by searching for a ‘‘car loan’’ or 
‘‘credit card offer’’ on Google, or look-
ing through the junk you get in your 
mailbox every week. In fact, marketing 
of these products has become so perva-

sive, Google recently banned adver-
tising for payday loans on the basis 
they were harmful to Google’s own cus-
tomers. 

The Bureau has developed a number 
of tools that we should all be helping 
to make Americans more aware of, in-
cluding a great set of resources on 
home ownership and mortgages called 
‘‘Know Before You Owe,’’ as well as an 
online tool that arms consumers with 
the information they need to identify 
the most competitively priced loans in 
the marketplace. 

The Bureau has used Internet adver-
tising, as well as TV advertising, 
through GSA-approved contractors 
that offer advertising management 
services to get the word out about 
these important resources that help 
consumers plan for their financial fu-
tures and save their hard-earned 
money. 

While Republicans claim to support 
transparency and competition in mar-
kets, they want to shut down the Bu-
reau’s efforts to educate consumers on 
how to get the best deals on financial 
services and avoid debt traps. 

At the same time, Republican allies 
have spent millions of dollars on Inter-
net and television for a smear cam-
paign cynically named ‘‘Protect Amer-
ica’s consumers,’’ which has falsified 
quotes from Members of Congress and 
misrepresented Bureau activities to 
discourage taxpayers from taking ad-
vantage of the Bureau’s services. 

One Sunlight Foundation analysis 
found that this bogus group spent 
$58,000 just on television advertise-
ments smearing the Bureau. What real 
consumer nonprofits have that kind of 
money to throw around? Not anyone 
that I know. 

Fortunately, none of the Republican 
attacks have been able to keep the Bu-
reau from returning $11.4 billion to 
consumers, or from providing financial 
advice to more than 12 million unique 
visitors to their Web site. 

We would, however, like to thank the 
Republicans for giving the Bureau 
some free advertising for those who are 
watching the debate. Make sure you 
visit consumerfinance.gov for more in-
formation on mortgages, student loans, 
credit cards, and banking accounts. 
And that is consumerfinance.gov, just 
in case anyone missed it. 

I urge opposition to the amendment. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I 

would just thank the gentleman for 
giving some free advertising there to 
the agency and proving my point: that 
we don’t need to spend over $15 million 
of taxpayer money on this. All these 
services are available already online. 
Consumers can find this information. 

This is about fiscal responsibility and 
accountability. We weren’t even aware 
that the CFPB was spending this 
amount of money. As the chairman 
mentioned, there is no accountability 
for the agency. So Congress didn’t 
know until a newspaper article did an 
investigation on it. That is how we be-

came aware that this agency has spent 
2.5 percent of its budget this year on 
ads, the second-highest level among all 
Federal departments and comparable 
regulatory agencies for this year to 
date. 

So this is egregious. There is no ac-
countability. It is not needed. So I 
would urge my colleagues to support 
this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1945 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Chairman, I 

encourage all my colleagues to support 
this commonsense measure to save the 
taxpayer dollar and to curb irrespon-
sible spending. More thorough over-
sight of the CFPB is necessary, and I 
believe this is a step in the right direc-
tion. 

So I thank the chairman for his sup-
port. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. 
HARTZLER). 

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Missouri will be 
postponed. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, 
Acting Chair of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill (H.R. 
5485) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 46 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 2000 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia) 
at 8 p.m. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2017 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 794 and rule 
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XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 5485. 

Will the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) kindly take the 
chair. 

b 2001 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5485) making appropriations for finan-
cial services and general government 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2017, and for other purposes, with Ms. 
FOXX (Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
a request for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 70 printed in House Report 
114–624, offered by the gentlewoman 
from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER), had 
been postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 114–639 on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 40 by Mr. MESSER of 
Indiana. 

Amendment No. 41 by Mr. PALMER of 
Alabama. 

Amendment No. 43 by Mr. MULLIN of 
Oklahoma. 

Amendment No. 44 by Mr. POSEY of 
Florida. 

Amendment No. 50 by Mr. CARNEY of 
Delaware. 

Amendment No. 54 by Mr. YARMUTH 
of Kentucky. 

Amendment No. 68 by Mr. GALLEGO of 
Arizona. 

Amendment No. 70 by Mrs. HARTZLER 
of Missouri. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 40 OFFERED BY MR. MESSER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 235, noes 179, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 389] 

AYES—235 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 

Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 

Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—179 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 

Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 

DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 

Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 

Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 

Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—19 

Aderholt 
Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Delaney 
Diaz-Balart 
Eshoo 

Hastings 
Hurt (VA) 
Miller (FL) 
Moolenaar 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Pelosi 

Poe (TX) 
Ross 
Takai 
Turner 
Yoho 

b 2023 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania 
changed his vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 41 OFFERED BY MR. PALMER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. PALMER) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 223, noes 192, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 390] 

AYES—223 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 

Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
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Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Issa 

Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reichert 

Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
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) 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—192 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Coffman 

Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 

Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Kaptur 
Katko 

Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meeks 

Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 

Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—18 

Aderholt 
Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Crawford 

Delaney 
Diaz-Balart 
Fitzpatrick 
Hastings 
Hurt (VA) 
Moolenaar 

Nadler 
Nugent 
Poe (TX) 
Takai 
Turner 
Yoho 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2027 

Mr. HUDSON changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 43 OFFERED BY MR. MULLIN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
MULLIN) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 240, noes 179, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 391] 

AYES—240 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 

Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 

Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 

Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 

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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 

Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
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 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—179 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 

Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 

Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
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Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 

McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—14 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Delaney 
Franks (AZ) 

Hastings 
Hurt (VA) 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Poe (TX) 

Stewart 
Takai 
Turner 
Yoho 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2031 

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

as above recorded. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Chair, on rollcall Nos. 
389, 390, and 391, I was unavoidably detained. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on all three. 

AMENDMENT NO. 44 OFFERED BY MR. POSEY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. POSEY) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 230, noes 193, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 392] 

AYES—230 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 

Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 

Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
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 
Pompeo 

Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—193 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 

Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 

Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 

Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 

Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 

Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Poe (TX) 

Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2034 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 50 OFFERED BY MR. CARNEY 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAR-
NEY) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 131, noes 292, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 393] 

AYES—131 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Ashford 
Barletta 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 

Cárdenas 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Cicilline 
Clarke (NY) 
Clyburn 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Esty 
Fitzpatrick 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:02 Jul 08, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00069 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A07JY7.054 H07JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4540 July 7, 2016 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Honda 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lieu, Ted 
LoBiondo 

Loebsack 
Lowenthal 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richmond 

Rogers (AL) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scott (VA) 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Sinema 
Smith (WA) 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Vela 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Zeldin 

NOES—292 

Abraham 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Clark (MA) 
Clawson (FL) 
Cleaver 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 

Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 

Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nunes 

O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 

Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Poe (TX) 

Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2038 

Mr. PAULSEN changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. KENNEDY 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 54 OFFERED BY MR. YARMUTH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. YAR-
MUTH) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 189, noes 232, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 394] 

AYES—189 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 

Boyle, Brendan 
F. 

Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 

Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 

Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Poliquin 

Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Stefanik 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOES—232 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
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 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 

Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
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MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 

Pompeo 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
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) 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—12 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 
O’Rourke 

Poe (TX) 
Speier 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2042 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 68 OFFERED BY MR. GALLEGO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GALLEGO) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 409, noes 14, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 395] 

AYES—409 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 

Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 

Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
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 (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
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 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 

Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
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 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McDermott 
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 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 

Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 

Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 

Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—14 

Amash 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Buck 
Franks (AZ) 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Long 
Lummis 
Marino 

McClintock 
Palmer 
Perry 
Yoho 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Clay 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 
Poe (TX) 

Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2047 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 70 OFFERED BY MRS. HARTZLER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. 
HARTZLER) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 242, noes 179, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 396] 

AYES—242 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 

Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
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) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
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Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meehan 
Meeks 
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 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—179 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Hahn 

Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 

Luján, Ben Ray 
(NM) 

Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—12 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 
Gutiérrez 

Hastings 
Larson (CT) 
Meadows 
Nadler 

Nugent 
Poe (TX) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 2050 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the last two lines. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Financial 

Services and General Government Appropria-
tions Act, 2017’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. There being no 
further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
BYRNE) having assumed the chair, Ms. 
FOXX, Acting Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 5485) making appropriations for 
financial services and general govern-
ment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2017, and for other purposes, 
and, pursuant to House Resolution 794, 
she reported the bill back to the House 
with sundry amendments adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion to recommit at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. PETERS. I am in its current 

form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Peters moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

5485 to the Committee on Appropriations 
with instructions to report the same back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

In the ‘‘Office of Terrorism and Financial 
Intelligence—Salaries and Expenses’’ ac-
count, on page 4, line 2, after the dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 92, line 21, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’’. 

Page 96, line 17, after the dollar amount re-
lating to rental of space, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$5,000,000)’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the final amendment to the bill. It will 
not require that it go back for further 
action. My amendment would increase 
funding for the Office of Terrorism and 
Financial Intelligence by $5 million. 

It is our responsibility as a Congress 
to provide the American people with fi-
nancial security, national security, and 
security in the belief that their voice 
counts in Washington, D.C. Instead, 
the underlying bill rolls back reforms 
put in place after the 2008 financial col-
lapse, further undermines the cam-
paign finance system, reduces access to 
affordable health care, and underfunds 
the Office of Terrorism and Financial 
Intelligence, which is tasked with tar-
geting the finances of terrorist groups. 

In an era of new and dynamic 
threats, we need a tough, smart na-
tional security strategy to keep Ameri-
cans safe. Even as we counter aggres-
sors like China and Russia, we are 
faced with threats from nonstate ter-
rorist groups like ISIS, al Qaeda, and 
the Taliban. 

Our military has taken the fight to 
them. In May, an American drone 
strike in Pakistan killed Taliban lead-
er Mullah Akhtar Muhammad 
Mansour, and as of June 28, the U.S. 
military and its coalition partners had 
conducted over 13,000 strikes against 
ISIS. Those strikes have destroyed 
over 26,000 targets in Iraq and Syria. 

Coupled with our brave special opera-
tors on the ground, this air campaign 
has helped our allies make consider-
able progress in the fight against ISIS. 
ISIS has lost 45 percent of the territory 
it once held in Iraq and 20 percent of 
what it once held in Syria, and ISIS no 
longer occupies strongholds like 
Fallujah and Ramadi. Pentagon 
spokesman Captain Jeff Davis recently 
said: ‘‘There has been no strategic vic-
tory for ISIS in over a year now.’’ 

But even as we have taken back ter-
ritory and degraded their capabilities, 
the last few months have demonstrated 
ISIS’ prevailing ability to direct or in-
spire attacks in the West. Paris, Brus-
sels, Baghdad, Istanbul, and recently 
Orlando—ISIS’ ability to direct or in-
spire attacks poses a clear threat to 
our security and to American lives at 
home and abroad. 
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In the United States, we have seen 

how difficult it is for our law enforce-
ment and intelligence agencies to stop 
lone-wolf attackers inspired by ISIS, 
and in Europe we have seen the devas-
tation that highly coordinated ISIS-di-
rected terrorist attacks can inflict on 
soft targets like airports and train sta-
tions. These attacks involved terrorist 
fighters financed by ISIS using mili-
tary-grade weaponry. In many cases, 
the fighters traveled to and from the 
Middle East to be trained. 

Even as we kill their leaders, destroy 
their safe havens, and take back their 
territory, the threat from ISIS will not 
be eliminated until we remove their 
ability to direct and finance terrorist 
attacks. 

Created by President Bush in 2004, 
the Office of Terrorism and Financial 
Intelligence has extensive and critical 
responsibilities that include combating 
terrorist financing domestically and 
internationally. They work with law 
enforcement, diplomats, and intel-
ligence agencies, and with the private 
sector and foreign governments to 
identify and eliminate sources of fi-
nancing for terrorist networks. They 
also combat financial support for the 
proliferation of nuclear weapons. 

The Office of Terrorism and Finan-
cial Intelligence cuts lines of financial 
support, freezes assets, and makes it 
harder for terrorist cells to finance and 
carry out attacks. By hitting the ter-
rorists where it hurts—in their wal-
lets—our financial intelligence officers 
make Americans safer. 

My amendment will provide the Of-
fice of Terrorism and Financial Intel-
ligence with the additional resources it 
needs to carry out this mission; and 
moving forward, the House should also 
consider bipartisan legislation intro-
duced by Representatives SINEMA and 
FITZPATRICK to develop a coordinated 
governmentwide strategy to combat 
terrorist financing. 

By supporting this smart, targeted 
approach to undermining terrorist net-
works, we can support the American 
pilots and special operators who are 
risking their lives in the fight against 
terrorism, and we can help prevent fu-
ture attacks. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in opposition to the motion to recom-
mit. 

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I 
would really like to thank the gen-
tleman for bringing this motion to re-
commit to increase funding for the Of-
fice of Terrorism and Financial Intel-
ligence by $5 million because it makes 
an excellent point as to why this bill is 
such a good bill, because this bill al-
ready funds the Office of Terrorism and 
Financial Intelligence higher than it 
has ever been funded in the history of 

that office. I don’t think we need to 
give them another $5 million. They 
have got more than they can deal with 
right now. They are happy we did that. 

What this bill does is deal with the 
big problems we face here in Wash-
ington. Number one, we spend money 
that we don’t have, and up here in 
Washington, we exercise power that no-
body gave us, and we deal with that 
right here. 

We lower the spending under this bill 
by 5.6 percent. We are getting a handle 
on the out-of-control spending. 

But we spend money where we ought 
to spend it, like the SBA. They help 
small businesses get the loans and 
make the next big deal. They grow the 
economy. They create jobs. 

b 2100 
The Office of Terrorism and Finan-

cial Intelligence enforces sanctions. 
They get extra money. That is great. 
But guess what? The way we reduce 
spending overall is we take money 
away from those agencies that waste 
money. In fact, we cut spending on 12 
different agencies. We lower spending 
and we eliminate 6 agencies altogether. 

So we are dealing with that part of 
it. And, by the way, one of the big 
problems in Washington is exercising 
all this regulatory overreach. We kind 
of rein that in here. We say to some of 
these agencies: Stop, stop, stop. Pause. 

The Federal Communications Com-
mission, they oversee one of the most 
creative, innovative aspects of our 
economy; and yet they are more active 
than ever before. So we say: Stop mak-
ing these politically charged rules and 
get back to your core mission. 

So at the end of the day, it is a good 
bill. Let me just tell you I have got 
four good reasons, but let me tell you 
two quick good reasons. This is the 
fourth time I have brought this bill be-
fore the House. Every year, the bill 
gets better and better. I am going tell 
you right now, this is the best bill that 
I have ever brought before the House. 
That ought to be one good reason. The 
other reason is, since I am leaving this 
year, this is the last time I will ever 
bring the bill. 

Finally, just let me say to everybody 
here, if everybody is willing to rein in 
this wasteful spending, then you will 
like this bill; if you are ready to exer-
cise a little courage and say to those 
nameless, faceless bureaucrats, We are 
going to put an end to regulatory ram-
page, then vote ‘‘no.’’ 

I yield to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCARTHY), the majority 
leader. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise for one purpose. I 
rise to recognize the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW) on his last Fi-
nancial Services bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I know they are not ris-
ing because it is his last bill. They are 
rising because this man has always 
been a gentleman and a statesman re-
gardless of what side of the aisle he has 
been on. 

He has represented the Fourth Dis-
trict of Florida for 15 years. His leader-
ship will be shown on so many pieces of 
legislation, but his heart, his passion, 
and his persuasion was really shown on 
the ABLE Act. He never gave up. Be-
cause of the ABLE Act, it is now help-
ing millions of Americans with disabil-
ities lead more independent lives. He 
has changed their lives. 

So I think I speak for all Members in 
wishing him well in his retirement and 
his quest to become a scratch golfer. 

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

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

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

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

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

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

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

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

vice, and there were—yeas 183, nays 
241, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 397] 

YEAS—183 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 

Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 

Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
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Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 

Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 

Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NAYS—241 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
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) 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
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 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 
Marino 
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 
Palazzo 

Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—9 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 

Poe (TX) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

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

b 2109 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California 
changed her vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

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

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

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

vice, and there were—yeas 239, nays 
185, not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 398] 

YEAS—239 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
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 (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 

MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
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 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
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 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 

Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—185 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buck 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 

Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

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

NOT VOTING—9 

Bost 
Brown (FL) 
Delaney 

Hastings 
Nadler 
Nugent 

Poe (TX) 
Takai 
Turner 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 2115 
So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:45 Jul 08, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00074 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A07JY7.063 H07JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4545 July 7, 2016 
IT IS TIME FOR ACTION 

(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, I 
said this earlier today. When I left my 
hometown, four people were gunned 
down during the July Fourth holiday, 
and over the time period we have all 
been working to find common ground 
on making sure that we have sensible, 
safe gun legislation. 

But right now, outside the United 
States Capitol are throngs of individ-
uals who have come because of the in-
cidents of the last 48 hours, the loss of 
Mr. Sterling in Baton Rouge, Lou-
isiana, in an unfortunate and unspeak-
able and inexplicable shooting by law 
enforcement; and then, unfortunately, 
the tragic shooting of Mr. Castile, a 
cafeteria manager loved by children 
and a licensed gun owner. 

We love our police. We call 911. But 
there have to be hearings, meetings 
with the Attorney General, and an un-
derstanding of how we can address the 
question of the shootings of African 
American men. 

The numbers are high, the statistics 
documented, and we must find relief— 
not a moment of silence, but action. 

The phone in my office is ringing 
constantly. People are in pain. Young 
people want to ask the question, ‘‘Do 
Black lives matter?’’ and we want to 
answer the question, ‘‘Yes.’’ We want 
to do it in a bipartisan, multicultural 
way. 

America has to address these con-
cerns and do it now. 

f 

SOMETHING IS WRONG IN THE 
UNITED STATES 

(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, I rise 
today with a heavy heart, knowing 
what has transpired in the last 48 hours 
has been horrific. Two men—fathers, 
brothers, sons—gunned down by law en-
forcement. 

We understand that our police have a 
job to do that can be difficult, but we 
need restraint from our law enforce-
ment officers until they are able to de-
termine whether there is a threat or 
not. You cannot be a threat just be-
cause you are an African American in a 
car. 

No one should die being stopped for a 
taillight. And Mr. Castile, in Min-
nesota, was very compliant. He had 
told the officer he was reaching for his 
wallet and lost his life. 

There is something wrong in the 
United States of America, and we need 
to address it soon. 

f 

AN AMERICAN PROBLEM 

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I made a 
request in the Judiciary Committee to 
our chairperson to have hearings on 
this issue. We have a bill that would re-
quire each State to set up a system of 
independent prosecutors to look at law 
enforcement killings, shootings. 

The fact is an Attorney General can’t 
look at a law enforcement shooting 
without prejudicing their ability to do 
their jobs. They work hand in glove 
with law enforcement, and if they have 
to police law enforcement, they have a 
problem in effectively doing their jobs 
later on. 

We have asked that each State set up 
a system of independent prosecutors so 
people know there is justice and fair-
ness and oversight. That is reasonable, 
and we should have hearings. 

What happened in Baton Rouge, what 
happened in Minnesota has happened in 
New York, has happened in North 
Charleston. It has happened in Cleve-
land, Ohio. It has happened in Mem-
phis, Tennessee. And African American 
men are subject to being shot for rea-
sons that others aren’t. 

Police need to be more careful, and 
we need to see that our country takes 
this, as President Obama has in his 
statement from Europe: this is an 
American problem. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. POE of Texas (at the request of 
Mr. MCCARTHY) for today after 6 p.m. 
and for the balance of the week on ac-
count of personal reasons. 

Mr. TURNER (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for July 6 after 7:30 p.m. 
and for the balance of the week on ac-
count of his address to the Heads of 
State and Government in his role as 
President and Chairman of the U.S. 
Delegation to the North Atlantic Trea-
ty Organization Parliamentary Assem-
bly at the 2016 Warsaw Summit of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 3766. An act to direct the President to 
establish guidelines for covered United 
States foreign assistance programs, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

S. 1252. An act to authorize a comprehen-
sive strategic approach for United States for-
eign assistance to developing countries to re-
duce global poverty and hunger, achieve food 
and nutrition security, promote inclusive, 
sustainable, agricultural-led economic 
growth, improve nutritional outcomes, espe-
cially for women and children, build resil-

ience among vulnerable populations, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2845. An act to extend the termination of 
sanctions with respect to Venezuela under 
the Venezuela Defense of Human Rights and 
Civil Society Act of 2014. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 24 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, July 8, 2016, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

5912. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Rural Development, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim rule — Community Facility Loans 
(RIN: 0575-AD05) received July 5, 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 Agriculture. 

5913. A letter from the Chairman, Farm 
Credit System Insurance Corporation, trans-
mitting the annual report for CY 2015, in ac-
cordance with Sec. 5.64 of the Farm Credit 
Act of 1971, as amended; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

5914. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
on the total dollar value of Department of 
Defense purchases from foreign entities dur-
ing FY 2015, pursuant to 41 U.S.C. 8305; Pub-
lic Law 104-201, Sec. 827 (as amended by Pub-
lic Law 111-350, Sec. 3); (124 Stat. 3833) and 
Public Law 113-235, Sec. 8028; (128 Stat. 2258); 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

5915. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Personnel and Readiness, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the 
approved retirement of Lieutenant General 
Michael S. Tucker, United States Army, and 
his advancement to the grade of lieutenant 
general on the retired list, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 
(as amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 
502(b)); (110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

5916. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting a proposed Letter of 
Offer and Acceptance to the Government of 
Israel, Transmittal No. 16-40, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 2776(b)(1); Public Law 90-629, Sec. 36(b) 
(as amended by Public Law 106 -113, Sec. 
1000(a)(7)); (113 Stat. 536); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

5917. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s Major final rule — Disclo-
sure of Payments by Resource Extraction 
Issuers [Release No.: 34-78167; File No.: S7-25- 
15] (RIN: 3235-AL53) received June 30, 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 Financial Services. 

5918. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting a report 
entitled ‘‘Coming Into Focus: the Future of 
Juvenile Justice Reform, 2014 Annual Re-
port’’, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5617; Public Law 
93-415, Sec. 207 (as added by Public Law 100- 
690, Sec. 7255); (102 Stat. 4437); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

5919. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
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Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report entitled ‘‘The Comprehensive 
Community Mental Health Services for Chil-
dren with Serious Emotional Disturbances’’, 
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 290ff(c)(2); July 1, 1944, 
ch. 373, title V, Sec. 565(c)(2) (as amended by 
Public Law 106-310, Sec. 3105(c)) (114 Stat. 
1175); to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

5920. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Technology Transitions, Department of En-
ergy, transmitting the Department’s report 
entitled ‘‘Technology Transfer and Related 
Technology Partnering Activities at the Na-
tional Laboratories and Other Facilities for 
Fiscal Year 2014’’, pursuant to the Tech-
nology Transfer and Commercialization Act 
of 2000; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5921. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Office of Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy, Department of En-
ergy, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Energy Conservation Program: Test 
Procedures for Integrated Light-Emitting 
Diode Lamps [Docket No.: EERE-2011-BT- 
TP-0071] (RIN: 1904-AC67) received July 1, 
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. 

5922. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revisions to Exceptions Applicable to Cer-
tain Human Cells, Tissues, and Cellular and 
Tissue-Based Products [Docket No.: FDA- 
2014-N-1484] received June 30, 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. 

5923. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s 2016 status report on the Best Phar-
maceuticals for Children Act and the Pedi-
atric Research Equality Act; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

5924. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting the FY 2015 Compounding 
Quality Act Annual Report as required by 
the Compounding Quality Act; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

5925. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Standard Review Plan for Re-
newal of Specific Licenses and Certificates of 
Compliance for Dry Storage of Spent Nuclear 
Fuel [NUREG-1927, Revision 1] received July 
5, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5926. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Safety Evaluation of the 
BWRVIP-234 Report ‘‘BWR Vessel and 
Internals Project: Thermal Aging and Neu-
tron Embrittlement Evaluation of Cast Aus-
tenitic Stainless Steel for BWR Internals 
(BWRVIP-234)’’ [TAC No.: ME5060] received 
July 5, 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. 

5927. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Lebanon that was de-
clared in Executive Order 13441 of August 1, 
2007, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public 
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); 
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5928. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six- 
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to transnational criminal 
organizations that was declared in Executive 
Order 13581 of July 24, 2011, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); 
(90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C. 1703(c); Public 
Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat. 1627); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5929. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Inter-American Founda-
tion, transmitting proposed legislation to 
authorize the Inter-American Foundation to 
create a subsidiary corporation, pursuant to 
22 U.S.C. 290f; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5930. A letter from the Chairman and Chief 
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s stra-
tegic plan for fiscal years 2016 through 2021 
in compliance with the Government Per-
formance and Results Act; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

5931. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Federal Home Loan Bank 
of Pittsburgh, transmitting the Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Pittsburgh 2015 State-
ment on the Systems of Internal Controls 
and the 2015 audited financial statements, 
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; Public Law 97-258, 
Sec. 9106; (96 Stat. 1044); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5932. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Personnel Management, transmitting 
the Office’s Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General and the Agency Response for 
the period of October 1, 2015 to March 31, 
2016, in accordance with Sec. 5 of Public Law 
94-452, as amended; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5933. A letter from the District of Columbia 
Auditor, Office of the District of Columbia 
Auditor, transmitting a report entitled ‘‘Re-
view of Sustainable Energy and Energy As-
sistance Trust Funds’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5934. A letter from the Executive Director, 
World War One Centennial Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s periodic re-
port for the period ended March 31, 2016, pur-
suant to Public Law 112-272, Sec. 5(b)(1); (126 
Stat. 2450); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5935. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting a deci-
sion on United States v. Pawlak, No. 15-3566, 
2016 WL 2802723 (6th Cir. May 13, 2016), pursu-
ant to 28 U.S.C. 530D(a); Public Law 107-273, 
Sec. 202(a); (116 Stat. 1771); to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

5936. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
trative Office of the United States Courts, 
transmitting a letter with information on lo-
cating the annual report on bankruptcy sta-
tistics online, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 159(b)(3); 
Added by Public Law 109-8, Sec. 601(a); (119 
Stat. 119); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

5937. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
trative Office of the United States Courts, 
transmitting the Court’s annual report to 
Congress concerning intercepted wire, oral, 
or electronic communications, pursuant to 
18 U.S.C. 2519(3); Added by Public Law 90-351, 
Sec. 802; (82 Stat. 222); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

5938. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Danville, AR [Docket No.: FAA- 
2015-4836; Airspace Docket No.: 15-ASW-16] 
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 Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5939. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 

Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E 
Airspace; Ketchum, OK [Docket No.: FAA- 
2016-1288; Airspace Docket No.: 15-ASW-23] 
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 Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5940. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2015-1428; Directorate Identifier 
2015-NM-026-AD; Amendment 39-18499; AD 
2016-09-01] (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. 

5941. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a Report to the Congress Con-
cerning the Emigration Laws and Policies of 
Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, and Uz-
bekistan, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 2432(b); Pub-
lic Law 93-618, Sec. 402(b); (88 Stat. 2056) and 
19 U.S.C. 2439(b); Public Law 93-618, Sec. 
409(b); (88 Stat. 2064); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

5942. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the report to 
Congress entitled, ‘‘Alternative Payment 
Models and Medicare Advantage’’, pursuant 
to Public Law 114-10, Sec. 101(e)(6); (129 Stat. 
123); jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

5943. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the 2016 In-
dian Health Service and Tribal Health Care 
Facilities’ Needs Assessment Report to Con-
gress; jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce and Natural Resources. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 5651. A bill to prohibit the Secretary 
of Transportation from approving under sub-
title VII of title 49, United States Code, any 
project for the relocation of Runway 24R at 
Los Angeles International Airport, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself and Mr. 
BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 5652. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for coverage by 
high deductible health plans of medical man-
agement of a chronic disease without deduct-
ible; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself and Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey): 

H.R. 5653. A bill to require reporting on 
acts of certain foreign countries on Holo-
caust era assets and related issues; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr. WEBER 
of Texas, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
COOK, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
ZINKE, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. LONG, Mr. 
BABIN, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. JODY B. HICE 
of Georgia, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. BRAT, 
Mr. RENACCI, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. SALMON, Mr. PALAZZO, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. ROGERS 
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of Alabama, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
LAMALFA, Mr. MARINO, Mr. GUINTA, 
Mr. JONES, Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
DESJARLAIS, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GRAVES 
of Georgia, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. 
BARTON, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. YOHO, 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
BUCK, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, Mr. CULBERSON, 
and Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana): 

H.R. 5654. A bill to ensure that State and 
local law enforcement may cooperate with 
Federal officials to protect our communities 
from violent criminals and suspected terror-
ists who are illegally present in the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, and Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself and 
Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 5655. A bill to establish programs re-
lated to prevention of prescription opioid 
misuse, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on the Judiciary, 
Ways and Means, and Education and the 
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. 
MCNERNEY): 

H.R. 5656. A bill to amend the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act to authorize States to restrict 
interstate waste imports and impose a high-
er fee on out-of-State waste; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself and 
Mr. ROHRABACHER): 

H.R. 5657. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to reform and reduce 
fraud and abuse in certain visa programs for 
aliens working temporarily in the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY: 
H.R. 5658. A bill to amend title 5, United 

States Code, to codify the Presidential Inno-
vation Fellows Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri (for himself, 
Mr. LEWIS, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. SCHRA-
DER, and Mr. MARINO): 

H.R. 5659. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act with respect to expand-
ing Medicare Advantage coverage for indi-
viduals with end-stage renal disease (ESRD); 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS (for himself and Ms. 
MOORE): 

H.R. 5660. A bill to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to provide that the sta-
ble retail deposits of an insured depository 

institution are not considered to be funds ob-
tained by or through a deposit broker, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 5661. A bill to establish the Flag Of-

fice Revolving Fund for services provided by 
the Flag Office of the Architect of the Cap-
itol; to the Committee on House Administra-
tion. 

By Mr. BURGESS (for himself, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mr. GUINTA, and Mr. DUN-
CAN of Tennessee): 

H.R. 5662. A bill to provide an exception to 
certain mandatory minimum sentence re-
quirements for a person employed outside 
the United States by a Federal agency, who 
uses, carries, or possesses the firearm during 
and in relation to a crime of violence com-
mitted while on-duty with a firearm issued 
by the agency; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania 
(for himself and Mr. LOEBSACK): 

H.R. 5663. A bill to amend the Carl D. Per-
kins Career and Technical Education Act of 
2006 to deliver high-quality career and tech-
nical education opportunities, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: 
H.R. 5664. A bill to amend the Consumer 

Credit Protection Act to strengthen debt col-
lection exemptions to protect debtors and 
their families from poverty or bankruptcy, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
ELLISON, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and Mr. 
POCAN): 

H.R. 5665. A bill to amend the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950 to provide for a net ben-
efit review of certain covered transactions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri (for him-
self, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, and Mr. 
LAMALFA): 

H.R. 5666. A bill to limit the authority of 
States and local governments to impose 
taxes payable with respect to the sale of cer-
tain firearms or ammunition, or to impose 
new or increased taxes payable for back-
ground checks incident to sales of firearms 
or ammunition; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. JENKINS of Kansas (for herself 
and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia): 

H.R. 5667. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to improve the way 
beneficiaries are assigned under the Medi-
care shared savings program by also basing 
such assignment on services furnished by 
Federally qualified health centers and rural 
health clinics; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia (for 
himself, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. CULBER-
SON, Mr. LAHOOD, and Mr. MULLIN): 

H.R. 5668. A bill to prohibit the Secretary 
of Energy and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency from taking 
the social cost of carbon or the social cost of 
methane into account when taking any ac-
tion, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia: 
H.R. 5669. A bill to provide emergency un-

employment compensation to coal mining 
workers who lost their jobs due to Federal 
environmental regulations, and for other 

purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 5670. A bill to guarantee the right of 

individuals to receive Social Security bene-
fits under title II of the Social Security Act 
in full with an accurate annual cost-of-living 
adjustment; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois (for herself, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. DUCKWORTH, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Ms. LEE, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, Ms. BASS, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. ADAMS, 
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. CLYBURN, Ms. 
FUDGE, Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN): 

H.R. 5671. A bill to expand economic oppor-
tunities, improve community policing, and 
promote common-sense gun violence preven-
tion in underserved communities, and for 
other purposes.eliminate the requirement 
that a firearms dealer transfer a firearm if 
the national instant criminal background 
check system has been unable to complete a 
background check of the prospective trans-
feree within 3 business days; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committees on Education and the Work-
force, Financial Services, Ways and Means, 
Small Business, Oversight and Government 
Reform, Agriculture, Rules, and Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Ms. MAX-
INE WATERS of California, Mr. HONDA, 
and Mr. LANGEVIN): 

H.R. 5672. A bill to help small businesses 
access capital and create jobs by reauthor-
izing the successful State Small Business 
Credit Initiative; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself and Mrs. 
BUSTOS): 

H.R. 5673. A bill to authorize the President 
to provide major disaster assistance for con-
tamination of drinking water from public 
water systems; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. LANCE: 
H.R. 5674. A bill to provide for the award of 

medals or other commendations to handlers 
of military working dogs and military work-
ing dogs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Ms. MCSALLY (for herself, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. CALVERT, 
Ms. SINEMA, Mr. YOHO, Mr. MCNER-
NEY, Mr. YODER, and Mr. TAKANO): 

H.R. 5675. A bill to provide for the conver-
sion of temporary judgeships to permanent 
judgeships, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. KELLY 
of Illinois, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, 
and Mr. BOST): 

H.R. 5676. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
6300 N. Northwest Highway in Chicago, Illi-
nois, as the ‘‘Officer Joseph P. Cali Post Of-
fice Building‘‘; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. RUIZ: 
H.R. 5677. A bill to establish the United 

States-Israel joint commission to address 
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Iranian compliance with the Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RUIZ: 
H.R. 5678. A bill to authorize assistance 

and training to increase maritime security 
and domain awareness of foreign countries 
bordering the Persian Gulf, the Arabian Sea, 
or the Mediterranean Sea in order to deter 
and counter illicit smuggling and related 
maritime activity by Iran, including illicit 
Iranian weapons shipments; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and in addition to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself and 
Mr. REED): 

H.R. 5679. A bill to establish a grant pro-
gram at the National Science Foundation to 
encourage States and local school districts 
to develop and implement sustainable engi-
neering education programs in elementary 
and secondary schools, through public-pri-
vate partnerships; to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 5680. A bill to amend the Water Re-

sources Development Act of 1986 with respect 
to periodic beach renourishment, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia (for herself and Mr. ROSKAM): 

H.R. 5681. A bill to require the Center for 
Medicare and Medicaid Innovation to test 
the efficacy of providing Alzheimer’s Disease 
caregiver support services in delaying or re-
ducing the use of institutionalized care for 
Medicare beneficiaries with Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease or a related dementia; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. SLAUGHTER: 
H.R. 5682. A bill to support educational en-

tities in fully implementing title IX and re-
ducing and preventing sex discrimination in 
all areas of education; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. STEFANIK (for herself, Ms. 
MENG, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. ASHFORD, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. JONES, Mrs. 
COMSTOCK, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. CURBELO 
of Florida, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. COOK, and Mr. WITT-
MAN): 

H.R. 5683. A bill to amend title 37, United 
States Code, to authorize, in connection with 
the permanent change of station of a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces requiring relocation 
to another State, the reimbursement of the 
member for qualified relicensing costs in-
curred by the spouse of the member to secure 
a license or certification required by the 
State to which the member and spouse relo-
cate, to encourage States to expedite license 
portability for military spouses, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. BECERRA (for himself, Mr. 
KNIGHT, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. MCCARTHY, 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. 
HAHN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. CÁRDENAS, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 

of California, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SWALWELL of 
California, Ms. TITUS, Mr. AGUILAR, 
Ms. JUDY CHU of California, Ms. GRA-
HAM, Ms. LEE, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, 
Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Ms. LOF-
GREN, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
ALLEN, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. HECK of Nevada, 
Mr. TIBERI, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr. 
LEVIN): 

H. Con. Res. 142. Concurrent resolution 
supporting the bid of Los Angeles, California 
to bring the 2024 Summer Olympic Games 
back to the United States and pledging the 
cooperation of Congress with respect to that 
bid; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ISRAEL (for himself, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BECERRA, 
Mr. BEYER, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. BLUM, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. 
BUSTOS, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. COHEN, 
Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mrs. DAVIS 
of California, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. DEUTCH, 
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. DOLD, Mr. DONO-
VAN, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-
sylvania, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. ENGEL, 
Ms. ESHOO, Ms. ESTY, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. 
GALLEGO, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. GOHMERT, 
Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. HAHN, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
ISSA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. JEFFRIES, 
Mr. JOYCE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KILMER, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LAN-
GEVIN, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. LOBI-
ONDO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. LOWEY, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. MEEHAN, 
Ms. MENG, Mr. MICA, Ms. MOORE, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. NADLER, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, Mr. PETERS, Ms. PINGREE, 
Mr. POLIS, Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. REED, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. 
LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. 
SARBANES, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SIRES, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. TITUS, 
Mr. TONKO, Mrs. TORRES, Ms. TSON-
GAS, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. WELCH, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 
ZELDIN, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CARSON of 

Indiana, Mr. CLAY, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mr. FARR, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 
NORCROSS, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mr. TAKAI, and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia): 

H. Res. 810. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the life and work of Elie Wiesel in pro-
moting human rights, peace, and Holocaust 
remembrance; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. 
DUFFY): 

H. Res. 811. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of September 2016 as Na-
tional Ovarian Cancer Awareness Month; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee (for him-
self, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. 
COOPER, Mrs. BLACK, and Mr. 
FINCHER): 

H. Res. 812. A resolution commending the 
Tennessee Valley Authority on the 80th an-
niversary of the unified development of the 
Tennessee River system; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida: 
H. Res. 813. A resolution amending the 

rules of the House of Representatives to ex-
clude provisions relating to existing or pro-
posed water resources development projects 
of the Corps of Engineers from the definition 
of congressional earmark, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana (for himself, 
Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, and Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana): 

H. Res. 814. A resolution calling on the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) 
to invoke Article 5 of the North Atlantic 
Treaty and conduct a military campaign 
against the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria 
(ISIS); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

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

By Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 5651. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 
H.R. 5652. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of the U.S. Constitution which 

states, ‘‘(t)he Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the 
United States.’’ 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 
H.R. 5653. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mrs. BLACK: 

H.R. 5654. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 of the United 

States Constitution which grants Congress 
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the authority to establish a uniform Rule of 
Naturalization, and uniform Laws on the 
subject of Bankruptcies throughout the 
United States. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 5655. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I; Section 8; Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution states The Congress shall have 
Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im-
posts and Excises, to pay the Debts and pro-
vide for the common Defence and general 
Welfare of the United States . . . 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 5656. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 

the power of Congress to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.) 

Article I; Section 8; Clause 18 
The Congress shall have Power To make 

all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof 

By Mr. PASCRELL: 
H.R. 5657. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4 

By Mr. MCCARTHY: 
H.R. 5658. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 which grants 

to the Congress power to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into execution the foregoing powers, 
and all other powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the government of the United States, 
or in any department or officer thereof. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: 
H.R. 5659. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 
H.R. 5660. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 (‘‘To regulate 

Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes’’) 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 5661. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 5662. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The attached language falls within Con-

gress’ enumerated authority to provide for 
the common defence and general welfare of 
the United States, found in Article I, Section 
8, Clause 1, and to make rules for the govern-
ment, found in Article I, Section 8, clause 14 
of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 5663. 
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. CUMMINGS: 

H.R. 5664. 

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

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To 

make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof. 

By Ms. DELAURO: 
H.R. 5665. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri: 

H.R. 5666. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

gives Congress the power to ‘‘lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imports and excises.’’ 

Article VI, Clause 2 clarifies that federal 
law ‘‘shall be the supreme law of the land.’’ 

By Ms. JENKINS of Kansas: 
H.R. 5667. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia: 
H.R. 5668. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

Constitution 
By Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia: 

H.R. 5669. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

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

Constitution 
By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 5670. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Ms. KELLY of Illinois: 

H.R. 5671. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, clauses 1 & 3 

By Mr. KILDEE: 
H.R. 5672. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. KILDEE: 
H.R. 5673 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. LANCE: 
H.R. 5674. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Sec. 8, Clause 1, of the United 

State Constitution This states that ‘‘Con-
gress shall have the power to. . .lay and col-
lect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States.’’ 

By Ms. MCSALLY: 
H.R. 5675. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 9: The Congress 

shall have Power to. . .constitute Tribunals 
inferior to the supreme Court. 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have Power to. . .make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Power, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 
H.R. 5676. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. RUIZ: 

H.R. 5677. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution 
By Mr. RUIZ: 

H.R. 5678. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution 
By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 

H.R. 5679. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 5680. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 9, Clause 7—‘‘No money 

shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law; 
and a regular Statement and Account of the 
Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time.’’ 

By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 5681. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. SLAUGHTER: 
H.R. 5682. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Ms. STEFANIK: 

H.R. 5683. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 18 of section 8 of article 1 of the 

Constitution 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

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

H.R. 239: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 430: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 449: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 546: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 571: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 610: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 612: Mr. BABIN and Mr. BISHOP of 

Michigan. 
H.R. 711: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. SCA-

LISE, and Ms. BORDALLO. 
H.R. 775: Mrs. NOEM. 
H.R. 932: Mrs. TORRES. 
H.R. 1076: Mr. CONYERS and Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 1151: Mr. VALADAO. 
H.R. 1192: Mr. NADLER, Mr. VALADAO, and 

Ms. MENG. 
H.R. 1217: Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 1358: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1439: Mr. WELCH, Mr. DESAULNIER, and 

Mrs. TORRES. 
H.R. 1459: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
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H.R. 1464: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1549: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1559: Mr. MOULTON. 
H.R. 1608: Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. 

CRAMER, and Mr. FINCHER. 
H.R. 1643: Mrs. NOEM. 
H.R. 1752: Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 1904: Ms. ESTY and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 1905: Ms. ESTY and Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 2058: Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. ASHFORD, and 

Mr. MACARTHUR. 
H.R. 2096: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 
H.R. 2142: Mr. BENISHEK. 
H.R. 2189: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 2216: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2221: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 2302: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 2315: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H.R. 2342: Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. TURNER, and 

Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 2566: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 2799: Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. RODNEY 

DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. VELA, Mr. 
NORCROSS, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, 
Mrs. NOEM, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, and Ms. 
SINEMA. 

H.R. 2846: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
H.R. 2887: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 2903: Mr. THORNBERRY and Mr. 

LOUDERMILK. 
H.R. 2962: Ms. TITUS and Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 2994: Mr. MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 3012: Mrs. LUMMIS. 
H.R. 3051: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 3092: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 3108: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 3110: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 3308: Mr. PALAZZO. 
H.R. 3312: Mrs. ELLMERS of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3381: Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. STEFANIK, and 

Mr. TIPTON. 
H.R. 3395: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 3406: Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 3411: Mr. MEEKS and Ms. WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ. 
H.R. 3666: Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 3706: Mr. CARNEY, Mr. POMPEO, and 

Mr. KLINE. 
H.R. 3710: Mr. VALADAO. 
H.R. 3815: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. ZELDIN. 
H.R. 3888: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 3929: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. COSTA, Mr. 

VALADAO, Mr. GIBSON, Ms. HAHN, Mr. 
DELANEY, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. BRENDAN F. 
BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of 
New Mexico, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, 
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and 
Mr. FARR. 

H.R. 4043: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 4172: Mr. BARR. 
H.R. 4177: Mr. CAPUANO and Mr. CARSON of 

Indiana. 
H.R. 4186: Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 4247: Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. LOBIONDO, and 
Mr. MESSER 

H.R. 4352: Mrs. BLACKBURN and Ms. ESTY. 
H.R. 4362: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 4381: Mr. GIBSON. 
H.R. 4474: Mr. HUELSKAMP and Mr. KING of 

Iowa. 
H.R. 4479: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 4481: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Mr. 

JOLLY. 
H.R. 4526: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 4559: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. COOK. 
H.R. 4584: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 4591: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 4594: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 4603: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 4616: Ms. MCSALLY and Mr. YOUNG of 

Iowa. 
H.R. 4625: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 4626: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 

LONG, and Mr. MOOLENAAR. 
H.R. 4632: Mr. VALADAO and Mr. DAVID 

SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 4681: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 4764: Ms. GRANGER and Mrs. BLACK-

BURN. 
H.R. 4828: Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 4864: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4893: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. WOODALL. 
H.R. 4918: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 4932: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 4954: Mr. PERLMUTTER and Ms. 

KUSTER. 
H.R. 4992: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 5009: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 5025: Mr. COHEN, Mr. KILDEE, and Ms. 

BORDALLO. 
H.R. 5045: Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H.R. 5082: Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 5119: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 5127: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 5129: Mrs. LUMMIS. 
H.R. 5146: Ms. SINEMA. 
H.R. 5172: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 5180: Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 

KING of New York, and Mr. COOK. 
H.R. 5183: Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. SESSIONS, 

and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 5187: Mr. VALADAO and Mrs. WAGNER. 
H.R. 5232: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 
H.R. 5258: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. HANNA. 
H.R. 5263: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 5292: Mrs. CAPPS, Mrs. LOVE, Mr. KIL-

DEE, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, and 
Mr. LEWIS. 

H.R. 5299: Mr. ZELDIN and Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah. 

H.R. 5324: Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 5365: Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 
H.R. 5374: Mr. CARTER of Georgia. 
H.R. 5396: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. KAP-

TUR, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, Mr. LEWIS, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 5423: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 5440: Mr. BYRNE and Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 5475: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
H.R. 5488: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 5513: Mr. KATKO and Mr. BRAT. 
H.R. 5523: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. 
H.R. 5543: Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. PAYNE, and 
Ms. CLARKE of New York. 

H.R. 5545: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 5555: Mr. BERA and Mr. TAKAI. 
H.R. 5560: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 5578: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 5587: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 5589: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 5593: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 5594: Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 

STIVERS, and Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 5598: Ms. ESHOO, Ms. KUSTER, and Mr. 
LEVIN. 

H.R. 5599: Ms. ESHOO and Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 5606: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 5607: Ms. MAXINE WATERS of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 5619: Mr. BLUM. 
H.R. 5625: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 5639: Mrs. COMSTOCK, Ms. ESTY, and 

Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 5646: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. SHERMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 140: Mr. HIMES, Mr. SANFORD, 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. LIPINSKI, 
and Mrs. BLACK. 

H. Res. 28: Ms. PLASKETT. 
H. Res. 112: Mr. NOLAN. 
H. Res. 130: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H. Res. 174: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H. Res. 393: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H. Res. 647: Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H. Res. 729: Mr. POLIS, Mr. HECK of Nevada, 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, and Mr. CASTRO of 
Texas. 

H. Res. 752: Ms. BASS, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, Mr. DOLD, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. PETERS, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. POSEY, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. ROSS, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
JOLLY. 

H. Res. 784: Ms. NORTON, Mr. KING of New 
York, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. COOK, Mr. 
POCAN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 

H. Res. 807: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H. Res. 808: Mr. POMPEO. 

f 

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: 

OFFERED BY MR. NUNES 

The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence in H.R. 5631 do not contain any con-
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or 
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 
of rule XXI. 
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