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people, with many generating little to
no sales revenue. This is what makes
the potential reinstatement of the 2.3
percent excise tax on medical device
sales so harmful. This misguided tax
would subject the medical device in-
dustry to one of the highest corporate
tax rates in the world and eliminate
thousands of jobs.

Repealing this tax has broad, bipar-
tisan support in both Chambers of Con-
gress, and I urge my colleagues to
make eliminating this tax a top legis-
lative priority in 2017.

RECOGNIZING CHANCELLOR KEITH
CARVER

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

Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to recognize
Chancellor Keith Carver and celebrate
his appointment as chancellor of the
University of Tennessee at Martin.

I have known Keith Carver for more
than 30 years, and I could not think of
anyone more deserving of this pres-
tigious role. We met during college at
the University of Memphis. And during
that time, I was always impressed by
his energy, his creativity, and his
focus. Most importantly, he was and
certainly still is an incredibly strong
leader; and that is the most important
part.

I believe that Dr. Carver is the right
person at the right time—a time when
this university needs strong, respon-
sible leadership.

I am so excited for the town of Mar-
tin, for the University of Tennessee
system, and the entire Volunteer State
in this prosperous new era under Dr.
Carver’s strong leadership. I can’t wait
to see what great things we can accom-
plish together.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.J. RES. 41, PROVIDING FOR
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL
OF A RULE SUBMITTED BY THE
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION, AND PROVIDING
FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.J.
RES. 40, PROVIDING FOR CON-
GRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL OF A
RULE SUBMITTED BY THE SO-
CIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRA-
TION

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 71 and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H.RES. 71

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 41) pro-
viding for congressional disapproval under
chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, of a
rule submitted by the Securities and Ex-
change Commission relating to ‘‘Disclosure
of Payments by Resource Extraction
Issuers”. All points of order against consid-
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eration of the joint resolution are waived.
The joint resolution shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the joint resolution are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the joint resolution and on any amend-
ment thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services; and (2) one
motion to recommit.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 40) providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Social Security Administra-
tion relating to Implementation of the NICS
Improvement Amendments Act of 2007. All
points of order against consideration of the
joint resolution are waived. The joint resolu-
tion shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the joint resolu-
tion are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the joint resolu-
tion and on any amendment thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except:
(1) one hour of debate equally divided and
controlled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on the Judiciary
or their respective designees; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COS-
TELLO of Pennsylvania). The gentleman
from Colorado is recognized for 1 hour.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

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

I rise today in support of the rule and
the underlying resolutions.

Before us is a resolution of dis-
approval that restores constitutional
rights and empowers individuals with
disabilities. Many of us know someone
who struggles with a disability. We
know friends or family who have men-
tal challenges. We know these people,
and we know they deserve the same
constitutional protections as everyone
else.

That is why this resolution is so im-
portant. It ends discrimination against
individuals with disabilities. It restores
due process rights. It keeps the Social
Security Administration focused on its
duty.

Mr. Speaker, the Obama administra-
tion’s last-minute regulation to strip
disability benefit recipients of their
constitutional rights is deeply trou-
bling.

The regulation at hand declares that
just because an individual needs assist-
ance in managing their disability bene-
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fits, they are also unfit to own a fire-
arm. But this kind of thinking is dis-
criminatory, forcing those with disabil-
ities to choose between their constitu-
tional rights or their disability bene-
fits turns back the clock on disability
rights.

This regulation singles out a single
constitutional right to strip away from
a group of Americans. It doesn’t make
sense.

Why take away one right and not
others? Why not also strip those citi-
zens of the right to vote or the right to
trial by jury or the right to free
speech?

In this country, your rights can’t be
limited without due process, but this
regulation limits a constitutional right
and only offers the recourse of appeal
after the decision has been made. When
it is easier to have your rights stripped
away than to have them restored, it
means your due process rights have
also died in the process.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution restores
the due process rights of individuals
with disabilities. This resolution also
refocuses the Social Security Adminis-
tration. The agency’s job is to admin-
ister benefits to Americans, not adju-
dicate cases concerning constitutional
rights.

Mr. Speaker, I am also worried that
this regulation will divert precious So-
cial Security Administration resources
from vital agency tasks. We trust the
agency to fulfill our commitments to
seniors and those with disabilities.
This regulation distracts from those
sacred promises.

I thank Mr. JOHNSON and my col-
leagues for their hard work on this res-
olution. We need to pass it.

Mr. Speaker, we also need to pass the
joint resolution of disapproval for the
Dodd-Frank section 1504 regulation.
This resolution restores competitive-
ness to American energy companies. It
allows American companies to comply
with foreign and domestic laws, and it
protects American workers abroad.

Section 1504 of Dodd-Frank requires
companies to report their payments to
our government or foreign govern-
ments related to oil, natural gas, and
mineral extraction. After reporting
this to the SEC, the agency publishes
these disclosures. This process is costly
and unfair to American businesses.

By forcing disclosure of project-level
sensitive business information, Amer-
ican energy companies will face a dis-
advantage against government-owned
energy companies. Since government-
owned companies control three-quar-
ters of the world’s oil supply, this regu-
lation could drastically impair the
competitiveness of American compa-
nies. And the actual cost of compliance
limit, estimated by the American Pe-
troleum Institute to take 217,000 em-
ployee hours over a 3-year period,
would be devastating.

Section 1504 must also be rolled back
because it might force American com-
panies to break the law of foreign
countries. Some foreign nations pro-
hibit the very disclosure requirements
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