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Mr. Speaker, Bill Coors’ life has been
full of incredible accomplishments. As
a brewery pioneer, a successful man-
ager for his family’s company, and a
lifelong Coloradoan, Bill is truly an in-
spiration for all. It is an honor to pay
tribute to Bill’s life and legacy. I wish
him a very happy 100th birthday this
year.

————
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DON'T HAVE TIME FOR THAT

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, Congress
is leaving town for 53 days, the longest
break that anyone can remember for
Congress to leave town. But I guess,
you Kknow, there are no important
issues confronting the country. Zika
virus—no additional funding, spreading
north into the U.S., don’t have time for
that. Background checks for firearms
purchases, don’t have time for that.

But they do have time for a couple of
little things here, you know. Every

day, Republicans are for states’
rights—except, well, maybe, kind of,
today.

The State of Vermont passed a law
requiring labeling foods produced with
GMOs. A number of the major compa-
nies are already doing it. Here are
some M&Ms. But they are saying it is
impossible, impractical, and the Amer-
ican people don’t want to know, and
even if they did want to know, we don’t
want them to know.

So, today, they are going to pass a
bill to take care of their corporate
friends that will preempt any State
from having a meaningful labeling law
to inform their citizens, something
over 90 percent of Americans would
like when it comes to GMOs. And they
are going to come up with a meaning-
less proposal to say, oh, well, you can
put a QR code on there, and everybody
will pull out their iPhone, and you can
give them a lot of information.

Instead, we could just do what Mars
has already done here: ‘‘partially pro-
duced with genetic engineering.” But
there are a lot of big corporations that
don’t want to do that.

———

COAL MINERS’ BENEFITS AND
PENSIONS

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

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the
healthcare benefits and pensions for
120,000 coal miners and their families
are in serious jeopardy due to bank-
ruptcies and challenges in the coal in-
dustry. This issue isn’t just about a
shortfall of funds; it is about people’s
lives.

A retired coal miner told me his wife
has cancer. He was so afraid of losing
his healthcare coverage he was nearly
in tears. Another retiree told me that
he needs his pension to take care of his
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handicapped granddaughter. These
miners are scared.

Coal miners helped build this coun-
try. They have earned these benefits,
and they deserve to have the secure re-
tirement they worked so hard for. Leg-
islation I have been working on for
over 3 years will help protect the
health care and benefits for these retir-
ees and their families. We need to act
soon. Time is running out.

Promises were made, promises made
by the Federal Government years ago,
and those promises need to be Kkept.
Let’s get this bill to the floor so these
families can have peace of mind and
know that we care about them.

————

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I rise to
give notice of my intention to raise a
question of the privileges of the House.

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

House Resolution 828. Impeaching
John Andrew Koskinen, Commissioner
of the Internal Revenue Service, for
high crimes and misdemeanors.

Resolved, that John Andrew
Koskinen, Commissioner of the Inter-
nal Revenue Service, is impeached for
high crimes and misdemeanors and
that the following articles of impeach-
ment be exhibited to the Senate:

Articles of impeachment exhibited by
the House of Representatives of the
United States of America in the name
of itself and of the people of the United
States of America, against John An-
drew Koskinen, Commissioner of the
Internal Revenue Service, in mainte-
nance and support of its impeachment
against him for high crimes and mis-
demeanors.

Article 1:

John Andrew Koskinen, in his con-
duct while Commissioner of the Inter-
nal Revenue Service, engaged in a pat-
tern of conduct that is incompatible
with his duties as an officer of the
United States, as follows:

Commissioner Koskinen failed in his
duty to respond to lawfully issued con-
gressional subpoenas. On August 2,
2013, the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform of the House of
Representatives issued a subpoena to
the Secretary of the Treasury, Jacob
Lew, the custodian of the Internal Rev-
enue Service documents. That sub-
poena demanded, among other things,
“all communications sent or received
by Lois Lerner from January 1, 2009, to
August 2, 2013.”

On February 14, 2014, following the
Senate’s confirmation of John Andrew
Koskinen as Commissioner of the In-
ternal Revenue Service, the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform
of the House of Representatives re-
issued the subpoena to him.

On March 4, 2014, Internal Revenue
Service employees in Martinsburg,
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West Virginia, magnetically erased 422
backup tapes, destroying as many as
24,000 of Lois Lerner’s emails respon-
sive to the subpoena. This action im-
peded congressional investigations into
the Internal Revenue Service targeting
of Americans based on their political
affiliation. The American people may
never know the true culpability or ex-
tent of the Internal Revenue Service
targeting because of the destruction of
evidence that took place.

Wherefore, John Andrew KosKkinen,
by such conduct, warrants impeach-
ment and trial and removal from of-
fice.

Article 2:

John Andrew Koskinen engaged in a
pattern of deception that demonstrates
his unfitness to serve as Commissioner
of the Internal Revenue Service. Com-
missioner Koskinen made a series of
false and misleading statements to
Congress in contravention of his oath
to tell the truth. Those false state-
ments included the following:

Number 1, on June 20, 2014, Commis-
sioner Koskinen testified that ‘‘since
the start of this investigation, every
email has been preserved. Nothing has
been lost. Nothing has been de-
stroyed.”

Number 2, on June 23, 2014, Commis-
sioner Koskinen testified that the In-
ternal Revenue Service had ‘‘confirmed
that backup tapes from 2011 no longer
existed because they have been recy-
cled, pursuant to the Internal Revenue
Service’s normal policy.”” He went on
to explain that ‘‘confirmed means that
somebody went back and looked and
made sure that, in fact, any backup
tapes that had existed had been recy-
cled.”

Number 3, on March 26, 2014, Commis-
sioner Koskinen was asked during a
hearing before the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform of the
House of Representatives, ‘‘Sir, are you
or are you not going to provide this
committee all of Lois Lerner’s
emails?”’ He answered, ‘‘Yes, we will do
that.”

Each of those statements was materi-
ally false.

On March 4, 2014, Internal Revenue
Service employees magnetically erased
422 backup tapes containing as many as
24,000 of Lois Lerner’s emails.

On February 2, 2014, senior Internal
Revenue Service officials discovered
that Lois Lerner’s computer hard drive
had crashed, rendering hundreds or
thousands of her emails unrecoverable.
Commissioner Koskinen’s false state-
ments impeded and confused congres-
sional investigations into the Internal
Revenue Service targeting of Ameri-
cans based on their political affili-
ation.

Wherefore, John Andrew KosKkinen,
by such conduct, warrants impeach-
ment and trial and removal from of-
fice.

Article 3:

John Andrew Koskinen, throughout
his tenure as Commissioner of the In-
ternal Revenue Service, has acted in a
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manner inconsistent with the trust and
confidence placed in him as an officer
of the United States, as follows:

During his confirmation hearing be-
fore the Senate Committee on Finance,
John Andrew Koskinen promised, ‘“We
will be transparent about any problems
we run into; and the public and cer-
tainly this committee will know about
those problems as soon as we do.”

Commissioner Koskinen repeatedly
violated that promise. As early as Feb-
ruary 2014 and no later than April 2014,
he was aware that a substantial por-
tion of Lois Lerner’s emails could not
be produced to Congress. However, in a
March 19, 2014, letter to Senator WYDEN
of the Senate Committee on Finance,
Commissioner Koskinen said, ‘“We are
transmitting today additional informa-
tion that we believe completes our pro-
duction to your committee and the
House Ways and Means Committee. In
light of those productions, I hope that
the investigations can be concluded in
the very near future.”

At the time he sent that letter, he
knew that the document production
was not complete.

Commissioner Koskinen did not no-
tify Congress of any problem until
June 13, 2014, when he included the in-
formation on the fifth page of the third
enclosure of a letter to the Senate
Committee on Finance.

Wherefore, John Andrew Koskinen,
by such conduct, warrants impeach-
ment and trial and removal from of-
fice.

Article 4:

John Andrew Koskinen has failed to
act with competence and forthright-
ness in overseeing the investigation
into Internal Revenue Service tar-
geting of Americans because of their
political affiliations as follows:

Commissioner Koskinen stated in a
hearing on June 20, 2014, that the Inter-
nal Revenue Service had ‘‘gone to great
lengths” to retrieve all of Lois Lerner’s
emails. Commissioner Koskinen’s ac-
tions contradicted the assurances he
gave to Congress.

The Treasury Inspector General for
Tax Administration found over 1,000 of
Lois Lerner’s emails that the Internal
Revenue Service had failed to produce.
Those discoveries took only 15 days of
investigation to uncover. The Treasury
Inspector General for Tax Administra-
tion searched a number of available
sources, including disaster backup
tapes, Lois Lerner’s BlackBerry, the
email server, backup tapes for the
email server, and Lois Lerner’s tem-
porary replacement laptop. The Inter-
nal Revenue Service failed to examine
any of those sources in its own inves-
tigation.

Wherefore, John Andrew Koskinen,
by such conduct, warrants impeach-
ment, trial, and removal from office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN of Tennessee). Under rule IX, a
resolution offered from the floor by a
Member other than the majority leader
or the minority leader as a question of
the privileges of the House has imme-
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diate precedence only at a time des-
ignated by the Chair within 2 legisla-
tive days after the resolution is prop-
erly noticed.

Pending that designation, the form of
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana will appear in
the RECORD at this point.

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That
determination will be made at the time
designated for consideration of the res-
olution.

———

PERMISSION TO POSTPONE PRO-
CEEDINGS ON MOTION TO CON-
CUR ON 8. 764, NATIONAL SEA
GRANT COLLEGE PROGRAM
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2015

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the question
on adoption of the motion to concur on
S. 764 be subject to postponement as
though under clause 8 of rule XX.

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

There was no objection.

———

NATIONAL SEA GRANT COLLEGE
PROGRAM AMENDMENTS ACT OF
2015

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 822, I call up
the bill (S. 764) to reauthorize and
amend the National Sea Grant College
Program Act, and for other purposes,
with the Senate amendment to the
House amendment thereto, and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will designate the Senate amend-
ment to the House amendment.

Senate amendment to House amend-
ment:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert the following:

SECTION 1. NATIONAL BIOENGINEERED FOOD
DISCLOSURE STANDARD.

The Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“Subtitle E—National Bioengineered Food

Disclosure Standard
“SEC. 291. DEFINITIONS.

“In this subtitle:

“(1) BIOENGINEERING.—The term ‘bio-
engineering’, and any Ssimilar term, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, with respect to a food,
refers to a food—

“(A) that contains genetic material that has
been modified through in vitro recombinant
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) techniques; and

“(B) for which the modification could not oth-
erwise be obtained through conventional breed-
ing or found in nature.

“(2) Foop.—The term ‘food’ means a food (as
defined in section 201 of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321)) that is
intended for human consumption.

““(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of Agriculture.

“SEC. 292. APPLICABILITY.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—This subtitle shall apply to
any claim in a disclosure that a food bears that
indicates that the food is a bioengineered food.
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““(b) APPLICATION OF DEFINITION.—The defini-
tion of the term ‘bioengineering’ under section
291 shall not affect any other definition, pro-
gram, rule, or regulation of the Federal Govern-
ment.

“(c) APPLICATION TO FOODS.—This subtitle
shall apply only to a food subject to—

““(1) the labeling requirements under the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
301 et seq.); or

“(2) the labeling requirements under the Fed-
eral Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
the Poultry Products Inspection Act (21 U.S.C.
451 et seq.), or the Egg Products Inspection Act
(21 U.S.C. 1031 et seq.) only if—

‘““(A) the most predominant ingredient of the
food would independently be subject to the la-
beling requirements under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.);
or

‘“(B)(i) the most predominant ingredient of the
food is broth, stock, water, or a similar solution;
and

‘‘(ii) the second-most predominant ingredient
of the food would independently be subject to
the labeling requirements under the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et
seq.).

“SEC. 293. ESTABLISHMENT OF NATIONAL BIO-
ENGINEERED FOOD DISCLOSURE
STANDARD.

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF MANDATORY STAND-
ARD.—Not later than 2 years after the date of
enactment of this subtitle, the Secretary shall—

‘(1) establish a national mandatory bioengi-
neered food disclosure standard with respect to
any bioengineered food and any food that may
be bioengineered; and

‘““(2) establish such requirements and proce-
dures as the Secretary determines necessary to
carry out the standard.

““(b) REGULATIONS.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—A food may bear a disclo-
sure that the food is bioengineered only in ac-
cordance with regulations promulgated by the
Secretary in accordance with this subtitle.

‘““(2) REQUIREMENTS.—A regulation promul-
gated by the Secretary in carrying out this sub-
title shall—

““(A) prohibit a food derived from an animal to
be considered a bioengineered food solely be-
cause the animal consumed feed produced from,
containing, or consisting of a bioengineered sub-
stance;

“(B) determine the amounts of a bioengi-
neered substance that may be present in food, as
appropriate, in order for the food to be a bio-
engineered food;

“(C) establish a process for requesting and
granting a determination by the Secretary re-
garding other factors and conditions under
which a food is considered a bioengineered food;

‘““(D) in accordance with subsection (d), re-
quire that the form of a food disclosure under
this section be a text, symbol, or electronic or
digital link, but excluding Internet website Uni-
form Resource Locators not embedded in the
link, with the disclosure option to be selected by
the food manufacturer;

‘““(E) provide alternative reasonable disclosure
options for food contained in small or very small
packages;

“(F) in the case of small food manufacturers,
provide—

‘(i) an implementation date that is not earlier
than 1 year after the implementation date for
regulations promulgated in accordance with this
section; and

“‘(ii)) on-package disclosure options, in addi-
tion to those available under subparagraph (D),
to be selected by the small food manufacturer,
that consist of—

‘“(I) a telephone number accompanied by ap-
propriate language to indicate that the phone
number provides access to additional informa-
tion; and

‘“(1I) an Internet website maintained by the
small food manufacturer in a manner consistent
with subsection (d), as appropriate; and
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