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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SMITH of Nebraska). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 6, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ADRIAN 
SMITH 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 3, 2017, the Chair would now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 1 
minute p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

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

f 

PRAYER 

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

Eternal God, through whom we see 
what we could be, and what we can be-

come, thank You for giving us another 
day. 

Send Your spirit upon the Members 
of this people’s House to encourage 
them in their official tasks. Be with 
them and with all who labor here to 
serve this great Nation and its people. 

Assure them that whatever their re-
sponsibilities, You provide the grace to 
enable them to be faithful in their du-
ties and the wisdom to be conscious of 
their obligations and fulfill them with 
integrity. 

Remind us all of the dignity of work 
and teach us to use our talents and 
abilities in ways that are honorable 
and just and are of benefit to those we 
serve. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

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

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

Mr. EMMER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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 

VETERAN JOHN GRAW, WELCOME 
TO MINNESOTA’S SIXTH 

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

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to welcome an incredible indi-

vidual who is new to Minnesota’s Sixth 
Congressional District. 

John Graw, a World War II veteran, 
recently moved to Ramsey to be closer 
to his daughters. Upon his arrival in 
Ramsey—which was, coincidentally, 
the day before Veterans Day—the 
Ramsey City Council awarded John 
with a key to the city and a letter wel-
coming him to the community. 

John was a master sergeant in the 
U.S. Army Air Force and served with 
the Mediterranean Allied Air Force 
that fought in the North African Cam-
paign as well as the European theater 
in Italy and France during World War 
II. 

I am so glad that John received such 
a warm welcome to Ramsey, especially 
because he came to the defense of our 
Nation during one of its darkest times. 
It is inspiring to know that this hero 
lives among us, and it is an honor to 
stand here today and welcome this 
member of the Greatest Generation to 
our community. 

f 

ARMY RECOGNITION FOR ARKAN-
SAS CONGRESSMAN STEVE 
WOMACK 

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

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the achievement of a true Ar-
kansas leader, my colleague and friend, 
Representative STEVE WOMACK. 

Early this year, STEVE was awarded 
the Department of the Army’s Decora-
tion for Distinguished Civilian Service, 
which is the highest award the Sec-
retary of the Army may bestow upon a 
civilian. 

Before being elected Representative 
for Arkansas’ Third Congressional Dis-
trict, STEVE dedicated most of his 
adult life to the Arkansas Army Na-
tional Guard where he retired as a 
colonel after 30 years of service. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:15 Feb 07, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A06FE7.000 H06FEPT1S
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 — HOUSEH980 February 6, 2017 
He has been awarded the Meritorious 

Service Medal, the Army Commenda-
tion Medal, and the Legion of Merit. 
His example is one all Americans and 
Arkansans can admire, and I treasure 
our work together here in the 115th 
Congress representing our State of Ar-
kansas. 

f 

NOAA BETRAYED THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE 

(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, a 
whistleblower has charged that the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration falsified data in a study 
that attempted to disprove the widely 
accepted 15-year halt in global warm-
ing. This was done in an effort to gar-
ner public support for the Obama ad-
ministration’s Clean Power Plan and 
the United Nations’ Paris climate 
agreement. 

NOAA’s officials suppressed internal 
debate about the study and actively ob-
structed the House Science Commit-
tee’s investigations of concerns about 
the data. However, one brave scientist 
decided to step forward and blow the 
whistle on NOAA. 

According to Dr. John Bates, NOAA 
put its thumb on the scale to justify 
their predetermined conclusions and 
support the President’s agenda, even if 
that meant violating their own sci-
entific integrity rules. 

The Science Committee will continue 
to investigate this scandal. Americans 
have a right to unbiased science. 

We can thank Dr. Bates for his heroic 
act and for having the courage to step 
forward in the face of the liberal me-
dia’s smear campaigns. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 3, 2017. 

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 
February 3, 2017, at 1:52 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 305. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 4:45 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

b 1645 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky) at 4 
o’clock and 45 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

CRAGS, COLORADO LAND 
EXCHANGE ACT OF 2017 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 618) to authorize, direct, expedite, 
and facilitate a land exchange in El 
Paso and Teller Counties, Colorado, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 618 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Crags, Colo-
rado Land Exchange Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are— 
(1) to authorize, direct, expedite, and fa-

cilitate the land exchange set forth herein; 
and 

(2) to promote enhanced public outdoor 
recreational and natural resource conserva-
tion opportunities in the Pike National For-
est near Pikes Peak, Colorado, via acquisi-
tion of the non-Federal land and trail ease-
ment. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) BHI.—The term ‘‘BHI’’ means 

Broadmoor Hotel, Inc., a Colorado corpora-
tion. 

(2) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal 
land’’ means all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to approximately 83 
acres of land within the Pike National For-
est, El Paso County, Colorado, together with 
a non-exclusive perpetual access easement to 
BHI to and from such land on Forest Service 
Road 371, as generally depicted on the map 
entitled ‘‘Proposed Crags Land Exchange– 
Federal Parcel–Emerald Valley Ranch’’, 
dated March 2015. 

(3) NON-FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘non- 
Federal land’’ means the land and trail ease-
ment to be conveyed to the Secretary by BHI 
in the exchange and is— 

(A) approximately 320 acres of land within 
the Pike National Forest, Teller County, 
Colorado, as generally depicted on the map 
entitled ‘‘Proposed Crags Land Exchange– 
Non-Federal Parcel–Crags Property’’, dated 
March 2015; and 

(B) a permanent trail easement for the 
Barr Trail in El Paso County, Colorado, as 
generally depicted on the map entitled ‘‘Pro-
posed Crags Land Exchange–Barr Trail Ease-
ment to United States’’, dated March 2015, 

and which shall be considered as a voluntary 
donation to the United States by BHI for all 
purposes of law. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, unless 
otherwise specified. 
SEC. 4. LAND EXCHANGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—If BHI offers to convey to 
the Secretary all right, title, and interest of 
BHI in and to the non-Federal land, the Sec-
retary shall accept the offer and simulta-
neously convey to BHI the Federal land. 

(b) LAND TITLE.—Title to the non-Federal 
land conveyed and donated to the Secretary 
under this Act shall be acceptable to the 
Secretary and shall conform to the title ap-
proval standards of the Attorney General of 
the United States applicable to land acquisi-
tions by the Federal Government. 

(c) PERPETUAL ACCESS EASEMENT TO BHI.— 
The nonexclusive perpetual access easement 
to be granted to BHI as shown on the map re-
ferred to in section 3(2) shall allow— 

(1) BHI to fully maintain, at BHI’s expense, 
and use Forest Service Road 371 from its 
junction with Forest Service Road 368 in ac-
cordance with historic use and maintenance 
patterns by BHI; and 

(2) full and continued public and adminis-
trative access and use of FSR 371 in accord-
ance with the existing Forest Service travel 
management plan, or as such plan may be re-
vised by the Secretary. 

(d) ROUTE AND CONDITION OF ROAD.—BHI 
and the Secretary may mutually agree to 
improve, relocate, reconstruct, or otherwise 
alter the route and condition of all or por-
tions of such road as the Secretary, in close 
consultation with BHI, may determine advis-
able. 

(e) EXCHANGE COSTS.—BHI shall pay for all 
land survey, appraisal, and other costs to the 
Secretary as may be necessary to process 
and consummate the exchange directed by 
this Act, including reimbursement to the 
Secretary, if the Secretary so requests, for 
staff time spent in such processing and con-
summation. 
SEC. 5. EQUAL VALUE EXCHANGE AND APPRAIS-

ALS. 
(a) APPRAISALS.—The values of the lands to 

be exchanged under this Act shall be deter-
mined by the Secretary through appraisals 
performed in accordance with— 

(1) the Uniform Appraisal Standards for 
Federal Land Acquisitions; 

(2) the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice; 

(3) appraisal instructions issued by the 
Secretary; and 

(4) shall be performed by an appraiser mu-
tually agreed to by the Secretary and BHI. 

(b) EQUAL VALUE EXCHANGE.—The values of 
the Federal and non-Federal land parcels ex-
changed shall be equal, or if they are not 
equal, shall be equalized as follows: 

(1) SURPLUS OF FEDERAL LAND VALUE.—If 
the final appraised value of the Federal land 
exceeds the final appraised value of the non- 
Federal land parcel identified in section 
3(3)(A), BHI shall make a cash equalization 
payment to the United States as necessary 
to achieve equal value, including, if nec-
essary, an amount in excess of that author-
ized pursuant to section 206(b) of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 
U.S.C. 1716(b)). 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Any cash equalization 
moneys received by the Secretary under 
paragraph (1) shall be— 

(A) deposited in the fund established under 
Public Law 90–171 (commonly known as the 
‘‘Sisk Act’’; 16 U.S.C. 484a); and 

(B) made available to the Secretary for the 
acquisition of land or interests in land in Re-
gion 2 of the Forest Service. 

(3) SURPLUS OF NON-FEDERAL LAND VALUE.— 
If the final appraised value of the non-Fed-
eral land parcel identified in section 3(3)(A) 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H981 February 6, 2017 
exceeds the final appraised value of the Fed-
eral land, the United States shall not make 
a cash equalization payment to BHI, and sur-
plus value of the non-Federal land shall be 
considered a donation by BHI to the United 
States for all purposes of law. 

(c) APPRAISAL EXCLUSIONS.— 
(1) SPECIAL USE PERMIT.—The appraised 

value of the Federal land parcel shall not re-
flect any increase or diminution in value due 
to the special use permit existing on the date 
of the enactment of this Act to BHI on the 
parcel and improvements thereunder. 

(2) BARR TRAIL EASEMENT.—The Barr Trail 
easement donation identified in section 
3(3)(B) shall not be appraised for purposes of 
this Act. 
SEC. 6. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS. 

(a) WITHDRAWAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) WITHDRAWAL.—Lands acquired by the 

Secretary under this Act shall, without fur-
ther action by the Secretary, be perma-
nently withdrawn from all forms of appro-
priation and disposal under the public land 
laws (including the mining and mineral leas-
ing laws) and the Geothermal Steam Act of 
1930 (30 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.). 

(2) WITHDRAWAL REVOCATION.—Any public 
land order that withdraws the Federal land 
from appropriation or disposal under a public 
land law shall be revoked to the extent nec-
essary to permit disposal of the Federal land 
parcel to BHI. 

(3) WITHDRAWAL OF FEDERAL LAND.—All 
Federal land authorized to be exchanged 
under this Act, if not already withdrawn or 
segregated from appropriation or disposal 
under the public lands laws upon enactment 
of this Act, is hereby so withdrawn, subject 
to valid existing rights, until the date of 
conveyance of the Federal land to BHI. 

(b) POSTEXCHANGE LAND MANAGEMENT.— 
Land acquired by the Secretary under this 
Act shall become part of the Pike-San Isabel 
National Forest and be managed in accord-
ance with the laws, rules, and regulations 
applicable to the National Forest System. 

(c) EXCHANGE TIMETABLE.—It is the intent 
of Congress that the land exchange directed 
by this Act be consummated no later than 1 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

(d) MAPS, ESTIMATES, AND DESCRIPTIONS.— 
(1) MINOR ERRORS.—The Secretary and BHI 

may by mutual agreement make minor 
boundary adjustments to the Federal and 
non-Federal lands involved in the exchange, 
and may correct any minor errors in any 
map, acreage estimate, or description of any 
land to be exchanged. 

(2) CONFLICT.—If there is a conflict between 
a map, an acreage estimate, or a description 
of land under this Act, the map shall control 
unless the Secretary and BHI mutually agree 
otherwise. 

(3) AVAILABILITY.—Upon enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall file and make avail-
able for public inspection in the head-
quarters of the Pike-San Isabel National 
Forest a copy of all maps referred to in this 
Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in strong support of H.R. 618, 

the Crags, Colorado Land Exchange 
Act of 2017 that I introduced along with 
Congressman TIPTON and Congressman 
POLIS. This legislation will facilitate a 
mutually beneficial land exchange be-
tween the U.S. Forest Service and the 
Emerald Valley Ranch in El Paso and 
Teller Counties in Colorado. 

Specifically, this legislation would 
convey to the United States the 320- 
acre Crags property located on the 
west side of Pikes Peak that is cur-
rently owned by The Broadmoor Hotel, 
and a perpetual public-access easement 
for the lower portion of the popular 
Barr Trail. In exchange, an 83-acre Fed-
eral parcel located at Emerald Valley 
Ranch on the southeast side of Pikes 
Peak and a perpetual access easement 
along two Forest Service roads would 
be granted to The Broadmoor. This 
would eliminate the management and 
liability issues currently facing the 
United States because of the signifi-
cant upgrades and improvements The 
Broadmoor has made to the Emerald 
Valley Ranch parcel. 

This land exchange is intended to 
provide increased recreational opportu-
nities for the public on the Pike Na-
tional Forest. The 320-acre Crags prop-
erty is completely surrounded by the 
Pike National Forest and has been the 
top acquisition priority for the Pikes 
Peak Ranger District for several years. 
The property provides several opportu-
nities to connect Forest Service trails 
emanating from the Crags campground 
with trails in the Putney Gulch area. 
In addition, existing trails within the 
property could become key links in the 
proposed Ring the Peak trail. 

I thank Chairman BISHOP and Chair-
man MCCLINTOCK and the entire staff of 
the Subcommittee on Federal Lands 
for all of their work and bringing this 
bill to the floor. 

I urge the adoption of the measure, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I 
thank the Speaker for the recognition 
and Mr. LAMBORN for bringing forward 
this bill. 

H.R. 618 is legislation I am proud to 
cosponsor because it is a commonsense 
land exchange in my home State of 
Colorado. It authorizes the Forest 
Service to exchange the Emerald Val-
ley Ranch for the larger ecologically 
sensitive Crags parcel. The world-fa-
mous Broadmoor Hotel—that I visited 
many times and attended many edu-
cation conferences at—currently has a 
25-year special use permit to operate 
the guest ranch on the Emerald Valley 
parcel. This parcel has lost its National 
Forest character, and conveying it out 
of Pike National Forest will simplify 
management at that site and replace it 
with a parcel that is more appropriate. 

In exchange, the Forest Service will 
receive the 320-acre Crags parcel and a 
permanent trail easement for the his-
toric Barr Trail. The Crags property 
connects with several Forest Service 
trails in the Pikes Peak Ranger Dis-
trict and has been identified by the 
Forest Service as a priority for acquisi-
tion. I am glad that, under this bill, we 
can accomplish that priority. 

The exchange eliminates a large pri-
vate inholding in the National Forest 
and removes the need for Federal land 
management of the Emerald Valley 
Ranch. It is a win-win scenario. Essen-
tially, this legislation simplifies land 
management around Pikes Peak, while 
protecting public lands and growing 
our economy. 

The Forest Service testified in sup-
port of H.R. 618. I support its adoption, 
as do stakeholders across the spec-
trum. 

It has been a pleasure to work with 
my colleagues, Mr. LAMBORN and Mr. 
TIPTON, on this bill, and I appreciate 
their hard work and constructive work 
for this legislation. 

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

what my colleague has just said about 
those of us from Colorado working to-
gether. Of the six bills that we are 
going to be discussing today, four of 
them are from Colorado; and yourself, 
myself, and Representative TIPTON 
from southwest Colorado have collabo-
rated on these four bills. It is bipar-
tisan and we have worked hard and 
have gotten some good legislation to 
offer to the House for consideration. I 
look forward to doing this through the 
rest of the afternoon, plus two other 
bills as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional 
speakers, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

I, as well, am prepared to close and I 
just want to highlight my agreement 
with the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN). When people work together, 
these are the kind of commonsense re-
sults we get. Unfortunately, on these 
bills, I don’t think we will be making 
the front page of The Washington Post 
or The New York Times or the FOX 
News Talk hour, but that is so much of 
the workhorse-type work that we need 
to do in this body. 

What we have done with Mr. TIPTON, 
Mr. LAMBORN, and myself is we have 
been able to put together the common-
sense priorities around public land 
management. The district I have the 
honor of representing is 65 percent pub-
lic land. So these are everyday issues 
that my constituents deal with living 
in and around public land. 

It is very exciting to be passing H.R. 
618 and allowing getting rid of the pri-
vate inholding, putting some appro-
priate land in the management of the 
Forest Service and, of course, doing 
something that will also benefit one of 
our iconic conference centers and ho-
tels in Colorado Springs that I have 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH982 February 6, 2017 
had the opportunity to be a guest and 
a conferee at so many times. 

I deeply appreciate the work of Mr. 
TIPTON and Mr. LAMBORN. I urge a 
‘‘yes’’ vote. 

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 618. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ELKHORN RANCH AND WHITE 
RIVER NATIONAL FOREST CON-
VEYANCE ACT OF 2017 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 698) to require a land conveyance 
involving the Elkhorn Ranch and the 
White River National Forest in the 
State of Colorado, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 698 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Elkhorn 
Ranch and White River National Forest Con-
veyance Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. LAND CONVEYANCE, ELKHORN RANCH 

AND WHITE RIVER NATIONAL FOR-
EST, COLORADO. 

(a) LAND CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—Con-
sistent with the purpose of the Act of March 
3, 1909 (43 U.S.C. 772), all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States (subject to sub-
section (b)) in and to a parcel of land con-
sisting of approximately 148 acres as gen-
erally depicted on the map entitled ‘‘Elk-
horn Ranch Land Parcel–White River Na-
tional Forest’’ and dated March 2015 shall be 
conveyed by patent to the Gordman-Leverich 
Partnership, a Colorado Limited Liability 
Partnership (in this section referred to as 
‘‘GLP’’). 

(b) EXISTING RIGHTS.—The conveyance 
under subsection (a)— 

(1) is subject to the valid existing rights of 
the lessee of Federal oil and gas lease COC– 
75070 and any other valid existing rights; and 

(2) shall reserve to the United States the 
right to collect rent and royalty payments 
on the lease referred to in paragraph (1) for 
the duration of the lease. 

(c) EXISTING BOUNDARIES.—The conveyance 
under subsection (a) does not modify the ex-
terior boundary of the White River National 
Forest or the boundaries of Sections 18 and 
19 of Township 7 South, Range 93 West, Sixth 
Principal Meridian, Colorado, as such bound-
aries are in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(d) TIME FOR CONVEYANCE; PAYMENT OF 
COSTS.—The conveyance directed under sub-
section (a) shall be completed not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. The conveyance shall be without 
consideration, except that all costs incurred 
by the Secretary of the Interior relating to 

any survey, platting, legal description, or 
other activities carried out to prepare and 
issue the patent shall be paid by GLP to the 
Secretary prior to the land conveyance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 698, the Elkhorn Ranch and 

White River National Forest Convey-
ance Act sponsored by my colleague, 
Congressman SCOTT TIPTON of the 
great State of Colorado, and cospon-
sored by Congressman POLIS and my-
self, resolves a longstanding surveying 
issue in the White River National For-
est in western Colorado. 

In the early 20th century, the U.S. 
Government issued a series of patents 
conveying Federal land to private land-
owners in the region. However, a land 
survey conducted in 1949 brought these 
conveyances into question, and the 
ownership of the land has been in dis-
pute for nearly 70 years. In 2014 the 
White River National Forest conducted 
a survey to finalize the land ownership 
and concluded that 148 acres were im-
properly within the forest’s boundary. 

This legislation simply conveys this 
land back to its rightful ownership. 
This land conveyance is consistent 
with the existing forest management 
plan, and the Forest Service is man-
aging this land as though it were al-
ready private property. 

This bill has the support of a wide 
range of stakeholders in the commu-
nity and I thank the Congressman from 
Colorado for his work on this legisla-
tion. I would point out, as we discussed 
earlier, there is bipartisan support 
from within the Colorado delegation 
for this bill as well. 

I urge adoption of the measure and I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

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

Living in and around public land, as 
Mr. TIPTON, Mr. LAMBORN, and I do, we 
often have these kinds of bills to ad-
dress the interactions between our 
communities and our Federal lands in 
Colorado. 

H.R. 698 is another bill that addresses 
public lands. I am proud to join Mr. 
TIPTON as a cosponsor of this bill. It 
will convey 148 acres of land to the 
Gordman-Leverich Partnership, a com-
pany in Colorado, which will remedy a 
land dispute between a private land-
owner and the Forest Service. 

Way back in 1947, just a few years 
after my dear mother—who is watching 
us on C–SPAN as we speak—and my fa-
ther were born, an administrative error 
occurred that shifted the boundary be-
tween the Elkhorn Ranch and the 
White River National Forest. This sur-
vey placed 148 acres of private land in-
side the forest boundary without pro-
viding consideration to the land-
holders. Since then, the title of the 
ranch has changed several times, but 
the administrative error has never 
been corrected. 

We all know how we hold private 
property rights dear in this country, 
and this bill will correct the error, ac-
knowledge the correct boundary of the 
Elkhorn Ranch, providing the current 
owner with a clear and free title rather 
than the encumbrance that the dis-
puted nature of the land previously 
provided. 

It will help avoid costly litigation to 
both sides, provides clarity for land-
owners and the Forest Service. It rec-
ognizes today’s reality on the ground 
and it will help local officials in the 
Forest Service as well. 

I thank my colleague, Mr. TIPTON, for 
his good work on this legislation, 
working with stakeholders. I want to 
point out that the Forest Service testi-
fied in support of this bill. I join my 
colleagues in urging its adoption. 

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

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate those comments. I would point 
out, for anyone who is interested, that 
the three of us who are here—and I am 
about to yield the floor to Representa-
tive TIPTON—we are all on the Natural 
Resources Committee. This is a com-
mittee that is going to be doing a lot of 
exciting and interesting things in this 
Congress. We are going to be very busy. 
I am looking forward to that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. TIPTON), my friend and 
colleague, who is also a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to extend my thanks to my col-
leagues, Mr. POLIS and Mr. LAMBORN. I 
think among our three congressional 
districts, we hold the vast majority of 
public lands in the State of Colorado. I 
appreciate the opportunity to be able 
to work with you on these significant 
bills, to be able to address many of the 
challenges that we have, and to be able 
to work together in a bipartisan man-
ner as well. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for allowing 
me time to be able to discuss this im-
portant legislation. H.R. 698 is a very 
straightforward bill, which Congress-
men LAMBORN and POLIS and I have re-
introduced this year that confirms pri-
vate ownership of 148 acres of land in 
my congressional district. 

The lands concerned were patented 
into private ownership via the United 
States land patents issued in 1914, 1917, 
and 1957, but their ownership came into 
question by virtue of a 1949 government 
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survey which erroneously showed them 
to be National Forest land rather than 
private land. A long-held U.S. law spe-
cifically states that a government re-
survey cannot take away private prop-
erty or private property rights. 

Mr. Speaker, the Forest Service and 
the private landowner of the Elkhorn 
Ranch only became aware of the poten-
tial title issue in the early 2000s, and 
thereafter, the Forest Service con-
ducted a lengthy and thorough review 
of the matter. Upon completion of 
their review in 2014, both the super-
visor and the surveyor of the White 
River National Forest concluded the 
ownership of the 148 acres should be 
confirmed in the successors in interest 
to the original patentee; namely, the 
Elkhorn Ranch. 

In reaching this conclusion, the For-
est Service noted that the land has 
never been managed as National Forest 
land and, indeed, has been fenced and 
occupied with stock ponds, developed 
springs, roads and other private im-
provements, and has been used as pri-
vate land for ranching and agriculture 
for the better part of the past 100 years. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is a simple 
matter of fairness and equity to a pri-
vate landowner to honor government 
land patents that were granted by the 
Federal Government to the land-
owner’s predecessors 60 to 100 years 
ago. The bill is supported by both the 
surveyor and supervisor of the White 
River National Forest; the Garfield 
County surveyor; the Garfield County 
Commissioner; the city of Rifle; Colo-
rado Club 20, which represents 20 Colo-
rado counties; and Piceance Energy, 
which has a lease on part of the area. 

b 1700 

In addition, the legislative hearing 
that was held on the same bill in 2015, 
the administration testified that this 
bill is a practical and workable way to 
address this longstanding issue. This 
bill is identical to the one that passed 
out of the House by voice vote in the 
last Congress, and I once again urge 
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

Once again, I extend my thanks to 
my colleagues Congressman LAMBORN 
and Congressman POLIS for all of their 
hard work on this legislation. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to high-
light, as Mr. TIPTON said, a number of 
the bills that we are going through, in-
cluding this one, have passed the House 
before, and yet the Senate failed to 
send them to the President’s desk. 
These are real issues that our constitu-
ents face. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Senate to 
simply take up these noncontroversial 
bills, pass them, and allow President 
Trump to sign them so we can resolve 
these real-life issues that affect our 
constituents. While it feels good to 
pass a bill as a legislator—and Mr. TIP-
TON deserves credit, and I look forward 
to being able to argue for the passage 

of a bill that I am a lead sponsor on 
shortly; and, of course, we recently 
passed, by voice vote, Mr. LAMBORN’s 
bill—these issues will remain pending 
until the Senate acts. 

I urge my colleagues in the Senate to 
bring forward these bills so we can ad-
dress these pressing concerns that our 
constituents have and deal with them 
in an appropriate multistakeholder 
manner, where Democrats and Repub-
licans can join in support of addressing 
the real-life issues that those of us who 
represent areas in and around public 
land have. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 698. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ARAPAHO NATIONAL FOREST 
BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT ACT 
OF 2017 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 688) to adjust the boundary of the 
Arapaho National Forest, Colorado, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 688 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Arapaho Na-
tional Forest Boundary Adjustment Act of 
2017’’. 
SEC. 2. ARAPAHO NATIONAL FOREST BOUNDARY 

ADJUSTMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The boundary of the 

Arapaho National Forest in the State of Col-
orado is adjusted to incorporate the approxi-
mately 92.95 acres of land generally depicted 
as ‘‘The Wedge’’ on the map entitled ‘‘Arap-
aho National Forest Boundary Adjustment’’ 
and dated November 6, 2013, and described as 
lots three, four, eight, and nine of section 13, 
Township 4 North, Range 76 West, Sixth 
Principal Meridian, Colorado. A lot described 
in this subsection may be included in the 
boundary adjustment only after the Sec-
retary of Agriculture obtains written per-
mission for such action from the lot owner 
or owners. 

(b) BOWEN GULCH PROTECTION AREA.—The 
Secretary of Agriculture shall include all 
Federal land within the boundary described 
in subsection (a) in the Bowen Gulch Protec-
tion Area established under section 6 of the 
Colorado Wilderness Act of 1993 (16 U.S.C. 
539j). 

(c) LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND.— 
For purposes of section 200306(a)(2)(B)(i) of 
title 54, United States Code, the boundaries 
of the Arapaho National Forest, as modified 
under subsection (a), shall be considered to 
be the boundaries of the Arapaho National 
Forest as in existence on January 1, 1965. 

(d) PUBLIC MOTORIZED USE.—Nothing in 
this Act opens privately owned lands within 
the boundary described in subsection (a) to 
public motorized use. 

(e) ACCESS TO NON-FEDERAL LANDS.—Not-
withstanding the provisions of section 6(f) of 
the Colorado Wilderness Act of 1993 (16 
U.S.C. 539j(f)) regarding motorized travel, 
the owners of any non-Federal lands within 
the boundary described in subsection (a) who 
historically have accessed their lands 
through lands now or hereafter owned by the 
United States within the boundary described 
in subsection (a) shall have the continued 
right of motorized access to their lands 
across the existing roadway. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 688, sponsored by Congressman 

JARED POLIS and cosponsored by Con-
gressman TIPTON and myself, would ad-
just the boundary of the Arapaho Na-
tional Forest in the State of Colorado 
to incorporate 93 acres. It passed the 
House under suspension of the rules 
during the 113th and 114th Congresses. 

The legislation would incorporate 10 
undeveloped parcels of land into the 
Arapaho National Forest. The parcels 
sit between the Arapaho and the Rocky 
Mountain National Park and will help 
the Forest Service to better manage 
this land. The bill ensures that private 
landowners with parcels within the na-
tional forest will continue to have ac-
cess through these parcels. Addition-
ally, the land purchased by the Forest 
Service must be with the written con-
sent of the landowner. 

I urge adoption of the measure. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have in-

troduced the Arapaho National Forest 
Boundary Adjustment Act, also known 
as the Wedge Act. 

Frankly, Mr. Speaker, I wish all of 
my bills could come to the floor so 
quickly, within a week of introducing 
them. But I am very glad, on behalf of 
Grand County, which I am honored to 
represent, that we could move so expe-
ditiously, at least through the House, 
through this body. 

Once again, I will call upon the Sen-
ate, upon passage, to move on this bill. 
Again, this is another bill the House 
did its work on, we did pass last ses-
sion, and the Senate failed to pass into 
law. 
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It is very important for Grand Coun-

ty. It is a commonsense protection of 
public lands. It was coordinated with 
local landowners and local officials, 
supported by the county commis-
sioners and Federal land agencies. 

The legislation involves a parcel of 10 
lots in Grand County, which we and 
locals call the ‘‘wedge.’’ As indicated 
by its name, the parcel is wedged be-
tween Arapaho National Forest and 
Rocky Mountain National Park, effec-
tively separating the two. Although 
the wedge is integral for the successful 
management of the public land, it re-
mains outside of the National Forest 
Service boundary. 

Millions of visitors already enjoy the 
parcel’s beauty as they travel west 
from the 13,000-foot apex of the Rocky 
Mountains, along the Trail Ridge sce-
nic byway and into the destination 
town of Grand Lake, in my district. 
The area is undeveloped. Seven of the 
ten parcels are already being managed 
by the U.S. Forest Service. The owners 
of the remaining parcels are all in 
favor of this bill. It is very important 
to point out that all of the stake-
holders are supportive of this effort in 
statute. 

Development of the wedge parcel 
would significantly affect the health of 
Rocky Mountain National Park and 
hurt the adjoining Colorado River 
headwaters. Not only would the devel-
opment harm clean water for millions, 
but it could also harm the economic 
potential for what is truly a jewel of 
the National Park System, Rocky 
Mountain National Park, supporting 
millions of visitors in the surrounding 
communities. 

In recognition of these potential 
threats to the quality and character, as 
well as the economy and jobs in the 
area, there has been significant support 
locally for this bill. Supporters include 
everyone from local officials, like the 
Grand County Commissioners and the 
town of Grand Lake, to conservation 
and outdoor recreation groups, includ-
ing Headwaters Trails Alliance, Con-
servation Colorado, and the Rocky 
Mountain Nature Conservancy. 

H.R. 688 simply responds to the wish-
es of my constituency—including the 
landholders in these areas, particularly 
those living in and around the wedge, 
as well as the visitors every year—by 
incorporating it into the Arapaho Na-
tional Forest boundary and adding the 
lots owned by the Forest Service into 
the adjacent Bowen Gulch Protection 
Area, just as we did when the House 
passed this exact bill last year. 

This strong, bipartisan bill has the 
express support of my Colorado col-
leagues in both chambers, including 
the cosponsorship of Mr. TIPTON and 
Mr. LAMBORN, and introduction by Sen-
ator BENNET and Senator GARDNER in 
the Senate. 

It was passed out of the Natural Re-
sources Committee unanimously last 
Congress and passed here on the House 
floor. Unfortunately, the clock ran out 
before the Senate was able to consider 

it. I am looking forward to, after expe-
ditiously moving it out of this body, al-
lowing the Senate to do their work and 
pass this bill into law. 

I am extremely grateful for the 
House Natural Resources Committee’s 
support of this bill. I urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of its passage. 

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

like to just build on what my colleague 
was saying about the rest of his bills. 

On this one, there is strong collabo-
ration and consensus. I look forward to 
working with him to pass it. I will 
make an offer on the rest of his bills. If 
he lets me help him write them, I bet 
we could get them to the floor sooner. 

In all seriousness, the Rocky Moun-
tain National Park is a crown jewel of 
the National Park System. I believe it 
is in the top five of all parks in the en-
tire country in terms of visitorship. It 
is very popular, and for good reason. It 
is a spectacular and accessible place 
near Boulder, Colorado, not far from 
Denver. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no additional 
speakers. 

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

colleagues to pass this bill. 
Furthermore, I call upon the United 

States Senate to bring up these series 
of bills that are very important to 
those of us like Mr. TIPTON, Mr. LAM-
BORN, and me, who represent areas with 
substantial public land where our con-
stituents in the private sector, our 
residents, interact every day with 
issues around public land and land 
management. These issues will im-
prove the quality of life in our commu-
nities. This bill will help improve the 
quality of the tourism experience, as 
well as the conservation goals of Rocky 
Mountain National Park. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LAMBORN. I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 688. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BOLTS DITCH ACCESS AND USE 
ACT 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 689) to insure adequate use and 
access to the existing Bolts Ditch 
headgate and ditch segment within the 
Holy Cross Wilderness in Eagle County, 
Colorado, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 689 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bolts Ditch 

Access and Use Act’’. 
SEC. 2. BOLTS DITCH ACCESS. 

(a) ACCESS GRANTED.—The Secretary of Ag-
riculture shall permit by special use author-
ization nonmotorized access and use, in ac-
cordance with section 293.6 of title 36, Code 
of Federal Regulations, of the Bolts Ditch 
headgate and the Bolts Ditch within the 
Holy Cross Wilderness, Colorado, as des-
ignated by Public Law 96–560, for the pur-
poses of the diversion of water and use, 
maintenance, and repair of such ditch and 
headgate by the Town of Minturn, Colorado, 
a Colorado Home Rule Municipality. 

(b) LOCATION OF FACILITIES.—The Bolts 
Ditch headgate and ditch segment referenced 
in subsection (a) are as generally depicted on 
the map entitled ‘‘Bolts Ditch headgate and 
Ditch Segment’’, dated November 2015. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Since 1882, the town of Minturn, Col-

orado, has used Bolts Ditch to fill Bolts 
Lake, a place of recreation for the 
town and an important source of water 
for the surrounding community. When 
Congress passed the Colorado Wilder-
ness Act in 1980, 450 feet of Bolts Ditch 
was inadvertently included in the Holy 
Cross Wilderness area, leading to ques-
tions and the town’s ability to access 
this important infrastructure. After a 
discussion amongst stakeholders, the 
town agreed to seek a legislative solu-
tion to address this access issue. 

This bipartisan bill, sponsored by 
Congressman JARED POLIS and cospon-
sored by Congressman TIPTON and my-
self, simply allows the Forest Service 
to issue a special use permit to the 
town of Minturn to allow nonmotorized 
access to maintain a headgate and 
water ditch in the Holy Cross Wilder-
ness. This bill ensures the town will 
have access to Bolts Ditch for basic 
maintenance needs. 

H.R. 689 was developed in consulta-
tion with the community and the For-
est Service and enjoys support from a 
wide range of groups in the region. I 
urge adoption of the measure. 

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

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I introduced H.R. 689, 

the Bolts Ditch Access and Use Act, at 
the request of our local community in 
my district, Minturn, Colorado. In 
Eagle County, Minturn really needs 
this legislation because it improves 
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public land and water management in 
my district. 

The bill has bipartisan support. I 
thank Mr. TIPTON and Mr. LAMBORN for 
collaborating with me on this bill here 
in the House. I am thankful that Sen-
ator GARDNER and Senator BENNET 
have partnered to pass this bill as well. 

This legislation passed the House last 
session, but once again was held up in 
the Senate. I call upon the Senate, 
after House passage, to act expedi-
tiously to put this matter to rest. I am 
very hopeful we can get it across the 
finish line soon. 

I am grateful to the town of Minturn, 
to the conservation community, and to 
water utilities for working together for 
a commonsense solution that I am 
proud to support. This is an example of 
how we can truly solve any problem 
when everybody comes together and 
works together to solve it. 

The need for this bill is to solve a 
vital local problem for the people of 
Minturn, Colorado, a town of about 
1,000 people in Eagle County. The prob-
lem it fixes results from a mistake, an 
error, in the 1980 Wilderness Act, which 
inadvertently left Bolts Ditch off of the 
list of existing water facilities, where 
it should have been included. 

This legislation would simply author-
ize the special use of the Bolts Ditch 
headgate and the segment of the Bolts 
Ditch within the Holy Cross Wilderness 
area, allowing Minturn to use rights 
that it already has, existing water 
rights, to fill Bolts Lake. 

The residents of Minturn, including 
the mayor, whom I have met with, who 
brought this bill to me, as well as Colo-
radans across the central mountains, 
have long relied on water infrastruc-
ture like Bolts Ditch to access clean 
and affordable drinking water for our 
growing communities. This bill will en-
sure that the town of Minturn is able 
to utilize a crucial resource, and do so 
without compromising the sanctity of 
the surrounding wilderness areas. 

I thank the Republican and Demo-
cratic staffs on the committee for 
working with us on this bill. 

It is very important for the people of 
Minturn and for our central mountain 
region in Colorado to pass this bill into 
law. I urge its passage. 

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

no additional speakers. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am grate-

ful that this body is moving forward on 
the Bolts Ditch land boundary adjust-
ment bill. I am hopeful that, after pas-
sage, the Senate will bring this bill up 
and pass it on until it becomes law to 
remove any encumbrances that 
Minturn has in accessing its pre-
existing water rights due to a clerical 
error from the 1980s. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LAMBORN. I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 

the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 689. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1715 

BLACK HILLS NATIONAL CEME-
TERY BOUNDARY EXPANSION 
ACT 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 337) to transfer administrative ju-
risdiction over certain Bureau of Land 
Management land from the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs for inclusion in the Black 
Hills National Cemetery, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 337 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

The Act may be cited as the ‘‘Black Hills 
National Cemetery Boundary Expansion 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. WITHDRAWAL AND TRANSFER OF PUBLIC 

LAND FOR CEMETERY USE. 
(a) DUE DILIGENCE.—Prior to the with-

drawal and transfer in subsection (b), the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs will complete 
appropriate environmental, cultural re-
source and other due diligence activities on 
the public lands identified in subsection (c), 
so that the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
may confirm that the land is suitable for 
cemetery purposes. The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall notify the Secretary of 
the Interior of such due diligence activities 
prior to initiating and shall coordinate as 
needed during the performance of such ac-
tivities. 

(b) WITHDRAWAL AND TRANSFER.—After 
completion of the due diligence activities in 
subsection (a) and upon receipt by the Sec-
retary of the Interior of written confirma-
tion from the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
that the land is suitable for cemetery pur-
poses, and subject to valid existing rights, 
the public lands described in subsection (c) 
shall be— 

(1) withdrawn from all forms of appropria-
tion under the public land laws, including 
the mining laws, the mineral leasing laws, 
and the geothermal leasing laws, for as long 
as the lands remain under the administrative 
jurisdiction of the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs; 

(2) deemed property as defined in section 
102(9) of title 40, United States Code, for as 
long as the lands remain under the adminis-
trative jurisdiction of the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs; and 

(3) transferred to the administrative juris-
diction of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
for use as national cemeteries under chapter 
24 of title 38, United States Code. 

(c) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The public lands 
withdrawn, deemed property, and transferred 

under subsection (b) shall be the approxi-
mately 200 acres of land adjacent to Black 
Hills National Cemetery, South Dakota, gen-
erally depicted as ‘‘Proposed National Ceme-
tery Expansion’’ on the map entitled ‘‘Pro-
posed Expansion of Black Hills National 
Cemetery—South Dakota’’ and dated June 
16, 2016, except the land located within 100 
feet of the centerline of the Centennial Trail 
(which runs along the northern boundary of 
the ‘‘Proposed National Cemetery Expan-
sion’’) and that is located south of the Trail. 

(d) BOUNDARY MODIFICATION.—Immediately 
after the public lands are withdrawn, deemed 
property, and transferred under subsection 
(b), the boundary of the Black Hills National 
Cemetery shall be modified to include the 
public lands identified in subsection (c). 

(e) MODIFICATION OF PUBLIC LAND ORDER.— 
Immediately after the public lands under 
subsection (b) are withdrawn, deemed prop-
erty, and transferred under subsection (b), 
Public Land Order 2112, dated June 6, 1960 (25 
Fed. Reg. 5243), shall be modified to exclude 
the lands identified in subsection (c). 
SEC. 3. LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS. 

(a) PREPARATION OF LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS.— 
As soon as practicable following receipt of 
written confirmation from the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs that the land is suitable for 
cemetery purposes, the Secretary of the In-
terior shall publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the legal descriptions of 
the public lands withdrawn, deemed prop-
erty, and transferred under section 2(b). 

(b) LEGAL EFFECT.—The legal descriptions 
prepared under subsection (a) shall have the 
same force and effect as if the legal descrip-
tions were included in this Act, except that 
the Secretary of the Interior may correct 
any clerical and typographical errors in the 
legal descriptions. 

(c) AVAILABILITY.—Copies of the map re-
ferred to in section 2(c) and the legal descrip-
tions prepared under subsection (a) shall be 
available for public inspection in the appro-
priate offices of— 

(1) the Bureau of Land Management; and 
(2) the National Cemetery Administration. 
(d) COSTS.—The Secretary of Veterans Af-

fairs shall reimburse the Secretary of the In-
terior for reasonable costs incurred by the 
Secretary of the Interior in implementing 
this section, including the costs of any sur-
veys. 
SEC. 4. RESTORATION TO PUBLIC LANDS FOR 

NON-CEMETERY USE. 
(a) NOTICE AND EFFECT.—Upon a deter-

mination by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs that all or a portion of the lands with-
drawn, deemed property, and transferred 
under section 2 shall not be used for ceme-
tery purposes, the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs shall notify the Secretary of the Inte-
rior of such determination. Subject to sub-
sections (b) and (c), the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall transfer administrative 
jurisdiction of the lands subject to such no-
tice to the Secretary of the Interior. 

(b) DECONTAMINATION.—The Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs shall be responsible for 
costs of any decontamination of the lands re-
sulting from contamination on the lands 
withdrawn, deemed property, and transferred 
under section 2(b) while the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs exercised jurisdiction over 
those lands subject to a notice under sub-
section (a) determined by the Secretary of 
the Interior to be necessary for the lands to 
be restored to the public lands. 

(c) RESTORATION TO THE PUBLIC LANDS.— 
The lands subject to a notice under sub-
section (a) shall only be restored to the pub-
lic lands upon acceptance by the Secretary 
of the Interior and a determination by the 
Secretary of the Interior that such lands are 
suitable for restoration to the public lands 
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and operation of one or more of the public 
land laws. 

(d) OPENING ORDER.—If the Secretary of 
the Interior accepts the lands subject to such 
a notice and determines that the lands are 
suitable for restoration, in whole or in part, 
the Secretary of the Interior may open the 
lands to operation of one or more of the pub-
lic land laws and may issue an order to that 
effect. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise in strong support of H.R. 337, 

the Black Hills National Cemetery 
Boundary Expansion Act, sponsored by 
Congresswoman KRISTI NOEM of South 
Dakota. 

This bill expands the Black Hills Na-
tional Cemetery, outside of Sturgis, 
South Dakota, by permanently trans-
ferring the jurisdictional authority of 
approximately 200 acres of undeveloped 
Federal land from the Bureau of Land 
Management to the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. 

Originally opened in 1948, the ceme-
tery now houses a memorial carillon, a 
memorial to Korean war veterans, and 
is the final resting place of many nota-
ble veterans, including Medal of Honor 
recipient Sergeant Charles Windolph. 
With its existing acreage, the cemetery 
can only accommodate a finite number 
of additional burials. Transferring ju-
risdiction of the land from the BLM to 
the VA will provide space for hundreds 
of additional grave sites for future gen-
erations of American veterans. With-
out the transfer, the National Ceme-
tery Administration will be forced to 
close the cemetery to further burials in 
the very near future. 

This is a commonsense piece of legis-
lation that will ensure that the Black 
Hills National Cemetery can continue 
to provide proper burial sites and final 
resting places for America’s fallen he-
roes. 

At this point, I include in the RECORD 
an exchange of letters with Chairman 
ROE of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee regarding this bill. I thank him 
for helping to expedite the consider-
ation of this bill today. 

I commend Representative NOEM for 
working closely with both the BLM 
and the VA on this issue, and I urge the 
adoption of the measure. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC, February 1, 2017. 
Hon. ROB BISHOP, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you 
concerning H.R. 337, the Black Hills National 
Cemetery Boundary Expansion Act. There 
are certain provisions in the legislation 
which fall within the Rule X jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

In the interest of permitting your com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to floor con-
sideration of this important bill, I am will-
ing to waive this committee’s right to se-
quential referral. I do so with the under-
standing that by waiving consideration of 
the bill, the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
does not waive any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the bill which fall within its Rule X jurisdic-
tion. I request that you urge the Speaker to 
name members of this committee to any 
conference committee which is named to 
consider such provisions. 

Please place this letter into the committee 
report on H.R. 337 and into the Congressional 
Record during consideration of the measure 
on the House floor. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
DAVID P. ROE, M.D., 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, 

Washington, DC, February 2, 2017. 
Hon. DAVID P. ROE, M.D., 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: H.R. 337. the Black 
Hills National Cemetery Boundary Expan-
sion Act, was introduced on January 5, 2017. 
The bill was referred primarily to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, with an addi-
tional referral to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

I thank you for allowing the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs to be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the bill so that it may 
be scheduled by the Majority Leader. This 
discharge in no way affects your jurisdiction 
over the subject matter of the bill, and it 
will not serve as precedent for future refer-
rals. In addition, should a conference on the 
bill be necessary, I would support having the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs represented 
on the conference committee. Finally, to 
memorialize our understanding, I would be 
pleased to include your letter and this re-
sponse in the Congressional Record when the 
bill is considered by the House. 

Thank you for your response and coopera-
tion. I look forward to further opportunities 
to work with you this Congress. 

Sincerely, 
ROB BISHOP, 

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources. 

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

This bill provides the Veterans Ad-
ministration with 200 acres of Federal 
land, which are currently managed by 
the Bureau of Land Management, in 
order to expand the Black Hills Na-
tional Cemetery. 

National cemeteries are reserved for 
the brave men and women who make 
the ultimate personal sacrifice while 
serving in the military in defense of 
our freedom, and it is important that 
we have the sufficient space to meet all 
of those interment requests. These he-
roes have served our country and de-
serve to permanently rest in a ceme-

tery that honors their sacrifice and 
commitment to the ideals that hold us 
together as a nation. 

With respect to the Black Hills Na-
tional Cemetery specifically, the BLM 
and the VA determined that only Con-
gress can provide the permanent juris-
diction transfer that is needed for this 
particular expansion; thus, we are con-
sidering this bill and, after passage, are 
encouraging our friends in the Senate 
to do the same. 

Of course, this bill represents a small 
fraction of the ways we can support our 
veterans and need to support our vet-
erans to demonstrate our appreciation 
for those who have served. We need to 
improve access to education and job 
training. We need to increase funding 
and raise the bar on accountability for 
the Department of Veterans Affairs. 
We should work to shorten wait times 
at VA hospitals by allowing nurses to 
practice to the full extent of their li-
censure to ensure quality care in a 
quicker way at a reasonable cost, and 
there are many other things we need to 
do to make sure that those who proud-
ly put their lives on the line—or in this 
case, who have paid the ultimate price 
to protect our freedom—and their fami-
lies and loved ones are cared for by this 
country in recognition of their sac-
rifice. 

I do believe this simple change in 
land ownership will have an impact by 
providing the men and women who 
have bravely served a final resting 
place. Expanding the Black Hills Na-
tional Cemetery is a noble and worthy 
cause that deserves our support. 

I thank my colleague from South Da-
kota for bringing this issue forward 
and for her hard work in guiding this 
bill through Congress. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this 
bill. 

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

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Colorado for his 
gracious remarks. 

I yield such time as she may consume 
to the gentlewoman from the great 
State of South Dakota (Mrs. NOEM), 
who is working hard for the people of 
her State. 

Mrs. NOEM. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
337, the Black Hills National Cemetery 
Boundary Expansion Act. 

I thank the chairman of the com-
mittee and his staff for working so 
hard to move this bill through Con-
gress. Their support means so much to 
our veterans and to their families. 

Those who have served and those 
families who have sacrificed beside 
them deserve our Nation’s eternal grat-
itude. Since 1948, the Black Hills Na-
tional Cemetery has been one way that 
we have shown that appreciation to 
them. The cemetery currently covers 
about 100 acres of land and is home to 
the Korean War Veterans Memorial. Its 
peaceful landscape serves as the final 
resting place for hundreds of service-
members and their family members. 
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Chief David Beautiful Bald Eagle is 

among the brave men and women bur-
ied here. Born in a tepee in 1919, Chief 
Bald Eagle served our country in World 
War II as a paratrooper and as one of 
the legendary Lakota code talkers. We 
lost him last summer, but his life con-
tinues to be an inspiration to the 
Lakota people and those who knew 
him. 

Brigadier General Richard E. Ells-
worth was also laid to rest there. He 
was a man who flew 400 combat mis-
sions during World War II. He earned 
numerous medals and returned to the 
U.S., where he eventually became wing 
commander of the Rapid City Air Force 
Base. In 1953, that base was renamed in 
his honor. 

The surrounding community also 
does its part to honor this hallowed 
ground. On a brisk day this past De-
cember, Pennington County 4–H, the 
Sturgis Boy Scouts, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars Auxiliary, and commu-
nity members came together and 
placed over 1,000 wreaths on the graves 
of servicemembers who were laid to 
rest at this cemetery. They upheld the 
vow that those laid to rest should 
never be forgotten. Now we must do 
our part to uphold that very same vow. 

So we honor the legacy of these vet-
erans and many others at the Black 
Hills National Cemetery, but the facil-
ity is not going to have the room it 
needs to continue serving future vet-
erans without expansion. This bill 
would allow that expansion by trans-
ferring around 200 acres of adjacent 
land near Sturgis, South Dakota, from 
the Bureau of Land Management’s ju-
risdiction to the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs. My office worked with 
these agencies and the stakeholders in 
crafting this legislation, and all agreed 
that this land transfer is necessary. 

The transfer of this land will provide 
the Black Hills National Cemetery 
with the additional burial space that is 
needed to assure that today’s veterans 
and servicemembers, as well as their 
families, will be able to utilize the 
space and that we will be able to up-
hold our commitment and offer this 
Nation’s eternal gratitude for every-
thing that they have done for us. 

Again, I thank the committee, my 
colleagues, and the chairman for sup-
porting this bill. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to support this bill that sup-
ports our veterans. 

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

the adoption of this bill. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 337. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

FORT FREDERICA NATIONAL 
MONUMENT BOUNDARY EXPAN-
SION ACT 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 494) to expand the boundary of 
Fort Frederica National Monument in 
the State of Georgia, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 494 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fort Fred-
erica National Monument Boundary Expan-
sion Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FORT FREDERICA NATIONAL MONUMENT, 

GEORGIA. 
(a) MAXIMUM ACREAGE.—The first section 

of the Act of May 26, 1936 (16 U.S.C. 433g), is 
amended by striking ‘‘two hundred and fifty 
acres’’ and inserting ‘‘305 acres’’. 

(b) BOUNDARY EXPANSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The boundary of the Fort 

Frederica National Monument in the State 
of Georgia is modified to include the land 
generally depicted as ‘‘Proposed Acquisition 
Areas’’ on the map entitled ‘‘Fort Frederica 
National Monument Proposed Boundary Ex-
pansion’’, numbered 369/132,469, and dated 
April 2016. 

(2) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall be on file and 
available for public inspection in the appro-
priate offices of the National Park Service. 

(3) ACQUISITION OF LAND.—The Secretary of 
the Interior may acquire the land and inter-
ests in land described in paragraph (1) by do-
nation or purchase with donated or appro-
priated funds from willing sellers only. 

(4) WRITTEN CONSENT OF OWNER.—No non- 
Federal property may be included in the 
Fort Frederica National Monument without 
the written consent of the owner. 

(5) NO USE OF CONDEMNATION OR EMINENT 
DOMAIN.—The Secretary of the Interior may 
not acquire by condemnation or eminent do-
main any land or interests in land under this 
Act or for the purposes of this Act. 

(6) NO BUFFER ZONE CREATED.—Nothing in 
this Act, the establishment of the Fort Fred-
erica National Monument, or the manage-
ment plan for the Fort Frederica National 
Monument shall be construed to create buff-
er zones outside of the Monument. That ac-
tivities or uses can be seen, heard, or de-
tected from areas within the Fort Frederica 
National Monument shall not preclude, 
limit, control, regulate, or determine the 
conduct or management of activities or uses 
outside of the Monument. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN) and the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 

and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 494, introduced by my colleague 

Congressman BUDDY CARTER of Geor-
gia, expands the boundary of Fort 
Frederica National Monument by au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to acquire approximately 21 acres of 
land. The St. Simons Land Trust cur-
rently owns the additional acreage and 
will steward the land until the Na-
tional Park Service can acquire the 
property. 

The Fort Frederica National Monu-
ment, located on St. Simons Island, 
Georgia, preserves the archaeological 
remnants of a fort established in 1736 
by James Oglethorpe. Oglethorpe con-
structed the fort to protect the Colony 
of Georgia from attack from the Span-
ish. The fort successfully fended off a 
Spanish attack in 1742 and confirmed 
Georgia as a British territory. 

This bipartisan legislation is fully 
supported by the Georgia delegation, 
and an identical version of this legisla-
tion passed the House by voice vote in 
the 114th Congress. I urge the passage 
of the bill. 

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

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

This bill expands the Fort Frederica 
National Monument to include a 20- 
acre property, known as the North 
Marsh, currently owned by the St. Si-
mons Land Trust. The National Park 
Service evaluated the property in a 
2014 study and determined that its ac-
quisition would provide additional op-
portunities to protect and interpret re-
sources that are associated with the 
site. 

Fort Frederica, which is located on 
St. Simons Island, Georgia, was built 
by James Oglethorpe in 1736 to protect 
the Colony of Georgia from Spanish 
Florida. The National Park Service has 
managed the fort since 1936 when Presi-
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt used the 
Antiquities Act to designate the site as 
a national monument. This bill is an 
important reminder of how a decision 
to protect and elevate our shared na-
tional heritage resonates generation 
after generation. 

Here we are today, 80 years after 
President Roosevelt made the decision 
to establish a national monument, and 
we are looking at a terrific opportunity 
to expand it and increase the resources 
it protects. By using money from the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund—a 
Federal program that wasn’t yet 
around in President FDR’s time and of 
which I fought hard to reauthorize in 
this body—we can continue this impor-
tant legacy. It is good to highlight the 
work of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund as we pass this bill with re-
gard to a national monument that has 
been with us for 80 years. 
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I thank the majority for advancing 

this bill, and I look forward to working 
with them to advance similar legisla-
tion. 

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

such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the First Congressional 
District of Georgia includes all 100 
miles of Georgia’s coastline and barrier 
islands. It was on one of these islands 
that the founder of Georgia, General 
James Oglethorpe, built a fort in 1736 
to protect the new British Colony from 
the Spaniards. He named the fort and 
nearby town ‘‘Frederica’’ in honor of 
the Prince of Wales. In 1742, Fort Fred-
erica’s strategic location helped the 
British win a decisive victory against 
the Spanish in the Battle of Bloody 
Marsh. After this battle, the Spanish 
abandoned their attempts to take over 
the territory, and Georgia was fully se-
cured as a British Colony. Today, Fort 
Frederica National Monument is a pop-
ular destination in Glynn County, fea-
turing portions of the original fort, a 
museum, and extensive hiking trails. 

H.R. 494 would allow for a small addi-
tion of adjacent land that contains ar-
tifacts from prehistoric human settle-
ments. With this addition, visitors will 
be able to see a more complete story of 
the history of Georgia—from its ear-
liest human residents, to colonial 
times, to modern day. 

I thank the chairman for his consid-
eration of this bill, and I thank the 
Natural Resources Committee’s staff 
for its efforts. I also thank the entire 
Georgia delegation for supporting and 
cosponsoring this legislation. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
colleagues for advancing this bill. I 
look forward to working with them to 
advance similar legislation that ex-
pands, protects, and enhances our pub-
lic lands. It is particularly a privilege 
for me to work on a bill that uses re-
sources and that highlights for the 
American people the value of the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 494. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1730 

EMAIL PRIVACY ACT 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 

(H.R. 387) to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to update the privacy pro-
tections for electronic communications 
information that is stored by third- 
party service providers in order to pro-
tect consumer privacy interests while 
meeting law enforcement needs, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 387 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Email Pri-
vacy Act’’. 
SEC. 2. VOLUNTARY DISCLOSURE CORRECTIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2702 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘divulge’’ and inserting 

‘‘disclose’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘while in electronic storage 

by that service’’ and inserting ‘‘that is in 
electronic storage with or otherwise stored, 
held, or maintained by that service’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘to the public’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘divulge’’ and inserting 

‘‘disclose’’; and 
(iii) by striking ‘‘which is carried or main-

tained on that service’’ and inserting ‘‘that 
is stored, held, or maintained by that serv-
ice’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘divulge’’ and inserting 

‘‘disclose’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘a provider of’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘a person or entity providing’’; 
(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘wire or electronic’’ before 
‘‘communication’’; 

(B) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(1) to an originator, addressee, or in-
tended recipient of such communication, to 
the subscriber or customer on whose behalf 
the provider stores, holds, or maintains such 
communication, or to an agent of such ad-
dressee, intended recipient, subscriber, or 
customer;’’; and 

(C) by amending paragraph (3) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(3) with the lawful consent of the origi-
nator, addressee, or intended recipient of 
such communication, or of the subscriber or 
customer on whose behalf the provider 
stores, holds, or maintains such communica-
tion;’’; 

(3) in subsection (c) by inserting ‘‘wire or 
electronic’’ before ‘‘communications’’; 

(4) in each of subsections (b) and (c), by 
striking ‘‘divulge’’ and inserting ‘‘disclose’’; 
and 

(5) in subsection (c), by amending para-
graph (2) to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) with the lawful consent of the sub-
scriber or customer;’’. 
SEC. 3. AMENDMENTS TO REQUIRED DISCLO-

SURE SECTION. 
Section 2703 of title 18, United States Code, 

is amended— 
(1) by striking subsections (a) through (c) 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(a) CONTENTS OF WIRE OR ELECTRONIC 

COMMUNICATIONS IN ELECTRONIC STORAGE.— 
Except as provided in subsections (i) and (j), 
a governmental entity may require the dis-
closure by a provider of electronic commu-
nication service of the contents of a wire or 
electronic communication that is in elec-
tronic storage with or otherwise stored, held, 

or maintained by that service only if the 
governmental entity obtains a warrant 
issued using the procedures described in the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure (or, in 
the case of a State court, issued using State 
warrant procedures) that— 

‘‘(1) is issued by a court of competent juris-
diction; and 

‘‘(2) may indicate the date by which the 
provider must make the disclosure to the 
governmental entity. 
In the absence of a date on the warrant indi-
cating the date by which the provider must 
make disclosure to the governmental entity, 
the provider shall promptly respond to the 
warrant. 

‘‘(b) CONTENTS OF WIRE OR ELECTRONIC 
COMMUNICATIONS IN A REMOTE COMPUTING 
SERVICE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsections (i) and (j), a governmental entity 
may require the disclosure by a provider of 
remote computing service of the contents of 
a wire or electronic communication that is 
stored, held, or maintained by that service 
only if the governmental entity obtains a 
warrant issued using the procedures de-
scribed in the Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure (or, in the case of a State court, 
issued using State warrant procedures) 
that— 

‘‘(A) is issued by a court of competent ju-
risdiction; and 

‘‘(B) may indicate the date by which the 
provider must make the disclosure to the 
governmental entity. 
In the absence of a date on the warrant indi-
cating the date by which the provider must 
make disclosure to the governmental entity, 
the provider shall promptly respond to the 
warrant. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY.—Paragraph (1) is appli-
cable with respect to any wire or electronic 
communication that is stored, held, or main-
tained by the provider— 

‘‘(A) on behalf of, and received by means of 
electronic transmission from (or created by 
means of computer processing of commu-
nication received by means of electronic 
transmission from), a subscriber or customer 
of such remote computing service; and 

‘‘(B) solely for the purpose of providing 
storage or computer processing services to 
such subscriber or customer, if the provider 
is not authorized to access the contents of 
any such communications for purposes of 
providing any services other than storage or 
computer processing. 

‘‘(c) RECORDS CONCERNING ELECTRONIC COM-
MUNICATION SERVICE OR REMOTE COMPUTING 
SERVICE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subsections (i) and (j), a governmental entity 
may require the disclosure by a provider of 
electronic communication service or remote 
computing service of a record or other infor-
mation pertaining to a subscriber to or cus-
tomer of such service (not including the con-
tents of wire or electronic communications), 
only— 

‘‘(A) if a governmental entity obtains a 
warrant issued using the procedures de-
scribed in the Federal Rules of Criminal Pro-
cedure (or, in the case of a State court, 
issued using State warrant procedures) 
that— 

‘‘(i) is issued by a court of competent juris-
diction directing the disclosure; and 

‘‘(ii) may indicate the date by which the 
provider must make the disclosure to the 
governmental entity; 

‘‘(B) if a governmental entity obtains a 
court order directing the disclosure under 
subsection (d); 

‘‘(C) with the lawful consent of the sub-
scriber or customer; or 

‘‘(D) as otherwise authorized in paragraph 
(2). 
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‘‘(2) SUBSCRIBER OR CUSTOMER INFORMA-

TION.—A provider of electronic communica-
tion service or remote computing service 
shall, in response to an administrative sub-
poena authorized by Federal or State stat-
ute, a grand jury, trial, or civil discovery 
subpoena, or any means available under 
paragraph (1), disclose to a governmental en-
tity the— 

‘‘(A) name; 
‘‘(B) address; 
‘‘(C) local and long distance telephone con-

nection records, or records of session times 
and durations; 

‘‘(D) length of service (including start 
date) and types of service used; 

‘‘(E) telephone or instrument number or 
other subscriber or customer number or 
identity, including any temporarily assigned 
network address; and 

‘‘(F) means and source of payment for such 
service (including any credit card or bank 
account number), 
of a subscriber or customer of such service. 

‘‘(3) NOTICE NOT REQUIRED.—A govern-
mental entity that receives records or infor-
mation under this subsection is not required 
to provide notice to a subscriber or cus-
tomer.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(b) or’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘the contents of a wire or 

electronic communication, or’’; 
(C) by striking ‘‘sought,’’ and inserting 

‘‘sought’’; and 
(D) by striking ‘‘section’’ and inserting 

‘‘subsection’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) NOTICE.—Except as provided in section 

2705, a provider of electronic communication 
service or remote computing service may no-
tify a subscriber or customer of a receipt of 
a warrant, court order, subpoena, or request 
under subsection (a), (b), (c), or (d) of this 
section. 

‘‘(i) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION RELATED TO 
LEGAL PROCESS.—Nothing in this section or 
in section 2702 shall limit the authority of a 
governmental entity to use an administra-
tive subpoena authorized by Federal or State 
statute, a grand jury, trial, or civil discovery 
subpoena, or a warrant issued using the pro-
cedures described in the Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure (or, in the case of a 
State court, issued using State warrant pro-
cedures) by a court of competent jurisdiction 
to— 

‘‘(1) require an originator, addressee, or in-
tended recipient of a wire or electronic com-
munication to disclose a wire or electronic 
communication (including the contents of 
that communication) to the governmental 
entity; 

‘‘(2) require a person or entity that pro-
vides an electronic communication service 
to the officers, directors, employees, or 
agents of the person or entity (for the pur-
pose of carrying out their duties) to disclose 
a wire or electronic communication (includ-
ing the contents of that communication) to 
or from the person or entity itself or to or 
from an officer, director, employee, or agent 
of the entity to a governmental entity, if the 
wire or electronic communication is stored, 
held, or maintained on an electronic commu-
nications system owned, operated, or con-
trolled by the person or entity; or 

‘‘(3) require a person or entity that pro-
vides a remote computing service or elec-
tronic communication service to disclose a 
wire or electronic communication (including 
the contents of that communication) that 
advertises or promotes a product or service 
and that has been made readily accessible to 
the general public. 

‘‘(j) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION RELATED TO 
CONGRESSIONAL SUBPOENAS.—Nothing in this 
section or in section 2702 shall limit the 

power of inquiry vested in the Congress by 
article I of the Constitution of the United 
States, including the authority to compel 
the production of a wire or electronic com-
munication (including the contents of a wire 
or electronic communication) that is stored, 
held, or maintained by a person or entity 
that provides remote computing service or 
electronic communication service.’’. 
SEC. 4. DELAYED NOTICE. 

Section 2705 of title 18, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 2705. Delayed notice 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A governmental entity 
acting under section 2703 may apply to a 
court for an order directing a provider of 
electronic communication service or remote 
computing service to which a warrant, order, 
subpoena, or other directive under section 
2703 is directed not to notify any other per-
son of the existence of the warrant, order, 
subpoena, or other directive. 

‘‘(b) DETERMINATION.—A court shall grant a 
request for an order made under subsection 
(a) for delayed notification of up to 180 days 
if the court determines that there is reason 
to believe that notification of the existence 
of the warrant, order, subpoena, or other di-
rective will likely result in— 

‘‘(1) endangering the life or physical safety 
of an individual; 

‘‘(2) flight from prosecution; 
‘‘(3) destruction of or tampering with evi-

dence; 
‘‘(4) intimidation of potential witnesses; or 
‘‘(5) otherwise seriously jeopardizing an in-

vestigation or unduly delaying a trial. 
‘‘(c) EXTENSION.—Upon request by a gov-

ernmental entity, a court may grant one or 
more extensions, for periods of up to 180 days 
each, of an order granted in accordance with 
subsection (b).’’. 
SEC. 5. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act or an amendment 
made by this Act shall be construed to pre-
clude the acquisition by the United States 
Government of— 

(1) the contents of a wire or electronic 
communication pursuant to other lawful au-
thorities, including the authorities under 
chapter 119 of title 18 (commonly known as 
the ‘‘Wiretap Act’’), the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et 
seq.), or any other provision of Federal law 
not specifically amended by this Act; or 

(2) records or other information relating to 
a subscriber or customer of any electronic 
communication service or remote computing 
service (not including the content of such 
communications) pursuant to the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq.), chapter 119 of title 18 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Wiretap Act’’), or 
any other provision of Federal law not spe-
cifically amended by this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. YODER) and the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include any 
extraneous material on H.R. 387, cur-
rently under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 

Thank you for this opportunity to 
have this very important debate on a 
critical piece of legislation that has 
been a long time in the coming. I 
thank the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, Representative GOOD-
LATTE, and Ranking Member CONYERS 
for their work and leadership in shep-
herding this bill through the process 
and getting us to this moment on the 
floor today. I thank my colleague, Mr. 
POLIS, for cosponsoring this legislation 
and working so tirelessly over the past 
few years. 

I think we originally introduced this 
bill back in 2013, and it takes a while 
sometimes for a good idea to reach this 
point in Congress, Mr. Speaker, and 
this is an idea whose time has come. So 
I rise today to support these long over-
due, bipartisan ideas in this legislation 
that will bring our digital privacy laws 
into the 21st century. 

Mr. Speaker, the year was 1986. We 
can all try to think back where we 
were in 1986. I am sure Kentucky had a 
good basketball team back then. I 
know Kansas did. I was 10 years old, 
hoping to get a new Nintendo game 
console for Christmas so I could play 
Super Mario Brothers. You could buy a 
ticket to see Top Gun for $2.75. In the 
tech world, 1986 marked the debut of 
the first laptop computer. It was 12 
pounds. A mobile phone was the size of 
a small pet. 

Mr. Speaker, it was also the year in 
which Congress passed the Electronic 
Communication Privacy Act. Now, this 
law, at the time, there were only 10 
million email users worldwide. Most of 
us probably didn’t have email at that 
time. Most Americans didn’t for sure. 
Now, today, 232 million Americans send 
an email at least once per month. The 
first text message wouldn’t be sent for 
another 6 years, and now Americans 
send more than a billion texts each 
year. 

Mr. Speaker, the times and tech-
nologies have changed, but the laws 
have not kept pace. Federal laws re-
garding how we treat and protect the 
privacy of digital communications 
have been unchanged since 1986 and, be-
cause of it, our digital content is not 
afforded the same Fourth Amendment 
protections as our paper documents on 
our desks in our home. 

Now, the Fourth Amendment pro-
tects the ‘‘right of the people to be se-
cure in their persons, houses, papers, 
and effects against unreasonable 
searches and seizures.’’ Yet when it 
comes to what is on Americans’ cell 
phones, their home computers, what 
might be in the cloud, or on their busi-
ness computer, whatever it is, our laws 
allow Federal agencies like the IRS, 
the SEC, or law enforcement to kick 
down their virtual doors and search an 
innocent American’s private commu-
nications and data storage without a 
warrant, without probable cause or any 
type of due process. 

Now, many Americans take great 
precautions to protect and store their 
digital communications on services 
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like Dropbox, for example, or an 
iCloud. Yet our Federal laws perversely 
treat that data storage as if somehow 
that data has been abandoned by its 
owner and, therefore, that data loses 
its constitutional protection. 

Well, in 1986, Mr. Speaker, lawmakers 
believed within reason that individuals 
and families wouldn’t store mass 
amounts of data online. They wouldn’t 
leave their Gmail stored online. They 
might have their own servers, or they 
would delete the emails or delete the 
data. 

Therefore, if an individual actually 
left information on a third-party stor-
age, it was akin to that person leaving 
their documents in a garbage can at 
the end of their driveway, therefore, 
voiding its Fourth Amendment protec-
tions. Thus, that individual had no rea-
sonable expectation of privacy in re-
gards to that email under the Fourth 
Amendment. 

As we all know, virtually everyone 
now stores millions of emails and tons 
of gigabytes of data and other personal 
items on third-party servers. Those 
emails contain pictures and videos of 
our kids, our business transactions, our 
most sensitive information that the 
government shouldn’t have access to 
without a warrant, without due process 
as required by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Establishing these privacy protec-
tions are critical for both ensuring 
that American’s rights are protected, 
but also, Mr. Speaker, ensuring that 
companies that do business in America 
know that they can ensure their cus-
tomers that if they store with them, 
they can protect it; that that informa-
tion won’t be intruded upon or 
searched and seized without due proc-
ess of law, without their permission, 
without the government proving that 
they have a need for that information 
and protecting individuals’ rights. 

We ensure that cloud computer serv-
ices are covered by the same warranty 
for content requirements and that all 
data is treated as if it is paper docu-
ments given our law modernization 
that is desperately needed. 

In addition to updating our constitu-
tional rights, these privacy protections 
do create business certainty, making 
sure consumers will be happy to con-
tinue to use cloud storage services. 

Mr. Speaker, fundamentally, these 
changes in my bill codify the Sixth Cir-
cuit’s decision in U.S. v. Warshak, 
which held that email content is pro-
tected by the Fourth Amendment. A 
decision which, while important, needs 
to be enshrined in law as it only cur-
rently applies in the Sixth Circuit. It 
must be applied nationwide. 

Mr. Speaker, today we can cast a uni-
fying vote in these divided times. We so 
desperately want to find points of bi-
partisanship and collegiality and to 
tell the American people that this Con-
gress, this government is doing great 
things to help protect Americans’ 
rights and to help modernize our laws 
in a way that is consistent with how we 
communicate today. 

I thank my colleagues on the left 
side of the aisle for their strong work 
and strong support. This is a unifying 
bill. It passed the House last year 419– 
0. So it is the type of thing that is 
great policy coming out of the Judici-
ary Committee. I look forward to see-
ing it pass again on the floor later 
today. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we can send a uni-
fying vote and a unifying message to 
the American people today. We can dis-
pel the myth that Congress doesn’t 
work together, and we can send a 
strong message to the American people 
that their privacy matters. 

I urge passage. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
In 2014, in a unanimous ruling deliv-

ered by Chief Justice Roberts, the Su-
preme Court concluded that the police 
may not search a cell phone without 
first demonstrating probable cause. 

Citing an obvious Fourth Amend-
ment interest—namely, the right to be 
free from unreasonable search and sei-
zure—in the vast amount of data we 
store on our personal devices, the 
Court wrote: 

‘‘The fact that technology now al-
lows an individual to carry such infor-
mation in his hand does not make the 
information any less worthy of the pro-
tection for which the Founders fought. 
Our answer to the question of what po-
lice must do before searching a cell 
phone seized incident to an arrest is ac-
cordingly simple—get a warrant.’’ 

With that decision, the Court took a 
bold step toward reconciling the 
Fourth Amendment with the advent of 
modern communications technology. 

Today the House takes a similar step 
to reconcile our interests in privacy 
and due process with the realities of 
modern computing. We do so for the 
second time. 

H.R. 387, the Email Privacy Act, rec-
ognizes that the content of our commu-
nications, although often stored in dig-
ital format, remains worthy of Fourth 
Amendment protection. And to inves-
tigators and government agents who 
seek access to our email, our advice is 
rather simple: get a warrant. 

It is an idea whose time has long 
since come. So this bill will allow us to 
move to a clear, uniform standard for 
law enforcement agencies to access the 
content of our communications; name-
ly, a warrant based on probable cause. 

H.R. 387 also codifies the right of the 
providers to give notice of this intru-
sion to their customers, except in cer-
tain exigent circumstances that must 
be also validated by the court. 

We should note the absence of a spe-
cial carve-out from the warrant re-
quirement for the civil agencies, like 
the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion and the Internal Revenue Service. 

Last Congress, in the Judiciary Com-
mittee, we reached quick consensus 
that a civil carve-out of any kind is un-
workable, unconstitutional, or maybe 
both. I would have preferred to keep 

the notice provisions of the original 
bill, which are absent from the version 
we reported from committee. 

In the digital world, no amount of 
due diligence necessarily tells us that 
the government accessed our electronic 
information. The government should 
have an obligation to provide us with 
some form of notice when intruding on 
a record of our most private conversa-
tions. 

I fully understand that not everyone 
shares this view, and I am willing to 
compromise, for now, in order to ad-
vance the important reforms that we 
will adopt today. 

I am proud of the work we have done. 
Last Congress, the House passed this 
legislation that has already been noted 
by 419–0. I hope that today we can send 
our colleagues in the Senate a simi-
larly strong signal to pass this bill. 

This legislation is several years in 
the making, and it should not be de-
layed any further. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 387, the Email Privacy 
Act. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. GOODLATTE) will control the time 
of the majority. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Today, the House of Representatives 
will again vote to approve legislation 
that reforms and modernizes the Elec-
tronic Communications Privacy Act or 
ECPA. Last year, identical legislation 
passed with unanimous bipartisan sup-
port by a vote of 419–0. 

Reforming ECPA has been a top pri-
ority for me as chairman of the Judici-
ary Committee. I have worked with 
Members of Congress, advocacy groups, 
and law enforcement agencies for years 
on many complicated nuances involved 
in updating this law. 

The resulting bill is a carefully nego-
tiated agreement to update the proce-
dures governing government access to 
stored communications content and 
records. 

Thirty years ago, when personal com-
puting was still in its infancy and few 
of us had ever heard of something 
called the world wide web, Congress en-
acted ECPA to establish procedures 
that strike a fair balance between the 
privacy expectations of American citi-
zens and the legitimate needs of law 
enforcement agencies. 

In 1986, mail was sent through the 
U.S. Postal Service, a search engine 
was called a library, and clouds were 
found only in the sky. In 1986, com-
puter storage was finite and expensive. 
It was unheard of that a commercial 
product would allow users to send and 
receive electronic communications 
around the globe for free and store 
those communications for years with a 
third-party provider. 

So much has changed in the last 
three decades. The technology explo-
sion of the last three decades has 
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placed a great deal of information on 
the internet, in our emails, and on the 
cloud. Today, commercial providers, 
businesses, schools, and governments 
of all shapes and sizes provide email 
and cloud computing services to cus-
tomers, students, and employees. 

b 1745 

The Email Privacy Act establishes 
for the first time in Federal statute a 
uniform warrant requirement for 
stored communication content in 
criminal investigations, regardless of 
the type of service provided, the age of 
an email, or whether the email has 
been opened. 

The bill preserves the authority for 
law enforcement agents to serve the 
warrant on the provider because, as 
with any other third-party custodian, 
the information sought is stored with 
them. However, the bill acknowledges 
that providers may give notice to their 
customers when in receipt of a war-
rant, court order, or subpoena, unless 
the provider is court-ordered to delay 
such notification. 

The bill continues current practice 
that delineates which remote com-
puting service providers, or cloud pro-
viders, are subject to the warrant re-
quirement for content in a criminal in-
vestigation. 

ECPA has traditionally imposed 
heightened legal process and proce-
dures to obtain information for which 
the customer has a reasonable expecta-
tion of privacy, namely, emails, texts, 
photos, videos, and documents stored 
in the cloud. H.R. 387 preserves this 
treatment by maintaining in the stat-
ute limiting language regarding re-
mote computing services. 

Contrary to practice 30 years ago, 
today, vast amounts of private, sen-
sitive information are transmitted and 
stored electronically. But this informa-
tion may also contain evidence of a 
crime, and law enforcement agencies 
are increasingly dependent upon stored 
communications content and records in 
their investigations. 

To facilitate timely disclosure of evi-
dence to law enforcement, the bill au-
thorizes a court to require a date for 
return of service of the warrant. In the 
absence of such a requirement, H.R. 387 
requires email and cloud providers to 
promptly respond to warrants for com-
munications content. 

Current law makes no distinction be-
tween content disclosed to the public, 
like an advertisement on a website, 
versus content disclosed only to one or 
a handful of persons, like an email or 
text message. The result is that law en-
forcement could be required to obtain a 
warrant even for publicly disclosed 
content. The bill clarifies that com-
mercial public content can be obtained 
with process other than a warrant. 

Lastly, H.R. 387 clarifies that nothing 
in the law limits Congress’ authority 
to compel a third-party provider to dis-
close content in furtherance of its in-
vestigative and oversight responsibil-
ities. 

Thirty years ago, the extent to which 
people communicated electronically 
was much more limited. Today, how-
ever, the ubiquity of electronic com-
munications requires Congress to en-
sure that legitimate expectations of 
privacy are protected, while respecting 
the needs of law enforcement. I am 
confident that this bill strikes the nec-
essary balance and does so in a way 
that continues to promote the develop-
ment and use of new technologies and 
services that reflect how people com-
municate with one another today and 
in the future. 

I would like to thank Congressman 
YODER and Congressman POLIS for in-
troducing the underlying legislation. 

It is my hope that today the House 
will once again approve this legislation 
that embodies the principles of the 
Fourth Amendment and reaffirms our 
commitment to protecting the privacy 
interests of the American people with-
out unduly sacrificing public safety. I 
urge my colleagues to support this bi-
partisan legislation. 

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

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, when 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
NADLER) was chairman of the Constitu-
tion, Civil Rights, and Civil Liberties 
Subcommittee in 2010, he held three 
hearings on various aspects of ECPA, 
including the need for a warrant re-
quirement. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 387, the Email 
Privacy Act. I am proud to be an origi-
nal cosponsor of this legislation, which 
will provide a critical update to the 
privacy laws governing electronic com-
munications. 

The Electronic Communications Pri-
vacy Act, or ECPA as it is known, was 
enacted in 1986. It was an attempt to 
reestablish a balance between privacy 
and law enforcement needs at a time 
when personal and business computing 
was becoming more commonplace. 
Over the last 30 years, however, we 
have seen a revolution in communica-
tions technology, and what might have 
made sense in 1986 is vastly out of date 
today. 

New technologies, including cloud 
computing, social networking, and lo-
cation-based services, have rendered 
many of the law’s provisions outdated, 
vague, or inapplicable to emerging in-
novations. For example, even a single 
email is potentially subject to multiple 
different legal standards under current 
law. 

In 2009 and 2010, when I was the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on the Con-
stitution, Civil Rights, and Civil Lib-
erties, we held multiple hearings to 
consider reforms to our Nation’s elec-
tronic and privacy laws. This work cul-
minated in the Electronic Communica-
tions Privacy Act Modernization Act of 
2012, a bill I introduced along with 
Ranking Member CONYERS requiring 
law enforcement to obtain a warrant 

based on probable cause before search-
ing emails. That approach, now em-
bodied in the Yoder-Polis Email Pri-
vacy Act, is what we are here today to 
consider. 

In an era in which government access 
to an individual’s private information 
held by third-party providers has be-
come far too easy, this legislation will 
finally update our laws to reflect our 
new understanding of what it means, in 
the words of the Fourth Amendment, 
for ‘‘people to be secure in their per-
sons, houses, papers, and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and sei-
zures.’’ 

Clarifying the laws will also help in-
dustry stakeholders who currently 
struggle to apply the existing, out-
dated categories of information to 
their products and services, and it will 
provide a clear standard for law en-
forcement. 

This bill is not perfect and, clearly, 
there is more to be done. In particular, 
we must keep working to require a 
probable cause warrant for location in-
formation. However, this bill is an im-
portant step forward toward ensuring 
that our laws strike the right balance 
between the interests and needs of law 
enforcement and the privacy rights of 
the American people. I urge my col-
leagues to support it. 

I congratulate all those involved in 
its development. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
EMMER). 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican people’s Fourth Amendment right 
against unreasonable search and sei-
zure by our government must always 
be protected. Unfortunately, our pri-
vacy protections from government in-
trusion have not kept pace with the 
way we communicate with each other. 
It is long past time that we update our 
Nation’s electronic communication pri-
vacy laws. 

The last time we updated these laws 
was 1986. That was 6 years after the 
U.S. Olympic Hockey team’s Miracle 
on Ice, 2 years after I graduated from 
college, and 1 year before the Min-
nesota Twins won their first World Se-
ries. Simply put, Mr. Speaker, that was 
a long time ago. 

Today, more than 200 million Ameri-
cans have access to a smartphone, and 
many more use email and cloud tech-
nology. However, many Americans may 
not realize that these antiquated laws 
allow law enforcement to read every 
email that is more than 6 months old, 
without a warrant. 

The Email Privacy Act would codify 
the reasonable expectation of privacy 
Americans already have in their elec-
tronic communications by requiring a 
search warrant for private digital com-
munications. 

I was pleased to support this legisla-
tion when it passed unanimously in the 
House last Congress, and I look forward 
to its swift consideration in both 
Chambers in the 115th. I urge all of my 
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colleagues to support this long overdue 
modification of the law. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. POLIS), a former member of 
the Judiciary Committee and the lead 
Democratic sponsor of this bill. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the passage 
of the Email Privacy Act is long over-
due. The fact that the law that governs 
the government access to emails dates 
from 1986, before email was really a 
mass phenomena, is a glaring loophole 
in our privacy protection laws. 

1986 was a time when we used floppy 
disks to store our information, when, if 
any internet existed at all, it was just 
a few people at research universities 
communicating with another. It was 
far from a mass phenomena. 

Today, this bill catches up with the 
reasonable expectation that consumers 
already have that their emails are pri-
vate. Just as Americans view their 
phone conversations as private, their 
physical letters through the mail pri-
vate, Americans view their emails the 
same way. Yet, until we close this 
loophole, the government maintains 
access, without a warrant, to emails 
that are older than 6 months in a way 
that they do not allow access to your 
old personal letters filed away in a fil-
ing cabinet in your office. They don’t 
allow access to old voice mails, and 
emails are, frankly, no different. 

The Email Privacy Act requires that 
Americans have the same legal protec-
tion for our emails as we do for paper 
letters, faxes, and other types of com-
munication that may remain sitting 
around. Updating this law simply 
aligns the law to the digital and phys-
ical world. It has taken too long al-
ready. Today is a major step forward. 

I would like to highlight the House 
has already passed this bill unani-
mously last session. How rare it is not 
just Democrats and Republicans com-
ing together, not just Chairman GOOD-
LATTE and Ranking Member CONYERS, 
but every single Democrat and Repub-
lican coming together, Mr. Speaker. 
That is rare, and yet this body has spo-
ken overwhelmingly last session and I 
hope will speak overwhelmingly again 
today to encourage the Senate to 
promptly bring up this bill and pass it 
into law. 

This bill is a strong victory for bipar-
tisanship. This bill has been one of the 
most popular bills in the entire Con-
gress. I am proud to say, as the lead 
Democrat, this bill had 314 cosponsors 
last Congress and passed unanimously. 

Back when Congress passed the Elec-
tronic Communications Privacy Act in 
1986, it is fair to say that electronic 
communications meant something dif-
ferent than it means today. Thirty 
years ago, modern email simply didn’t 
exist. And today, with 24/7 accessi-
bility, accessibility on our smart de-
vices, in our homes, everywhere else, it 
has been estimated that there were 205 
billion emails sent each day by Ameri-

cans. Those emails contain private 
communications for millions of us, and 
they deserve the same right of privacy 
as the letters in your file cabinet or 
your desk. 

You often hear Members talk about 
commonsense bills. Well, this bill real-
ly defines common sense. When you 
read our bill, there is nothing more 
common sense than the Email Privacy 
Act, which is why the bill passed 419–0 
last Congress. Unfortunately, the bill 
didn’t make it to a Senate Judiciary 
Committee vote, which is why I am so 
thrilled that Chairman GOODLATTE and 
Mr. CONYERS have succeeded in having 
Mr. MCCARTHY and Speaker RYAN bring 
this bill forward so early this session, 
giving the Senate a chance to act. 

I want to thank my colleague, Mr. 
YODER, for his hard work as the lead 
sponsor on this bill. I remember he and 
I, in gathering floor sponsors, would 
have these friendly contests of who 
could get more, Democrats or Repub-
licans. That is how popular this bill 
was in terms of gaining 314 cosponsors, 
more than any other bill in the House 
of Representatives at that time. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on this bill. Send a strong message to 
the Senate to vote immediately on the 
Email Privacy Act. Tell the Senate it 
is time to stand up for the privacy of 
Americans. This bill must be passed. I 
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further speakers. 

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

urge my colleagues to vote for this 
good legislation. 

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

I rise in support of H.R. 387, the Email Privacy 
Act. 

As I said last Congress, current law is woe-
fully out of date when it comes to protecting 
privacy in electronic communications. I support 
H.R. 387, just as I supported the same legisla-
tion previously, because it is long past time we 
afforded Americans the privacy they are due 
online. 

At the same time, I am disappointed this bill 
has come straight to the Floor, and not 
through the Judiciary Committee, a committee 
on which I sit. Nor are any Members able to 
offer amendments on the Floor. Going through 
the committee process and allowing amend-
ments on the Floor would have enabled us to 
address some of the concerns raised by law 
enforcement about H.R. 387, such as its view 
that the bill fails to enable personnel to expe-
diently obtain critical evidence. As a former 
prosecutor I share its interest in making sure 
that while we improve privacy protections we 
do not impede the ability to bring people swift-
ly to justice. I urge the Senate to work to ad-
dress the points raised by law enforcement so 
we can continue to improve H.R. 387. 

I encourage all Members to support H.R. 
387. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr. 
YODER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 387. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

FEBRUARY 6, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: I, Pete Aguilar, am 
submitting my resignation from the House 
Armed Services Committee effective imme-
diately. It has been a privilege and honor to 
have served on this committee and I look 
forward to serving my constituents in a new 
capacity as a member of the House Appro-
priations Committee. 

Sincerely, 
PETE AGUILAR, 

Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 

f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 6, 2017. 

Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: I, Scott Peters, am 
submitting my resignation from the House 
Armed Services Committee effective imme-
diately. It has been a privilege and honor to 
have served on this committee. 

Sincerely, 
SCOTT H. PETERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 58 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WOODALL) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-

VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.J. RES. 44, DISAPPROVING 
RULE SUBMITTED BY DEPART-
MENT OF THE INTERIOR RELAT-
ING TO BUREAU OF LAND MAN-
AGEMENT REGULATIONS; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.J. RES. 57, PROVIDING FOR 
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL 
OF RULE SUBMITTED BY DE-
PARTMENT OF EDUCATION RE-
LATING TO ACCOUNTABILITY 
AND STATE PLANS; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.J. RES. 58, PROVIDING FOR 
CONGRESSIONAL DISAPPROVAL 
OF RULE SUBMITTED BY DE-
PARTMENT OF EDUCATION RE-
LATING TO TEACHER PREPARA-
TION ISSUES 

Mr. BYRNE, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 115–9) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 91) providing for consideration of 
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 44) dis-
approving the rule submitted by the 
Department of the Interior relating to 
Bureau of Land Management regula-
tions that establish the procedures 
used to prepare, revise, or amend land 
use plans pursuant to the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976; 
providing for consideration of the joint 
resolution (H.J. Res. 57) providing for 
congressional disapproval under chap-
ter 8 of title 5, United States Code, of 
the rule submitted by the Department 
of Education relating to accountability 
and State plans under the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965; 
and providing for consideration of the 
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 58) providing 
for congressional disapproval under 
chapter 8 of title 5, United States Code, 
of the rule submitted by the Depart-
ment of Education relating to teacher 
preparation issues, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 689, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 337, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

BOLTS DITCH ACCESS AND USE 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 689) to insure adequate use 
and access to the existing Bolts Ditch 
headgate and ditch segment within the 
Holy Cross Wilderness in Eagle County, 

Colorado, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 1, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 79] 

YEAS—409 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barragán 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 

Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Demings 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty 
Evans 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Hanabusa 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 

Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 

Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 

Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Soto 

Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
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 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—1 

Amash 

NOT VOTING—22 

Brady (TX) 
Cummings 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellison 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 

Jeffries 
Kilmer 
Lynch 
Meeks 
Mulvaney 
Poe (TX) 
Price, Tom (GA) 
Richmond 

Rohrabacher 
Rush 
Sessions 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Zinke 

b 1851 
Messrs. KRISHNAMOORTHI and 

LEWIS of Georgia changed their vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BLACK HILLS NATIONAL CEME-
TERY BOUNDARY EXPANSION 
ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 337) to transfer administra-
tive jurisdiction over certain Bureau of 
Land Management land from the Sec-
retary of the Interior to the Secretary 
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of Veterans Affairs for inclusion in the 
Black Hills National Cemetery, and for 
other purposes, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
LAMBORN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 0, 
not voting 25, as follows: 

[Roll No. 80] 

YEAS—407 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barragán 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 

Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Demings 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty 
Evans 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 

Hanabusa 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 

Lujan Grisham, 
M. 

Luján, Ben Ray 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rokita 
Rooney, Francis 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
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 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—25 
Cárdenas 
Cummings 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellison 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hunter 

Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kilmer 
Lynch 
Meeks 
Messer 
Mulvaney 
Poe (TX) 
Price, Tom (GA) 

Richmond 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 
Sessions 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Zinke 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1858 
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-

tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERMITTING THE USE OF THE RO-
TUNDA OF THE CAPITOL FOR A 
CEREMONY AS PART OF THE 
COMMEMORATION OF THE DAYS 
OF REMEMBRANCE OF VICTIMS 
OF THE HOLOCAUST 
Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
House Concurrent Resolution 18, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

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

There was no objection. 
The text of the concurrent resolution 

is as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 18 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. USE OF ROTUNDA FOR HOLOCAUST 

DAYS OF REMEMBRANCE CERE-
MONY. 

The rotunda of the Capitol is authorized to 
be used on April 25, 2017, for a ceremony as 
part of the commemoration of the days of re-
membrance of victims of the Holocaust. 
Physical preparations for the ceremony shall 
be carried out in accordance with such condi-
tions as the Architect of the Capitol may 
prescribe. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BUDD) laid before the House the fol-
lowing resignation as a member of the 
Committee on Armed Services: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 6, 2017. 

Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: I, Joaquin Castro, am 
submitting my resignation from the House 
Armed Services Committee effective imme-
diately. It has been a privilege and honor to 
have served on this committee. Please do not 
hesitate to contact my office with any ques-
tions or concerns. 

Sincerely, 
JOAQUIN CASTRO, 
Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 
f 

ISRAEL BONDS’ ‘‘A NIGHT ON THE 
BEACH’’ 

(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, 
this Saturday night is Israel Bonds’ 
‘‘Una Noche en la Playa’’—‘‘A Night on 
the Beach’’—in Miami Beach. 

Over the years, I have had the honor 
of participating in many of Israel 
Bonds’ programs. The work that Israel 
Bonds does is vital in expanding and 
growing Israel’s economy and has 
helped Israel become a global leader 
and innovator in so many sectors. 

With all of the threats now facing the 
Jewish state, the work of Israel Bonds 
is more important now than ever. The 
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guest speaker will be none other than 
the Israeli Ambassador to the United 
States, my good friend and Miami 
Beach native, Ron Dermer. 

The Israel Bonds event will also serve 
as a commemorative tribute to Isaac 
and Nieves Olemberg. Isaac and Nieves 
were dear friends who did so much for 
the south Florida community, for the 
American Jewish community, for the 
Cuban American community, and for 
Israel, herself. Their memories will for-
ever live on through their kindness and 
compassion. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE NEW 
ENGLAND PATRIOTS 

(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, ‘‘Never 
stop believing.’’ Those words are going 
to be on the front page of The Provi-
dence Journal tomorrow morning. 

Like all true tests of faith, last 
night’s Super Bowl wasn’t easy going, 
and there were times, I have to say, 
when I was tempted to throw up my 
hands and just go to bed, but I followed 
the words of our quarterback and—oh, 
boy—was I rewarded. 

What a game. 
If there were any doubts, Mr. Speak-

er, about who the greatest quarterback 
of all time is, Tom Brady answered 
them last night; if there were any who 
questioned whether Bill Belichick was 
the best coach on the planet, this 
morning, they are silent; and I am sure 
they would all admonish me if I didn’t 
say that football is a team sport. So, 
for those who had not yet been satis-
fied that the amazing string of suc-
cesses my New England Patriots put 
together makes them the NFL’s finest 
team, Super Bowl LI speaks for itself. 

Mr. Speaker, it was truly a team ef-
fort, and I offer my heartfelt congratu-
lations to Bob Kraft and to the entire 
Patriots franchise. 

Congratulations, Patriots and Patri-
ots Nation. 

f 

HONORING JIM BOEHEIM’S 
COACHING CAREER 

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

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate Syracuse University bas-
ketball coach Jim Boeheim upon the 
occasion of his 1,000th win this past 
Saturday over the mighty Virginia 
Cavaliers. 

Coach Boeheim has dedicated over 40 
years of his life to Syracuse Univer-
sity, and he and his wife, Juli, are 
known locally for their outstanding 
generosity and philanthropy. 

While central New York happily cele-
brated Coach Boeheim’s 1,000th win 
this past weekend, the occasion was 
not recognized by the NCAA due to ar-
bitrarily harsh sanctions that followed 
an 8-year investigation that eliminated 

scholarship opportunities for students 
and that vacated Coach Boeheim of 108 
wins. 

While we cannot stand for impro-
priety in collegiate athletics, we must 
have transparency, consistency, and 
fairness from the NCAA—an organiza-
tion that is charged with promoting 
higher education opportunities and 
protecting the welfare of students. 
That is why I have and will continue to 
champion bipartisan legislation in the 
House to reform the NCAA and bring 
accountability and due process to this 
organization. There is no denying that 
Jim Boeheim was the coach for 1,000 
basketball wins at Syracuse Univer-
sity, and the NCAA should recognize 
that fact. 

Our community celebrates and con-
gratulates Coach Boeheim for this tre-
mendous achievement, and it is my 
high honor to recognize him here 
today. 

Congratulations, Coach—and Go Or-
ange. 

f 

AMERICA IS A DEFENDER, NOT AN 
OFFENDER 

(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 
know this Nation’s values. Many of us 
study it in the Constitution, and as a 
senior member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, we review that document on 
many occasions. We are a nation that 
stands for principles of democracy; so I 
am very disturbed by an interview that 
was given by the White House this 
weekend that defended Putin—a man 
who invades to dominate, to kill, a 
man who supports a despot in Syria 
who has killed and gassed his own peo-
ple—and compared his acts to any that 
the men and women in the United 
States military or in the United States 
may have done. It is not comparable to 
or even equal or even anywhere near 
the kind of despotism of Russia under 
Putin. 

I am offended, and I apologize to the 
American people for any comparison. I 
believe it to be appropriate for the 
White House to clarify and to apologize 
for suggesting that our values and the 
efforts we take to protect people who 
may encounter efforts of war in any 
way can be compared to Putin, who is, 
in fact, someone who kills—and kills to 
dominate, not to help. 

America is a defender, not an of-
fender. I stand here proudly, sup-
porting the values of the United States 
of America, a country that believes in 
the blessings of God and democracy. 

f 

SHORE UP FLOOD CONTROL 
SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE 

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, over 
the weekend, I had a chance to go out 

in the district and look at the condi-
tions of our flood control system in 
northern California, which, I am sure, 
is reflective of a lot of the systems 
across this country. One particular 
area I was shown has had 10 feet of 
levee eaten away just since the end of 
December. This points out, with recent 
legislation that has been passed—good 
legislation—that we still aren’t, by any 
means, close to fulfilling our infra-
structure needs. 

Our flood control systems all over 
the country and in my own district in 
northern California need immediate re-
sults. We expect a great amount of 
rain. I know we complain about 
drought in California—feast or fam-
ine—but we need to continue to shore 
up these systems here because, other-
wise, it will place communities in dan-
ger from the high flows we could get. 

With so much rain forecasted in the 
near future and with our lakes getting 
full, there won’t be a place to put that 
water. We need this infrastructure, and 
we need the Army Corps and everybody 
to be on board with fully developing 
and permitting these projects and get-
ting the money going. Urgency is need-
ed. 

f 

A BEACON OF DEMOCRACY 
(Mr. MCEACHIN asked and was given 

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

Mr. MCEACHIN. Mr. Speaker, in our 
country, political enemies do not dis-
appear in the dark of night or become, 
mysteriously, fatally ill. In our coun-
try, the press is separate from the gov-
ernment, and journalists do not find 
themselves jailed or out of business for 
writing articles with which the govern-
ment disagrees. While the journalists 
are not made to write accolades about 
leadership or about whether they agree 
or not, I stand here in light of the 
President’s words that were aired over 
the weekend that suggested that our 
country is comparable to Russia. 

In our country, laws and the Con-
stitution are supreme, not just one per-
son. The courts rule on our Constitu-
tion, not one leader. In our country, 
lawyers, advocates, and citizens are 
free to challenge the government and 
its leadership without fear of reprisals. 

Mr. Speaker, our country has been a 
beacon of democracy and freedom and 
hope for people all around the globe. I 
would suggest to the White House that 
it stop squandering that reputation 
with idle comments and dangerous ac-
tions. 

f 

HONORING COLONEL BYRON DEEL 
(Mr. DESJARLAIS asked and was 

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

Mr. DESJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor Colonel Byron Deel, Chief of 
the Joint Staff, Tennessee National 
Guard, who will be retiring this week 
after 32 years of dedicated service. 
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Throughout his career, Byron has 

held numerous leadership roles with a 
wide range of responsibilities. Whether 
it be his command of the Joint 
Counterdrug Task Force or his current 
position as Chief of the Joint Staff, 
Byron has exemplified a work ethic and 
a regard for others that is second to 
none. 

Colonel Deel’s career includes two 
deployments: in 2001 to Bosnia and in 
2005 to Afghanistan. His exemplary 
service is reflected in the numerous 
commendations he has received, in-
cluding the Bronze Star and the Ten-
nessee National Guard Distinguished 
Service Medal, among a long list of 
many others. It is also important to 
mention that his wife, Mary Deel, 
whom Byron introduces as the ‘‘better 
deal,’’ serves in the National Guard as 
the Education Services Officer. 

On a personal note, Byron has been 
an invaluable resource for me and my 
staff on issues that impact our guards-
men. While I am sorry that Tennessee 
is losing an officer of such high caliber, 
I extend a heartfelt thanks for his out-
standing service and wish him the very 
best in his retirement. 

f 

b 1915 

VIOLATIONS LINGER 

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, can-
didate Donald Trump promised he 
would drain the swamp. The American 
people believed him. But instead of 
draining the swamp, it has become 
abundantly clear he is driving his own 
pylons deeply into the swamp. 

Already, Trump Incorporated is mak-
ing significant profits off the Presi-
dent’s position. Personal profits aren’t 
what serving the public is about. 

My mother used to ask about the 
superrich: Do they ever fill up? 

In fact, The New York Times Edi-
torial Board wrote a scathing indict-
ment of Trump Incorporated. I include 
that article in the RECORD. 

[From the New York Times, Feb. 1, 2017] 

WHITE HOUSE INC. 

(By the Editorial Board) 

As a candidate, President Trump spent 
contributors’ money for office space that he 
owned, stays at his resorts and food at his 
restaurants. He spent contributors’ money 
on Trump-branded wine and water. He dis-
played Trump merchandise at campaign 
events. Now he seems determined to milk 
the presidency, apparently synonymous with 
his brand in his eyes, for a fortune. 

‘‘The brand is certainly a hotter brand 
than it was before,’’ Mr. Trump observed, 
with satisfaction, shortly after the election. 

Last week, an executive of the Trump Or-
ganization, Eric Danziger, said it would open 
Trump-branded hotels in the 26 largest met-
ropolitan areas in the country, up from five. 
The business, he said, would focus its expan-
sion domestically for ‘‘the next four or eight 
years.’’ The fee to join the Mar-a-Lago club 
in Palm Beach, Fla., which Mr. Trump calls 
the ‘‘Winter White House,’’ just doubled to 
$200,000. 

This news came less than a week after Mr. 
Trump and his inauguration committee 
hosted parties and other events at the 
Trump International Hotel in Washington, in 
the government-owned Old Post Office. Even 
his press secretary, Sean Spicer, has become 
a pitchman: ‘‘It’s an absolutely stunning 
hotel,’’ he said recently. ‘‘I encourage you to 
go there if you haven’t been by.’’ 

Self-dealing is such standard procedure for 
this White House that a cynic (or satirist) 
might say it’s time to give in and try to put 
Mr. Trump’s conflicts of interest to work for 
the public. Maybe if he had hotels in every 
nation, he’d have a financial interest in 
being less bellicose, and more supportive of 
the free flow of trade and of people, even if 
they happen to be Mexican or Muslim. 

But we really prefer the old-fashioned ap-
proach in which presidents put the public in-
terest ahead of their own finances. Federal 
ethics officials have told Mr. Trump that he 
should divest his business interests to avoid 
allegations of bribery and to assure Ameri-
cans that their needs are his only concern. 
Mr. Trump argues that he can put a ‘‘fire-
wall’’ between his businesses and himself by 
having his eldest sons manage them. The 
president and the Trump Organization last 
week hired lawyers to keep an eye on the 
Trumps, a laughable ploy that doesn’t meet 
ethical or anti-corruption standards and con-
stitutional requirements. 

Mr. Trump has argued that the law per-
mits the president to keep his business—even 
though no modern president has done so, and 
far poorer ones than he have sold off business 
interests to serve. He and his lawyers have 
played down the importance of the emolu-
ments clause of the Constitution, which pro-
hibits government officials from accepting 
gifts or income from foreign governments 
without the approval of Congress. And he re-
fuses to release his tax returns and divest his 
assets and put the proceeds in a blind trust, 
as his cabinet nominees are doing right now. 

Consider the Trump Hotel. Mr. Trump has 
a 60-year lease on the property with the Gen-
eral Services Administration. That contract 
states that no elected federal official ‘‘shall 
be admitted to any share or part of this 
lease, or to any benefit that may arise there-
from.’’ That unambiguous clause exists to 
prevent corruption and self-dealing by gov-
ernment officials. 

Since Mr. Trump officially violated the 
lease when he assumed office, the agency is 
clearly obligated to cancel the lease or re-
quire that it be sold to another hotel oper-
ator. Ranking Democrats on the House and 
Senate committees with jurisdiction over 
the agency have for weeks been asking it to 
address the lease violation. So far, the agen-
cy, which reports to the president, appears 
to have done nothing. Mr. Trump’s lawyers 
preposterously contend that because he was 
not an elected official when the lease was 
signed, he hasn’t broken it. 

Aside from violating the lease terms, Mr. 
Trump is very likely violating the emolu-
ments clause by holding on to the hotel. His 
lawyers have said that he will donate profits 
from rooms rented to foreign governments to 
the Treasury, but that’s no cure. Experts say 
it would be next to impossible to account for 
foreign ‘‘profits’’—which, of course, would be 
based on the hotel’s own calculations. Is the 
hotel prepared to open its books so the pub-
lic can judge those numbers for itself? 

Congress ought to demand that the G.S.A. 
uphold the terms of the hotel lease and 
shame Mr. Trump into selling his other busi-
nesses, the fortunes of which are now hitched 
to the presidency. Democrats have been try-
ing to do this, but the Republicans who run 
the House and Senate have not joined them. 
So far, they lack the spine to challenge the 
president. Just imagine how they would have 

reacted if Hillary Clinton had been elected 
and the Clinton Foundation were merely 
leasing a government building, let alone 
using it to generate revenue. 

If the agency doesn’t act, a competing 
hotel could sue to demand that it cancel the 
lease because the president’s control of the 
hotel represents unfair competition. The 
Trump Hotel has been drawing business 
away from other hotels, precisely because its 
proprietor occupies the White House. Indeed, 
the hotel has promoted itself on Twitter 
with an image of a man relaxing in one of its 
rooms, gazing out upon a building that looks 
very like the White House (it’s actually the 
Environmental Protection Agency, which 
Mr. Trump campaigned to abolish). Since the 
election, embassies from countries that in-
clude Bahrain, Kuwait and Azerbaijan have 
held receptions at the hotel, and diplomats 
say it’s important that they be seen patron-
izing it. 

Mr. Trump has boasted that the presidency 
boosts his brand. He should focus instead on 
how his commercial ambition is tarnishing 
the image of public service. If he continues 
to reduce the most powerful office in the 
world to a marketing scheme, ethical public 
servants, in Congress and across the govern-
ment, can’t stand by and watch. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, it bodes 
ill for our beloved Republic. Trump In-
corporated appears as if it plans to 
milk the Presidency with his enhanced 
international profile. The Trump Orga-
nization is looking to expand domestic 
branded hotels in the 26 largest metro-
politan areas, up from five. 

At his Mar-a-Lago Club, which the 
President dubbed the Winter White 
House, the club fees just doubled to 
$200,000. The Trump inaugural com-
mittee hosted parties and other events 
at the Trump International Hotel, and 
his official staff in the West Wing 
sound like salesmen endorsing that 
hotel. All this is with the backdrop of 
President Trump refusing to fully di-
vest his company, put his assets in a 
true blind trust, or release his tax re-
turns. The question of President 
Trump’s Emolument Clause violations 
linger behind every action he takes. It 
is time for him to fess up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

NATIONAL SCHOOL COUNSELING 
WEEK 

(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 on the start 
of National School Counseling Week to 
recognize the tremendous impact that 
school counselors have on our students. 

School counselors are committed to 
helping students realize their full po-
tential. They encourage students to ex-
plore their ability, strengths, interests, 
and talents as these traits relate to ca-
reer awareness and development. 

National School Counseling Week is 
sponsored by the American School 
Counselor Association and is always 
observed during the first full week of 
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February. This week’s theme is 
‘‘School Counseling: Helping Students 
Realize Their Potential.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, what we know is that 
school counselors are integral to stu-
dent success. Counselors not only help 
students reach their academic and ca-
reer goals, but they focus on assisting 
with social and personal development, 
too. Many parents also benefit from 
the assistance of school counselors as 
they encounter the challenges of rais-
ing children in today’s world. 

Our counselors play a vital role in 
the total education of children. I salute 
these professionals in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania and throughout 
the United States for their dedication 
to preparing our students to achieve 
success and become productive mem-
bers of society in this ever-changing 
world. 

Thank you to our school counselors 
for all you do to help educate students 
nationwide. Happy National School 
Counseling Week. 

f 

REMEMBERING DR. ARTHUR 
ROSENFELD 

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

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, the energy 
world was saddened by the recent pass-
ing of Dr. Arthur Rosenfeld on January 
27. I rise today to pay tribute to his ex-
traordinary life and countless con-
tributions. 

Known as the godfather of energy ef-
ficiency, Dr. Rosenfeld’s efforts 
brought awareness to the tremendous 
benefits of efficiency. As a physicist at 
UC Berkeley, Dr. Rosenfeld became in-
terested in efficiency during the 1973 
oil embargo. He soon began pushing ef-
ficiency standards for appliances and 
buildings for California, and eventually 
for the entire Nation. He went on to 
work as an adviser at the Department 
of Energy and served on the California 
Energy Commission. 

According to the American Council 
for an Energy-Efficient Economy, a 
group that Dr. Rosenfeld helped found, 
savings from energy efficiency gains 
have averted the need to build more 
than 300 large power plants since 1990. 

The EPA has estimated that between 
1992 and 2014, its ENERGY STAR pro-
gram, a program built on the shoulders 
of Dr. Rosenfeld’s work, has helped 
families save over $350 billion on util-
ity bills while reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions by more than 2.5 billion met-
ric tons. 

The cleanest and cheapest kilowatt- 
hour of electricity that one may take 
advantage of is the one we do not use. 

We salute Dr. Rosenfeld. 
f 

THE RIGHT TO TRY 
(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today on behalf of the millions of 

Americans who receive the devastating 
news of a terminal diagnosis each year. 
Even with the amazing work done in 
American medical research and devel-
opment, for too many families, access 
to these potentially lifesaving treat-
ments will come too late, if at all. 

It is time for this body to come to-
gether with Federal regulators and in-
dustry leaders to clear the path for-
ward to take care of those brave Amer-
icans who are fighting simply for a 
chance to live. A bill introduced today 
jointly by myself and Congressman 
BIGGS will offer these brave Americans 
a chance to extend their lives. 

Mr. Speaker, the Right to Try Act 
would ensure that terminally ill pa-
tients, together with their physicians 
and pharmaceutical manufacturers, 
will have the right to try investiga-
tional treatments where no alternative 
exists. In fact, this bipartisan idea is 
already the law of the land in 33 States 
of our Nation. 

For patients and their doctors, the 
Right to Try Act affords them an op-
portunity to try therapies where the 
benefits far outweigh the risks. Wheth-
er it is a father courageously battling 
ALS or a brave child living with 
Duchenne muscular dystrophy, all 
those fighting for their lives deserve a 
right to try. They deserve a right to 
live. 

f 

THE DRIVE FOR FIVE 
(Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire 

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today because the Drive 
for Five is complete. I want to join 
New England in congratulating our 
New England Patriots on their incred-
ible victory in Super Bowl LI. Fans 
across the Granite State agree that 
Super Bowl LI will go down in history 
as one of the most amazing comebacks 
of all time, and it cements the legacy 
of Tom Brady and Bill Belichick as the 
greatest quarterback-coach duo ever. 

The game was remarkable for team 
effort. After finding themselves down 
by 25 points, the Patriots did not fall 
victim to despair. They, instead, 
showed true resolve and perseverance 
as the offense executed drive after 
drive and the defense held the powerful 
Atlanta offense in check. 

Whether it was the record 14 catches 
by James White, the record 466 passing 
yards by Tom Brady, the forced fumble 
by Dont’a Hightower, the mind-bog-
gling catch by Julian Edelman, or the 
coaching of Bill Belichick, everyone 
did their part. 

So let me take a moment, Mr. Speak-
er, to say to the New England Patriots: 
Thanks for doing your job. 

Congrats, Pats. 
f 

CONGRATULATING THE NEW 
ENGLAND PATRIOTS 

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, a lot of 
history was made last night. I, too, 
want to join my New England col-
leagues to say congratulations to the 
New England Patriots on an extraor-
dinary victory at Super Bowl LI. 

A lot of history was made. This was 
the greatest comeback in Super Bowl 
history where our team was down by 25 
points in the third quarter to come on 
to victory. It is the only team to win in 
Super Bowl history in overtime; and it 
is an incredible display of the extraor-
dinary talent of Tom Brady, the only 
quarterback in history to win five 
Super Bowls. This establishes Tom 
Brady unequivocally as the greatest 
quarterback ever. 

Also, congratulations to Bill 
Belichick for his extraordinary coach-
ing, to Jonathan and Robert Kraft, and 
the whole Patriots organization for all 
that they have done. 

This was a great and wonderful night 
and an important example and display 
of determination and persistence. It is 
really a lesson for all of us to never 
stop fighting and, for young people, the 
importance in believing in yourself. 

Mr. Speaker, the victory last night 
by our great team, the New England 
Patriots, raised the spirits of our en-
tire Nation. 

Congratulations to the Pats. Thank 
you for a great season and thank you 
for a great victory last night. 

f 

OPPOSE THE UNCONSTITUTIONAL 
BAN 

(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, earlier 
today I joined members of my commu-
nity to discuss the impact of President 
Trump’s Muslim and refugee ban. 

I wanted to read from a statement 
given by one of my constituents who 
participated in the discussion today. 
Her name is Nureed. She wrote: 

I have always been grateful for being an 
American and for the sacrifice my parents 
made to afford me my American Dream. Yet, 
every day, since the Republican nominee for 
President was announced, I have feared for 
my safety and the safety of my little chil-
dren. 

I hold my breath every day praying that 
the day will not come that I need to flee my 
home for fear of retribution or, worse, be-
cause of my faith. 

Mr. Speaker, Nureed is an American 
who realized the American Dream. She 
is not a threat to this Nation, nor are 
her young children a threat to this Na-
tion. 

President Trump wants to shut the 
door to the American Dream. He is 
tearing apart the fabric of this Nation 
before our eyes. I urge my Republican 
colleagues to remember Nureed’s words 
and to oppose the President’s unconsti-
tutional ban. 
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EXPRESSING STRONG OPPOSITION 

TO D.C.’S ASSISTED SUICIDE 
PROGRAM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
here tonight to raise a very serious and 
consequential issue that is taking 
place in our Nation’s capital. Wash-
ington, D.C., our Federal city, the sec-
ond hometown of every American, is 
just weeks away from implementing a 
deadly assisted suicide program. 

The D.C. City Council recently 
passed a so-called Death With Dignity 
Act, which would allow adults who 
have been diagnosed with a terminal 
disease and who have been told they 
have 6 months or less to live to receive 
a prescription from their doctor to end 
their life. Six States, including Cali-
fornia, Oregon, Vermont, Washington, 
Montana, and Colorado, have already 
headed down this dangerous path. 

I raise this issue tonight, Mr. Speak-
er, because our Founders gave Congress 
the power in the Constitution to ‘‘exer-
cise exclusive Legislation in all Cases 
whatsoever over such District’’ that 
would become the seat of the Govern-
ment of the United States. 

As a result, this Congress has the op-
portunity to stop this law. I am grate-
ful that my colleagues are here tonight 
to join me: Dr. WENSTRUP, Mr. JODY B. 
HICE of Georgia, Dr. HARRIS, Dr. 
HARTZLER, Dr. MARSHALL. They are 
joining me tonight to speak in defense 
of patients who deserve protection, es-
pecially when dealing with the un-
imaginable difficulty of a terminal dis-
ease. 

Like me, they are deeply troubled 
that in Washington, D.C., an alabaster 
city that gleams as a beacon for the 
principles on which we were founded, 
this policy is about to be put in place, 
jeopardizing the lives of the most vul-
nerable among us. 

Mr. Speaker, Washington, D.C., is, in-
deed, a remarkable city. I still remem-
ber coming to this special place as a 10- 
year-old child with my parents, coming 
down the George Washington Parkway 
in Virginia, as millions of other tour-
ists have, with excitement to see our 
national monuments and the Capitol in 
which I now speak. 

We Americans approach this city 
with awe, as we know how Washington 
is intertwined with our Nation’s his-
tory and that this city both guards our 
Nation’s founding documents—the Dec-
laration of Independence and the Con-
stitution—and hosts the very govern-
ment that our Constitution envisioned. 
Those founding documents frame a Re-
public grounded in the principles of 
sovereignty in the people, subject to 
the protection of God-given inalienable 
rights, among them the right to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

Nowhere, Mr. Speaker, in my opin-
ion, is the view of this city more beau-

tiful than from the hills of Arlington 
Cemetery in Virginia and, specifically, 
the resting place of our 35th President, 
John F. Kennedy. One cannot think of 
President Kennedy without thinking 
also of his inaugural address, which is 
a call to action for a new generation of 
Americans. That call was grounded in 
the exceptional nature of our land. 

b 1930 

‘‘And yet,’’ President Kennedy said, 
‘‘the same revolutionary beliefs for 
which our forebears fought are still at 
issue around the globe—the belief that 
the rights of man come not from the 
generosity of the state but from the 
hand of God.’’ 

D.C.’s assisted suicide law, Mr. 
Speaker, threatens the inalienable 
rights of vulnerable citizens. Not only 
does the new D.C. statute tear at the 
tapestry of our Nation’s founding, it di-
rectly contradicts the Hippocratic oath 
every physician takes, to do no harm. 

I shudder to think of the lives that 
will be lost because our society tells 
the weak, the despairing, the suffering, 
or the hopeless that suicide is the best 
option for them. Laws similar to the 
D.C. Death with Dignity Act in the 
U.S. and Europe have resulted in indi-
viduals being pressured to end their 
lives, and insurance companies cov-
ering the reimbursements for suicide 
treatment but not for other care. 

If patients find themselves unable to 
pay for expensive treatments out-of- 
pocket, they may find their options se-
verely limited when facing a new diag-
nosis, facing a disability, or struggling 
with mental illness. In some cases, 
death may become the only affordable 
option. 

Proponents of physician-assisted sui-
cide point to real and tragic stories of 
suffering individuals at the end of their 
lives. However, according to a report 
by the National Institutes of Health, 
pain is not the primary factor moti-
vating patients to seek a lethal dose of 
medication. More commonly cited mo-
tivations include depression, hopeless-
ness, and the loss of control or auton-
omy. Allowing physicians to prescribe 
lethal medications to these patients 
would mean we are abandoning our Na-
tion’s most vulnerable citizens and, in-
stead, succumbing to a culture that is 
worse than the disease. 

Instead of death and despair that are 
the underlying principles of assisted 
suicide, our laws should reflect a cul-
ture that promotes life and hope, even 
in our suffering, even in our illness, 
and even in our weakness. 

Jeanette Hall of Oregon was diag-
nosed with cancer in the year 2000. She 
was a supporter of her State’s assisted 
suicide program, and she even voted for 
it. She considered taking her own life 
with the help of her physician when she 
learned she only had 6 months to live. 
Thankfully, she had a life-affirming 
doctor who simply asked her how her 
son, who was attending the police acad-
emy at the time, would feel about it. 
This made her stop and think. 

His question inspired her to opt for 
radiation and chemotherapy, instead of 
suicide, and, over a decade later, she is 
still sharing her testimony. She is ex-
tremely happy to still be alive. 

I have no doubt that Americans like 
Jeanette with chronic illnesses, dis-
abilities, or struggling with mental ill-
ness will be exploited under this law, 
and perhaps even encouraged to pursue 
suicide rather than continue living 
until natural death. This dangerous 
trend is already taking shape in the six 
States that have legalized physician- 
assisted suicide. Precious lives have al-
ready met a premature end. 

Mr. Speaker, there is dignity in all 
human life, and the root meaning of 
dignity is worth. Nothing—not illness, 
not weakness, or despair—can decrease 
the worth of a human life. I cannot 
stand idly by and watch our laws cor-
rupt our culture. 

I am thankful to be joined by several 
of my colleagues who refuse to let this 
dark policy move forward unchecked. 
With that, I would like to yield to my 
colleague from Ohio (Mr. WENSTRUP). 
Dr. WENSTRUP is a physician. He has 
served our country in the Army Re-
serves having deployed to Iraq to treat 
our wounded servicemembers. Dr. 
WENSTRUP, is the prime sponsor of H.J. 
Res. 27, which will overturn this mis-
guided legislation. 

Mr. WENSTRUP. I appreciate that, 
and I thank you for yielding and thank 
you for taking the charge on this this 
evening to share this message. 

Mr. Speaker, first, do no harm. Do no 
harm. These are three short words, but, 
to physicians, they represent a sacred 
charge—three short words that now 
hang in the balance here in the District 
of Columbia after the D.C. Council 
passed the Death with Dignity Act le-
galizing physician-assisted suicide in 
the Nation’s Capital. 

In authorizing doctors to violate the 
Hippocratic oath of ‘‘do no harm,’’ phy-
sician-assisted suicide undermines a 
key safeguard that protects our Na-
tion’s most vulnerable citizens: the dis-
abled, the sick, the poor—a key safe-
guard that helps to ensure our loved 
ones receive the best medical care 
when they need it the most. 

Instead of simply providing end-of- 
life comfort and a potential for cure, 
D.C.’s new law is poised to do more 
harm than good. This act leaves pa-
tients unprotected, doctors unaccount-
able, and our most vulnerable citizens 
at risk of having fewer medical options 
at their disposal rather than having 
more. It is too broad. This act allows 
adults diagnosed with a terminal dis-
ease having less than 6 months to live 
to receive a prescription for medica-
tion to end their life on their own— 
alone. 

There are concerns that the defini-
tion of ‘‘terminal disease’’ is too broad 
since most doctors will admit that ac-
curately predicting life expectancy is 
almost impossible; and it is. There are 
many conditions such as diabetes or 
HIV—they are considered incurable or 
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irreversible, and they are terminal if 
left untreated. There are many diseases 
that are terminal if left untreated, but 
curable if treated. 

This bill fails to accurately protect 
patients from coercion or abuse. De-
spite the fact that depression is com-
monly associated with a patient seek-
ing assisted suicide, D.C.’s legislation 
does not make screening for mental ill-
ness mandatory. It also has no safe-
guard against pressure that family 
members or heirs might exert on a pa-
tient to choose suicide. 

It leaves doctors unaccountable. 
Compliance with the bill’s limited safe-
guards is difficult to track because the 
bill directs doctors not to place the ac-
tual cause and manner of death on the 
death certificate. It doesn’t say ‘‘sui-
cide.’’ The report requirements in the 
bill are not subject to the Freedom of 
Information Act. Perhaps most con-
cerning of all, once the prescription for 
lethal medication is filled, oversight is 
nonexistent. There is no requirement 
to ensure that the prescription was 
used as intended. 

This could limit care. Under the new 
law, patients may end up with fewer 
options, not more options. D.C. resi-
dents who are not able to pay for 
health care out of pocket may find 
their options limited when facing a 
new diagnosis, suffering from a chronic 
illness, facing a disability, or strug-
gling with mental illness. For certain 
medical conditions, assisted suicide 
could become the cheapest option. 

Ultimately, whatever its intentions, 
D.C.’s new law puts patients at risk 
and could limit their access to high- 
quality health care. It could limit their 
access to cures. It prioritizes cost over 
compassion, cost over care. We have 
weighed this legislation. We have 
looked at it seriously, and we find it 
very wanting. D.C. residents deserve 
better. 

Twenty-two years ago, my sister was 
diagnosed with an incurable cancer, 
and she had very little time to live. 
She was, at one point, given the option 
of a bone marrow transparent, and her 
insurance said: It is experimental. We 
don’t cover it. 

We had to fight that, and we were 
going to do it anyway. It is 22 years 
later. She survived. She is doing well. 
She is married and has two children, 
but somebody was telling her: It is not 
worth it. 

This affects people with disabilities. 
This affects the poor. This attitude re-
minds me of a comment from the 
movie, ‘‘It’s a Wonderful Life’’ when 
Mr. Potter says to George Bailey: 
‘‘George, you’re worth more dead than 
alive.’’ That is not who we are, folks. 

In this bill, there is no verification or 
validation that the prescription was 
taken as intended, for the person in-
tended, or even taken at all. There is 
no witness necessary, no provider to 
address any complications that may 
occur when taking the medications, no 
assurance that it is not misused or 
used on someone else, and no actual 
cause of death is reported. 

In this, they say: ‘‘Actions taken in 
accordance with this act do not con-
stitute suicide, assisted suicide, mercy 
killing, or homicide.’’ Oh, really? 
Maybe they should look up the defini-
tions of those words. The definition of 
homicide is the killing of one person by 
another whether intended or not. The 
definition of suicide is the act of tak-
ing one’s own life voluntarily and in-
tentionally. 

This bill is bad for the people of D.C. 
This is bad for America. This is not 
who we are. This is not who we are as 
a compassionate, caring group of 
Americans—especially caregivers, espe-
cially doctors. We can do better, and 
we all need to stand up against this. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Dr. WENSTRUP, I 
thank you for introducing this legisla-
tion and for having the courage to live 
the life you have lived in serving our 
Armed Forces overseas. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) who co-chairs 
our Values Action Team. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. I 
thank my friend and colleague for lead-
ing this Special Order and for taking 
the leadership on this very important 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I am here to try to im-
plore our leadership to bring H.J. Res. 
27 to the floor and, hopefully, to enable 
us, the Members of the people’s House, 
to strike down this deeply flawed and 
deceptively written Death with Dignity 
Act that has been passed in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

This is not a bill about the elderly. It 
is not a bill about the sick and dying, 
as has been stated here. This is a bill 
that legalizes suicide. It actually at-
tempts to normalize euthanasia. As 
you know, Mr. Speaker, this bill ap-
plies to individuals with ‘‘a terminal 
disease.’’ We all know that could be ap-
plied to almost anyone. We could have 
someone with diabetes, for example, 
who is able to live a perfectly normal 
life, in spite of the fact of having an in-
sulin dependency, but without the in-
sulin, it could be terminal—they would 
be. So this bill applies to individuals 
who also may have been misdiagnosed. 

I appreciate Mr. ROTHFUS mentioning 
Jeanette Hall. What a powerful story 
that is—someone who actually voted 
for this bill in Oregon, and then a few 
years later comes to find out that she 
herself has cancer. She tries to have 
her doctor help her end her life. The 
doctor urges her to fight to have treat-
ment. She does so, and now 16 years 
later, she is alive and healthy. 

There is no reason for us to have this 
bill. If you look at the suicide rate in 
Oregon since that bill was passed in 
that State in 1997, they have 42 percent 
above the national average of suicide 
in that State. 

I appreciate Dr. WENSTRUP, too. Just 
the flaws that he identified that this 
bill has are alarming. The fact that it, 
more than likely, will—certainly, the 
potential is there—lead to elder abuse. 
The bill has no requirement that the 
death certificate lists the real cause of 

death. It will just be required to say 
‘‘natural causes’’ when, in fact, there 
was a lethal drug injected. The drug 
itself is not required to be disclosed. 
The bill does not require a medical pro-
fessional to be present to administer 
the lethal drug. 

Furthermore, as was alluded to a mo-
ment ago, the bill bars law enforce-
ment and, arguably, courts from re-
viewing medical records at the Depart-
ment of Health, effectively potentially 
preventing them from doing their jobs 
in cases where there may have been 
foul play. 

Mr. Speaker, please know that this 
does not simply apply to D.C. residents 
but to those who reside in D.C., which 
would include everyone in this House. 

I urge my colleagues to join in co-
sponsoring H.J. Res. 27. I urge our lead-
ership to bring this to the floor for a 
vote. I thank the gentleman for giving 
me the opportunity to speak. 

b 1945 

Mr. ROTHFUS. I thank Representa-
tive HICE. 

Mr. Speaker, this law, the point 
about what is going to go on the death 
certificate, we have had a debate lately 
in our country about alternative facts, 
and here we have a law that says you 
can’t say on the death certificate what 
the cause of death was. It’s going to be 
poison. It’s going to be some adminis-
tered drug that is not supposed to be 
used as it was intended, as it was au-
thorized by the FDA to be used, but for 
a whole other purpose—to end the life 
of somebody. I think that is a very se-
rious concern. I think, again, this is at 
war with truth and at war with logic. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER). 
VICKY co-chairs our values action team 
with Mr. HICE. 

Mrs. HARTZLER. Thank you very 
much, Representative ROTHFUS. I ap-
preciate so much your leadership on 
this issue, as well as Dr. WENSTRUP, 
bringing this very, very necessary bill 
to the floor. Time is of the essence, and 
literally lives are at stake. Sometimes 
you hear that discussed here, well, this 
bill is going to impact life. This one 
truly does. This is a life-or-death mat-
ter with just a time limit. 

The way that this works is that the 
Constitution gives Congress authority 
over the District of Columbia. While 
they can have their own council and 
they can make laws, we have ultimate 
oversight as elected Representatives of 
this country over what happens here. 
When they pass a bill here allowing 
death to occur by physician-assisted 
suicide, we have the opportunity and 
we have the obligation to step in and 
to say no. 

As Representative ROTHFUS said, this 
is the people’s town. This is representa-
tive of our entire country here, and 
this does not represent what we stand 
for, that if someone has an awful diag-
nosis that they are encouraged and en-
abled to be able to take their own life 
without any—any—oversight in this. 
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We have got to reject this. That is why 
we are here tonight. 

The statistics are staggering. Suicide 
is the tenth leading cause of death 
across the spectrum of ages, and the 
death toll is, sadly, on the rise. Nearly 
43,000 individuals took their own life in 
2014. Now, that is a heart-wrenching 
number of people desperate and seem-
ingly without hope and whose solution 
to traumatic life situations, clinical 
depression, or mental disorders was to 
take their own life. 

But another, more sinister layer to 
this suicide crisis in America arises 
when agents of healing become dis-
tributors of lethal dosages. Five States 
now and the District of Columbia have 
legalized physician-assisted suicide. 

The taking of human life is a crimi-
nal act in nearly every State and 
throughout the Federal Code; yet a few 
regions of the country, sadly, have em-
braced the tragic idea that it is better 
to prescribe death than to provide life- 
sustaining care, and they are tasking 
the medical profession, those sworn to 
provide and take care of people—they 
have tasked them with carrying out 
this ghastly deed. 

So you go to your doctor on one hand 
when you have an illness or your child 
is sick and you are asking and expect-
ing the doctor to be looking out for 
your best interests and to prescribe 
medicine to help you get better, and 
then the next day you are tasking that 
same physician—you are supposed to 
go back and ask them to kill your rel-
ative and prescribe death medicine? 
This is wrong. 

But here is another sobering fact: le-
galizing physician-assisted suicide can 
lead to an increase in overall suicide 
rates. That was just what was shared 
by Representative HICE, what has ex-
actly happened in Oregon, with an over 
40 percent higher rate of suicide there 
than in other places. So if you are con-
cerned about suicide prevention, you 
should be concerned about efforts to 
normalize doctors prescribing a bottle 
of pills intended to end a patient’s life. 

Physician-assisted suicide preys on 
the sick, the elderly, and the disabled. 
The frail are the most vulnerable to 
rising healthcare costs, elder abuse, 
and physician-assisted suicide. There is 
no accountability should a family 
member, friend, or medical provider de-
termine that a particular patient is too 
sick, too old, or too disabled to con-
tinue living. Any doctor can write a 
prescription, and no witness is re-
quired. 

Physician-assisted suicide shreds 
human dignity by legally and subjec-
tively distinguishing between a life 
worth living and a life better off dead. 
The focus should be on improving 
healthcare options, palliative, and end- 
of-life care for terminally ill patients, 
not killing those suffering from sick-
ness or disease. 

So I call on my fellow Members of 
Congress to pass the resolution of dis-
approval sponsored by Dr. BRAD 
WENSTRUP to reject D.C.’s dangerous 

policy and to ensure that all Ameri-
cans, including those here in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, are granted the basic 
right to life. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative HARTZLER for coming 
to the floor tonight and speaking on 
this bill. It is interesting that legal-
izing assisted suicide can lead to an in-
crease in suicide. We spend hundreds of 
millions of dollars in our country on 
suicide prevention. It would seem that 
laws such as the one that the District 
of Columbia has passed really go 
against that fundamental public policy 
that we have in this country of saying 
no to suicide. 

With that, it is a real privilege for 
me to yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HARRIS). ANDY HARRIS is 
another physician whom I serve with 
who has served in our Nation’s mili-
tary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania for yielding to me. 

The gentleman just brought up an in-
teresting point. It is true that in the 
Netherlands, when they reviewed their 
experience, they found that just legal-
izing physician-assisted suicide actu-
ally increases the amount of nonphysi-
cian-assisted suicide. It sends the 
wrong message. It absolutely sends the 
wrong message. 

I want to thank the good doctor from 
Ohio for introducing this bill because 
certainly the Nation’s Capital is one 
where we should be very careful since 
the Constitution has entrusted us with 
approving or disapproving the laws in 
the Nation’s Capital. It behooves Con-
gress to take a good look at a law like 
this, the so-called Death with Dignity 
Act. Now, that is striking because 
most people don’t associate suicide 
with dignity in any way, shape, or 
form, and for good reason. But I will 
get to that. 

There are a lot of myths associated 
with the bill. First of all, assisted sui-
cide somehow offers patients more 
choices. It actually doesn’t. What it 
does is it actually sends a very strong 
message that regardless of the many 
types of disease you might have and 
the many types of treatment that may 
be available, there is one final, com-
mon pathway that the State—in this 
case, the District—would now say is 
perfectly acceptable. In fact, it is not 
only perfectly acceptable, it is legal to 
actually go to a physician and ask 
them to participate in your suicide. 
That doesn’t lead to more choice; that 
ultimately leads to less choice. 

But the use of the word ‘‘dignity’’ is 
striking to me because the number one 
group of individuals, if we would col-
lectively look at how we would de-
scribe those individuals to whom this 
applies, really, are individuals with 
some kind of disability, perhaps with a 
disease or disability that, according to 
the law, two physicians would just 
have to agree, knowing how imperfect 
the idea to predict lifespan is, that 
those could result in death in 6 

months. Associating that kind of prob-
lem with the ultimate outcome of 
death by suicide I think removes dig-
nity. It doesn’t add dignity to anyone’s 
life. 

Worse than that, what we have done 
now and what we have seen in terms of 
the functional reduction of choice is 
that, according to many of the new 
payment systems for health care in 
this country, you actually align the in-
centives of the patient’s health care 
from top to bottom. 

What do I mean by that? 
Now over half the physicians in the 

country no longer work for themselves; 
they are employed by entities. Fre-
quently, these entities share the same 
financial risk as the physicians in 
terms of their being driven to save 
money. That is it. There are numerous 
incentives to save money within the 
law. If you don’t believe me, go back 
and read the Medicare rules and regula-
tions. 

In fact, it should be noted that in the 
Netherlands, where assisted suicide has 
been legal for years, the average age 
for women is 65 who participate; for 
men it is 62. That means, Mr. Speaker, 
almost half the individuals are Medi-
care patients. There are powerful in-
centives built into Medicare to save 
money—powerful incentives—account-
able care organizations, for instance, 
where the physician who is the pa-
tient’s attending physician happens to 
work for the same healthcare system 
that shares in financial incentives if 
money is saved. 

Mr. Speaker, I would proffer—and I 
think any Member who is against this 
legislation and for the Death with Dig-
nity Act should stipulate that, clearly, 
it saves money to give someone a $300 
prescription for secobarbital rather 
than pay for expensive cancer therapy 
or expensive therapy that might cure a 
patient. That doesn’t give a patient 
dignity. That doesn’t add to their dig-
nity. What that does is it now places 
the patient in the situation, if they 
truly understand the financial incen-
tives in the system, to actually ques-
tion whether their physician is doing 
the right thing for them. 

In fact, the consulting physician 
under the Death with Dignity Act 
doesn’t have to belong to a different fi-
nancial entity. A physician working for 
this healthcare entity who actually 
saves money through the act of suicide 
can send the patient right across the 
hall to a consulting physician to agree, 
that consulting physician being a part 
of the same accountable care organiza-
tion. That is wrong. But that is the sit-
uation patients will find themselves in, 
questioning whether their physician 
has a financial incentive to write that 
lethal prescription. 

Now, the other straw man that is set 
up very frequently, and if you look at 
the Pew Research study that asks peo-
ple their opinion, ‘‘Do you think we 
should allow death with dignity?’’ they 
frequently mention only one situation: 
a patient with terminal disease in ex-
treme pain. But, Mr. Speaker, the data 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:55 Feb 07, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06FE7.047 H06FEPT1S
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 H1001 February 6, 2017 
is that only 20 percent of patients who 
seek physician-assisted suicide have 
pain as their primary reason. 

Now, we are all compassionate peo-
ple. Every human being has suffered 
pain, some human beings more than 
others, and it is not hard to understand 
how someone answering that poll ques-
tion thinking of a patient with ter-
minal illness in severe pain, knowing 
what pain is about, how difficult it is 
to treat pain unless it is done with the 
most modern methods, might say, 
yeah, maybe dying is better. But, Mr. 
Speaker, that is a straw man: 80 per-
cent of patients say it is something 
else; 92 percent saying it is losing au-
tonomy—losing autonomy. 

Our solution to losing autonomy in a 
patient or being less able to engage in 
activities making life enjoyable, 90 per-
cent of patients saying that, society’s 
solution is to write a lethal prescrip-
tion? 

I will tell you, I am most troubled— 
and I will close with this. As a physi-
cian, I went into medicine to actually 
help people, to help people get better. 
That is why people go into health care. 
That is why my daughters became 
nurses. They became nurses to help 
people get better. God knows that is 
what we want to do. That is true com-
passion. 

But now to say that if a physician, 
against their Hippocratic oath, shall 
prescribe a medication that knowingly 
kills a patient—and let’s not mince 
words. That is what the Death with 
Dignity Act does. It says a licensed 
practitioner with a license to heal now 
has a license to kill—knowingly kill— 
a patient put under their care. That is 
a step, Mr. Speaker, I would offer that, 
as a society, we should take a long and 
hard look at before we ask our healers 
to, effectively, become killers. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Dr. HARRIS for taking a long, hard look 
at what is going to happen here in the 
District of Columbia if we do not bring 
H.J. Res. 27 to the floor to block this 
misguided legislation. 

Dr. HARRIS talked about compassion. 
Certainly, we all have family members, 
we all have friends who have had very 
difficult illnesses, and we have been at 
bedsides when people have passed. 
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It is good to know that we have pal-
liative care that is available to help 
people in pain, to make sure that they 
are getting everything they can with-
out having a doctor violate his or her 
Hippocratic oath to do no harm. 

I really thank Dr. HARRIS for his 
words and for reminding us how he was 
called to the healing arts. He has got 
family members engaged in the healing 
arts. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL), another 
Representative that we are joined by 
this evening, a newer member from the 
Big One, I think it is called, also hav-
ing served in the Army Reserve. He did 
not do his physician’s work in the 

Army Reserve, because I don’t know 
what the rules are with women service-
members and giving birth, but cer-
tainly we have women servicemembers 
giving birth. I don’t think they are 
overseas, although they may be in Ger-
many and other places. I don’t think 
they are going to be in a war zone. 

Certainly, he has got plenty of expe-
rience. He has delivered over 5,000 ba-
bies. He certainly has seen his share of 
difficult cases with patients. It is good 
to have him here this evening to talk 
about this legislation. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
tonight with fellow physicians and 
other colleagues to speak out against 
the shameful act being allowed in some 
parts of this country: physician-as-
sisted suicide. 

When I became a physician, I took an 
oath in which I promised to help the 
sick and to abstain from all intentional 
wrongdoing and harm. To help inten-
tionally take the life of a patient is 
morally abhorrent. 

It is not only the beginning of a slip-
pery slope that devalues the sanctity of 
all human life. It is not only based on 
a subjective set of qualifications law-
yers and lobbyists agree to. It is 
against the very oath that my fellow 
physicians swear to uphold. I encour-
age my colleagues to fight for these 
same beliefs, to treat life as sacred, 
and, first of all, to do no harm. 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, it is 
simple: this Congress has a responsi-
bility. The Founders made us, this Con-
gress—the House and the Senate—the 
stewards of this city, this beautiful 
Federal alabaster city. The Founders 
vested in us the exclusive legislative 
power over the District of Columbia. 

H.J. Res. 27, which will block the so- 
called D.C. Death With Dignity Act, is 
a bill that goes to the character of this 
Congress, to the character of the Dis-
trict, to the character of this country. 

Will this Congress allow this law to 
go into effect? 

For the vulnerable, I hope not. For 
the physicians who are supposed to 
heal, I hope not. 

Earlier in my remarks, I talked 
about how beautiful it is to look at 
this city from Arlington and to recol-
lect our 35th President and the inspir-
ing words he spoke on January 20, 1961. 
He ended that address with these 
words: ‘‘With a good conscience our 
only sure reward, with history the final 
judge of our deeds, let us go forth to 
lead the land we love, asking His bless-
ing and His help, but knowing that 
here on earth God’s work must truly be 
our own.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, let’s lead the land we 
love. Let this House move ahead with 
H.J. Res. 27 and prevent this legisla-
tion, the D.C. Death With Dignity Act, 
from staining our Nation’s capital. 

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

f 

CHALLENGES AHEAD 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. O’ROURKE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, our country and the community 
that I have the honor of representing, 
El Paso, Texas, lost one of our best: Dr. 
Joseph E. Torres, who was 93 years old 
at the time of his death, still prac-
ticing dentistry in the community of 
El Paso, and somebody who left a ter-
rific legacy for his family, for our com-
munity, for this country, and for all 
posterity. 

Dr. Torres served in the U.S. Army 
Air Corps from 1942 to 1945. He first 
served as an infantryman, and then 
later as a bombardier and a navigator 
for the B–17 aircraft. 

Dr. Torres flew 13 bombing missions 
over Germany, one of the most difficult 
missions to be assigned to anybody, 
over the course of World War II. He 
later joined and served as a lieutenant 
in the Army Air Corps Reserve from 
1945 to 1947. He later joined the Air 
Force Dental Reserve, where he 
reached the rank of colonel. 

As I said, he was a practicing dentist 
in El Paso, Texas. After his time in 
unform, he continued to serve his com-
munity and he continued to serve his 
El Pasoans, his fellow Texans, and his 
fellow Americans. He never stopped 
being an advocate for servicemembers, 
veterans, and this country. 

So here today we mourn his loss. 
Preceding him in death from that 

Greatest Generation, not too long ago, 
in August 2016, was Maynard L. 
Beamesderfer, known as ‘‘Beamy’’ to 
his friends and his fans. He was one of 
the original 350 Pathfinders, who were 
the first combat paratroopers to jump 
into Normandy, France, before the D- 
day invasion in 1944. He was a member 
of the 501st Parachute Infantry Regi-
ment and 101st Airborne Division. Mr. 
Beamesderfer died at the age of 92. 

The third gentleman that I want to 
introduce to you and who I would like 
to talk about today and whose story I 
would like to share is someone I great-
ly admire and who I have had the privi-
lege of meeting several times and being 
able to introduce my oldest son Ulysses 
to. That is Retired Lieutenant Colonel 
Robert E. Chisolm, ‘‘Bob,’’ who is a 
founding member of the 82nd Airborne 
Division Association in El Paso. He is 
someone who is very much still with 
us, full of vigor, strength, energy, and 
an inspiration at a time that we so 
badly need him. 

He is also the rarest of Americans. 
He is a combat veteran of World War II, 
he is a combat veteran of Korea, and he 
is a combat veteran of Vietnam. In 
fact, he is one of only 325 combat vet-
erans in the history of the United 
States military authorized to wear the 
Triple Combat Infantryman Badge for 
combat service in three separate wars. 

During World War II, he earned the 
Legion of Merit Award, which can only 
be obtained after receiving direct ap-
proval from the President of the United 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:55 Feb 07, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00023 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K06FE7.048 H06FEPT1S
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 — HOUSEH1002 February 6, 2017 
States. He was also recognized by the 
French Government more recently in 
2012, at which time a French general 
awarded him the French Legion of 
Honor Award and the status of Knight-
hood. 

We are grateful for the service of 
these three amazing Americans, these 
three outstanding El Pasoans, these 
three great examples to each and every 
one of us of who are we when we are at 
our best and what we are willing to do 
to serve this country and the cause of 
freedom and the best interests of hu-
manity. 

It is these three men and others who 
join them in the Greatest Generation, 
the men and women throughout this 
country who endured and suffered, sur-
vived, and began to thrive through the 
Great Depression. Following that, they 
proudly and gladly served their coun-
try in World War II in a world away, 
whether it was in North Africa, Italy, 
Europe, or the Asia Pacific. 

These were men and women who 
fought for not just this country, but 
who fought for and won a world order 
that has more or less sustained us for 
the last 75 years; a world order that 
was won, fought for, and sustained 
through enormous treasure, blood, and 
sacrifice of this country, sustained, 
fought for, and won by men like Bob 
Chisolm, ‘‘Beamy’’ Beamesderfer, and 
Dr. Torres. 

I bring them up today so, one, we can 
pay honor and tribute to them; and, 
two, so that we can remember what is 
at stake today, in 2017, seemingly a 
world away from when Dr. Torres first 
served in the Army Air Corps in 1942. It 
is a world where the United States is 
the sole superpower, where we guar-
antee the lanes of trade, the connec-
tions between countries, the viability 
of an entire continent in Europe. The 
benefits from the treasure and the 
blood and the sacrifice and our 
sustainment of these policies over the 
last 70 to 75 years has accrued pri-
marily to the United States, but also 
to our allies and also, I would argue, to 
the rest of the world. 

We have largely seen in that time a 
time of peace, a time where we avoided 
major world wars, where we peacefully 
sustained and outlasted the Soviet 
Union and ushered in a new era of 
peace in Eastern Europe. 

When we think about the challenges 
that we face today, those countries 
who do not see a place in this world 
order that we won and have sustained— 
countries like Russia, China, Iran, 
North Korea, each of whom, in their 
own way, pose a threat not just to the 
United States, not just to their neigh-
bors in their respective regions, but to 
the world and the order that we have 
bought at such a dear cost. 

When we think about what is going 
on today, it is critically important 
that we move forward very carefully 
and mindful of what it took to bring 
this world order about and what could 
happen if this world order collapses. 

As General David Petraeus told us 
last week in a House Armed Services 

Committee meeting, this world order 
did not will itself into existence. It did 
not sustain itself. It did not win itself. 
All of that was done by Americans, for 
Americans, for our allies, for our inter-
ests, and our values around the world. 
It is important that we be mindful of 
that when all of that is at stake and 
when it is under threat unlike any 
time since the collapse of the Soviet 
Union. 

As we begin a new Congress with a 
new administration, we have several 
choices before us. We can shore up that 
world order and the alliances and rela-
tionships that underpin them. An ex-
ample is the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization, or NATO, our partnership 
with 28 European countries that has ef-
fectively kept the peace on that con-
tinent for more than 70 years. Or we 
can refer to that arrangement and that 
treaty as obsolete and we can ask the 
Europeans to take care of their own 
business without assistance or alliance 
from the United States. 

Perhaps that is in the best interest of 
this country. Perhaps that reduces the 
burden on the United States taxpayer. 
Perhaps that reduces the burden on the 
servicemembers now deployed in Eu-
rope, reassuring that continent. 

Perhaps it is also better for Russia as 
they continue to probe the weaknesses 
in the Western alliance; as they move 
into Ukraine and seize Crimea or are 
active in the eastern part of that coun-
try; as they interfere in elections 
throughout the Western world, most 
notably our own in 2016, but not lim-
ited solely to the United States, and 
where we fear they may be active again 
in interfering in other elections in the 
free world. 
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Perhaps this is good for Russia to 
think of NATO as obsolete or to with-
draw our commitment because our al-
lies are not ponying up their fair share 
of the burden, and I think that is a real 
concern. Maybe that is good for us. 
Maybe that is good for Europe. It is 
certainly going to be good for Russia. 
The consequence for that, my col-
leagues, may very well be that, while 
we might save some in what we are 
spending in treasure and sacrifice and 
service in Europe today, we may be 
called back again, as we were in the 
World War I and afterwards in World 
War II to defend that continent from 
tyranny at extraordinary costs to our 
treasury, to the lives of those who 
serve, to the lives that are lost, to the 
lives that are changed forever. 

When we look at another part of the 
world in the South China Sea and to 
our allies there like Japan, the Phil-
ippines, increasingly, Vietnam, perhaps 
it is better that we allow China to de-
cide what is best for that region and 
for those countries at the expense of 
those who, today, are our allies. Cer-
tainly, it would save the taxpayer the 
resources that we expend today to prop 
up and support our allies, to ensure 
their defense, and to ensure our inter-

ests. Perhaps it would be good for those 
countries in that region, including Tai-
wan. It would certainly be good for 
China, a growing competitor not just 
in the South China Sea, not just in 
Asia, but, increasingly, around the 
world. 

So we have a choice there to make as 
well: Do we retrench, withdraw, close 
ourselves off from the rest of the world 
and our commitments and our obliga-
tions? Again, the benefit of which has 
largely accrued to us, as it has to our 
allies and much of the rest of the 
world. Or do we fix what is not working 
now; sustain, perhaps even grow, that 
commitment; meet the threats; and ad-
dress the fears that that part of the 
world has? It comes at some cost, and 
it is not a trivial one. 

But I would argue that we cannot 
foresee the future where the United 
States is not involved in the South 
China Sea, in east Asia, with our allies 
in that region. We don’t know for sure 
what will happen, but we know that 
power abhors a vacuum. We know that 
where the United States is not, other 
world powers will be; and they cer-
tainly don’t have the interests of our 
citizens, our values, and our way of life 
at heart. 

When it comes to the Middle East 
and the series of serious challenges 
that we face there from Iraq and Syria 
to north Africa in Libya, to our dif-
ficult relationship with Saudi Arabia, 
who is an ally and at the same time the 
source of so much that threatens that 
region and, ultimately, the United 
States, certainly, in the short term, it 
would be cheaper to withdraw our com-
mitments and our support, our re-
sources and our servicemembers, who 
are there at such great cost, again, to 
this country and to themselves and to 
their families, who bear the burden of 
the fight and sustain those injuries 
when they are incurred and mourn the 
losses of those servicemembers who 
never make it back. 

It is easy to argue, in the short term, 
that that could be good for the United 
States. But it is hard to argue, in the 
long term, that, without our leader-
ship, without some level of involve-
ment, including military involvement, 
but especially diplomatic and political 
engagement with the governments and 
the people and the interests in the Mid-
dle East, it is hard to argue that, with-
out that, our interests, our goals, our 
values will be respected, accepted, hon-
ored, and seen through. What is much 
more likely is that we will find our-
selves there again, responding to a 
great crisis at greater expense of life 
and treasure to this country. 

And that story repeats throughout 
the world. Whatever country, whatever 
region, whatever hemisphere, whatever 
continent, when the United States is 
not there, neither are our interests, 
neither are we able to benefit, and nei-
ther is the world able to depend on 
some level of peace, security, and sta-
bility. 

I urge this House, our new President, 
those whom we represent to think 
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about what is at stake right now 
around the world, to understand how 
this international order was brought 
about, how it was fought for and won 
and sustained, and how tragic it would 
be, after 75 years, after the noble sac-
rifice of so many of the Greatest Gen-
eration and of the generations that fol-
lowed who served in Korea, who served 
in Vietnam, who served in the first 
Gulf War, who are serving today in our 
wars that followed the attacks of 9/11, 
how terrible would it be for us to lose 
what we have fought so hard to gain in 
the span of one administration? 

It does not have to be that way. I 
think working together, across party 
lines, with this administration, with 
Congress, both Houses, with the Amer-
ican people, certainly supporting our 
servicemembers and honoring the sac-
rifices of our veterans, I think together 
we can meet this challenge, just as we 
have met serious challenges in the 
past. But we are going to need to cor-
rect our course, and we will need to do 
so immediately. 

No longer can we mock allies, try to 
humiliate our neighbor to the south, 
the country of Mexico. 

No longer can we call into question 
an alliance that has withstood the test 
of time and has ensured the peace of 
this country and the continent of Eu-
rope: the NATO alliance. 

No longer can we threaten to with-
draw from international obligations, 
whether they are at the U.N., whether 
they are bilateral trade negotiations or 
multilateral trade agreements. 

No longer can we think that the 
United States can serve as a bunker 
against the rest of the world. It is too 
late for that. It was too late for that in 
World War II when the three brave gen-
tlemen that I began my speech with de-
cided to serve this country and to pur-
chase the freedom and the world order 
that so many take for granted today. 

I think it is incumbent upon us to try 
to offer an alternative to the course 
that we are currently on, an alter-
native that I would say starts here at 
home and with those countries that 
border ours. It starts with acknowl-
edging that Mexico, for example, is far 
more an opportunity than it is a threat 
to the United States, that today we do 
hundreds of billions of dollars of trade 
with Mexico, trade that is unique in its 
character such that, when we export to 
Mexico, certainly we win. Those are 
U.S. jobs, U.S. products being exported 
to the country of Mexico, bought by 
Mexican consumers. The proceeds flow 
back to the U.S. worker and to the 
owners of those businesses and compa-
nies. 

But when we import from Mexico, it 
is important to remember, 40 percent 
of the value of our imports from that 
country were generated here in the 
United States. Those same factory 
floor jobs in Michigan, in Indiana, in 
Ohio, in Tennessee, in Texas produce 
products that are exported to Mexico 
for final assembly and then brought 
back into the United States. 

Forty percent of the value of our im-
ports from Mexico are U.S. content. 
When we look at China, it is 4 percent. 
When we export to Mexico, we win. 
When we import from Mexico, we win. 
We win jobs, 6 million American jobs 
that, today, are dependent on U.S.- 
Mexico trade. 

Nearly half a million of those are in 
the State of Texas alone, each one of 
them jeopardized by the course that 
this country has taken under this new 
administration, each one of those po-
tentially lost if we cannot redevelop a 
positive relationship with the country 
of Mexico, certainly one in which our 
interests are most important to the 
United States, where the U.S. worker 
is preeminent, but where, nonetheless, 
we understand the larger picture and 
the longer game, that our future—the 
United States and Mexico—is a shared 
future, that the way we manufacture 
today is done together, both countries 
producing products that are made in 
North America along with Canada. 
That is what is going on here today, 
that we are linked in a way that can-
not be unlinked without causing seri-
ous trauma, job loss, economic down-
turns, and insecurity for the United 
States. 

In the last 30 years, as we have grown 
closer to Mexico and had a stronger 
economic relationship with that coun-
try that results in the hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars of trade that cross our 
ports of entry every year, at the same 
time, we have grown a stronger, closer 
security relationship such that the 
most notorious criminal mastermind in 
the history of Mexico, Joaquin 
Guzman, El Chapo, was recently extra-
dited to the United States despite con-
siderations of Mexican sovereignty. De-
spite, perhaps, the loss of pride that is 
entailed in sending that country’s 
criminal who is responsible for count-
less deaths, for drug production, drug 
transit, and the drugs that cross into 
the United States and are consumed in 
Mexico and other parts of the world, 
Mexico did that precisely because of 
the strong security relationship that 
has grown between these two coun-
tries. 

So should we pursue a path of humil-
iation for our southern neighbor? 
Should we build a 2,000-mile wall in a 
hopeless effort to seal that country off 
from ours? Should we propose imposing 
a 20 percent tax on all goods coming in 
from Mexico which, again, remember, 
will not just hurt the Mexican worker, 
but will hurt the U.S. worker as well? 

Should we do all that, not only will 
we hurt ourselves economically, we 
will deeply damage the security bonds 
that exist today between those two 
countries, security bonds that keep us 
safe, that keep us secure, that help ex-
plain why today, despite the headlines, 
despite the campaign rhetoric, the 
facts show that the U.S.-Mexico border 
has never been more secure. It has 
never been more safe. It has never 
posed less of an immediate risk or haz-
ard to Americans. 

It has a lot to do with the brave men 
and women in the United States Border 
Patrol, those who also serve in police 
departments like ours in El Paso, in 
sheriff’s departments like those under 
the command of Sheriff Richard Wiles 
in El Paso County. It has a lot to do 
with the immigrant populations who 
live in the communities along the U.S.- 
Mexico border who are such a part of 
our safety because they are striving to 
get ahead, to keep out of trouble, to 
learn, to study, to do better, to con-
tribute to, participate in, and reap the 
benefits of the American Dream. 

But we are also safe because the 
country of Mexico has made a commit-
ment to help keep us safe. When we are 
concerned about transnational crimi-
nal organizations coming from the 
three most dangerous countries in the 
world today—El Salvador, Guatemala, 
Honduras—we have a partner in Mex-
ico, who checks their advance at Mexi-
co’s southern border, who ensures, 
when we have the greatest humani-
tarian crisis this hemisphere has ever 
seen because of the brutality and vio-
lence that we see in those northern tri-
angle countries in Central America, 
that Mexico is our partner in helping 
to provide shelter, sustenance, and aid 
to those frightened young children 
leaving the northern triangle. 

Some still make their way to the 
United States and present themselves, 
not trying to evade detection, but 
present themselves to Border Patrol 
agents and Customs officers at our 
ports of entry. No wall could ever keep 
them out. 

But as many as are coming from Cen-
tral America today, we have record low 
levels of northbound migration and 
asylum-seeking attempts crossing the 
U.S.-Mexico border. The number last 
year was somewhere around 400,000 
northbound apprehensions. The number 
16 years ago was 1.6 million northbound 
apprehensions. 

For all the reasons that I gave, and 
one of them an important one—and we 
must keep that in mind—is Mexico: our 
relationship, our partnership, part of 
that world order that we have fought 
for, worked so hard for, sustained at 
such great cost. These are the divi-
dends that world order is producing for 
the United States today in jobs, in eco-
nomic growth, in the security and safe-
ty of our communities and the people 
we represent. 

b 2030 

El Paso, Texas, in fact, is the safest 
city in the United States today. It was 
the safest city last year, it was the 
safest city the year before that, and it 
has been among the safest cities in 
America for the last 15 years. It is not 
an outlier, and it is not an anomaly. 
The second safest city is San Diego, 
California, another large U.S. border 
city, conjoined with its sister city of 
Tijuana. 

So when we upend this world order, 
when we upend our relationships, when 
we bully, humiliate, and threaten the 
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countries with whom we have been al-
lied and partnered for so many years 
now, not only will they suffer, which I 
can only assume is the intent of the 
President, but so will we. We also do 
deep disservice and dishonor to those 
who have fought so hard, worked so 
long, and done so much to build up 
something today that we are the lucky 
heirs to. 

Furthermore, our leadership position 
in the world is not sustained on blood 
and treasure and diplomacy alone. It is 
the values that we live out each and 
every day in our homes, in our commu-
nities, and, yes, here in our govern-
ment, in the United States Congress. 
Values that include taking in the 
world’s refugees. 

After screening, ensuring the secu-
rity and safety of the communities into 
which they will come, which we have 
always done—and no one is vetted or 
screened more thoroughly than a ref-
ugee from another country trying to 
enter the United States—most will not 
be able to make it, even under previous 
administrations. But after that screen-
ing has taken place, when they come to 
this country, those refugees, those asy-
lum seekers, and those immigrants are 
the ones who have helped to build this 
success story, this exceptional country, 
this indispensable Nation, the United 
States. 

And when we turn off the lamp of lib-
erty, when we no longer shine as a bea-
con to the refugees, the aspirational 
people around the world who are look-
ing for a better life, who were called to 
our shores by our values and what we 
represent around the world, and what 
we have always fought for and proved 
in actions beyond our words, when that 
lamp goes out, when we begin religious 
tests for the kinds of immigrants who 
we will bring into this country, when 
we do things that are immediately po-
litically popular but are not in the best 
traditions of this country, we lose that 
place of prominence around the world, 
not just to the countries and the deci-
sionmakers within those countries— 
the kings and queens and presidents 
and prime ministers—we lose that 
place of prominence with the people 
around the world who have always 
looked to the United States for exam-
ple and for leadership. 

And so I ask my colleagues to join 
me in ensuring that, as troubling as 
this course has been in the first few 
weeks of this administration, we re-
member that we still have time to cor-
rect it and that we have an obligation 
to offer an alternative, one that has 
served this country so well for so long 
and is a source of so much of our 
strength, our exceptionalism, and our 
greatness. I call on my colleagues to 
move beyond Presidential fiat, beyond 
executive order, beyond the whims of a 
new administration, and to set in law 
our values and our priorities. 

Ultimately, we must be able to re-
form our system of immigration laws. 
But short of that, we must at least be 
able to honor the ones who are already 

on the books. We have to do more to 
ensure that those who need us most in 
the world can find a home in this coun-
try, not solely for their benefit. That is 
the moral imperative. That is the argu-
ment that can persuade us in our 
hearts, but also because the value and 
the benefit will accrue to this country 
economically in our security, in our vi-
brancy, and in ensuring that the next 
generation is going to be the leaders, 
whether it comes to the businesses 
that are created, the books and the art 
that are created, the leadership that is 
needed, and the service that we demand 
in uniform throughout the world. 

Certainly that comes from native 
born U.S. citizens, but it also, as we 
know when we think about the history 
of this country, that comes from those 
who came to our shores. Or, like most 
of the Western Hemisphere, whether 
your family came from Mexico or El 
Salvador or Argentina, there is a good 
chance that your Ellis Island was El 
Paso, Texas, that your family first set 
foot on U.S. soil in the community 
that I have the honor to represent 
today. Whether it was in Segundo 
Barria, or the Chihuahuita neighbor-
hood, or the Chamizal district, El Paso 
has been that first welcoming commu-
nity to millions who have answered the 
promise, the potential, the oppor-
tunity, and the beacon of hope that we 
have provided for the world. 

It is no accident, and it is totally 
connected, that El Paso’s safety is di-
rectly proportional to our connection 
to the rest of the world, to Mexico, to 
these people who so many of our polit-
ical leaders want to sow fear and anx-
iety and misapprehension about. They 
want to vilify these people, call them 
rapists and thugs and criminals, when 
the facts bear out that they are the 
very reason that we are so secure and 
so safe. 

So imagine in the Ellis Island of the 
Western Hemisphere—El Paso, Texas— 
building a wall that would forever sep-
arate and divide us from the rest of the 
hemisphere, from the place where we 
meet the rest of the world. That, too, 
will compromise our leadership posi-
tion in the world. That, too, will dis-
honor the noble sacrifice that we have 
seen from countless servicemembers 
from those who pursue U.S. policy 
around the world, and to those who are 
now serving in more than 140 countries 
around the globe. 

I think about another country and 
another wall at another time that 
proved American exceptionalism when 
the Soviets constructed the Berlin Wall 
to keep East Germans from being able 
to flee to the West, those East Ger-
mans who, in some way, were respond-
ing to the hope that I am talking about 
that we have so long represented 
around the world. It was the United 
States that overcame that wall. It was 
people like General James H. Polk who 
ensured that the people of East Berlin 
had hope, that the people of West Ber-
lin had hope, that we made every effort 
to fulfill our commitments, not just to 

Americans on American soil, but to 
American values wherever they may be 
represented around the world. While 
other governments were building walls, 
the United States was doing the right 
thing. 

And it was a President of the United 
States, Ronald Reagan, who challenged 
the Soviet empire to tear down this 
wall. How far have we come that today, 
in 2017, in the living lifetime of those 
who served with President Reagan, who 
voted for President Reagan, who lived 
in the America that President Reagan 
was a President of, that we are contem-
plating building a wall that would keep 
people out, that would separate people 
who have a common future, a common 
history? And in places like El Paso and 
Ciudad Juarez, 3 million people who 
form the largest binational community 
in the world, two people who have a 
common identity, nothing to be afraid 
of, nothing to be anxious about, noth-
ing to be scared of. We, the United 
States, are at our best when we are 
strong, when we are confident, when we 
are bold. We are at our worst when we 
are anxious, when we are afraid, when 
we are scared. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that we not make 
policy out of fear, that we not stoke 
anxiety, that we not lose the best, 
strongest traditions of who we are as 
Americans, but, instead, follow those 
traditions. And when we do, we will be 
able to change the course that this 
country is now on. We will be able to 
help this President to do the right 
thing, the right thing for this country, 
in this country more importantly, but 
to do the right thing for this country 
when it means standing up for our val-
ues, our interests, our allies around the 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, for many in this coun-
try and for many around the world, 
these are some of the darkest days in 
recent memory. But I have hope be-
cause we have had far darker days in 
this country before. And the institu-
tions, such as the one that we are in 
today, and the American people whose 
work we do at whose pleasure we serve, 
who we represent in this Chamber, are 
a remarkable, resilient people. And 
they will help to bring this body, this 
administration, this government, and 
this country to its senses. And when we 
get there, I am confident that we are 
going to do the right thing, I am con-
fident that we are going to honor the 
best traditions of this country, we are 
going to honor the brave men and 
women who have served, who helped to 
build what we have today, which so 
many people take for granted. Mr. 
Speaker, I am confident that working 
together, Republican and Democrat, we 
are going to do what is best for the 
world and what is best for America. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

SECURITY AND GENEROSITY: ON 
BEING AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
COMSTOCK). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2017, the 
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Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. FORTENBERRY) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, if the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
O’ROURKE) would mind lingering in the 
Chamber for just a moment, I want to 
make a couple of comments on what he 
said. Because he began his talk with a 
commemoration of some extraordinary 
Americans, World War II veterans. And 
as I was waiting my turn to speak, I 
couldn’t help but reflect upon perhaps 
one of the most extraordinary opportu-
nities that I have been given as a Mem-
ber of the House of Representatives. 

A bipartisan delegation went to the 
70th anniversary of the D-day invasion. 
President Obama, of course, spoke, and 
dignitaries from around the world, in-
cluding the Queen of England, also 
made an appearance. 

When we got to the cemetery area at 
Omaha Beach, we were meeting vet-
erans who had fought there or in the 
vicinity. One of the first gentlemen I 
met, he had only a thumb, and he was 
sitting in a wheelchair. And I just 
asked him, because it was such a 
celebratory atmosphere and everyone 
was so engaged by the heroism of these 
men and the opportunity to be back so 
many years later—I just asked him: 
Did that happen here? 

He said: Yeah, right over there on the 
beach. 

Well, his daughter was with him, and 
she told me a moment later: Actually, 
what happened was we think that he 
was shot on the hip and one of his gre-
nades began to go off and he was 
throwing it away from himself. 

I looked at him and I said: How are 
you here? 

And he said: I don’t know. 
Another man had been a part of the 

paratroopers who dropped in behind 
enemy lines the night before near the 
town of Sainte-Mere-Eglise, and I will 
come to that town in a moment. And I 
asked him: What was your assignment? 

He said: Hill 60, or some number. 
And I said: Where is that? 
He said: Right over there. He said: 

Guard the bridge at La Fiere. 
I said: That is the bridge at La Fiere. 
An old Norman-style, arched stone 

bridge, maybe a car-length wide, obvi-
ously just one lane to get a horse and 
cart over. 

He said: Do not let the Germans cross 
that bridge, that was our assignment, 
and we held them. 

Another man looked at me and said: 
I haven’t been here in 70 years. A much 
better reception this time. 

This great humor, this depth of char-
acter that these extraordinary men 
showed was so evident that day. 

b 2045 

To continue the story a little bit 
more, Captain Luther Sextan Forten-
berry, my grandfather, left his family 
in August of 1944. He was a medical 
doctor and was initially at a hospital 
in England. The records are a little bit 
unclear; but, in November of ’44, he was 

killed, and he left his 8-year-old son— 
my father—behind. He was initially 
buried at Sainte-Mere-Eglise, at the 
cemetery there. He was reinterred in 
Arlington National Cemetery. 

One of the guides that we had during 
that trip was a former British military 
officer, and he had a complete com-
mand of the details of the battle. In 
fact, I was so impressed by him that I 
invited him to come to Nebraska to 
speak to my veterans, and he accepted. 
So, later that summer, we hosted him 
in Nebraska. One of my little towns is 
called Columbus, Nebraska. Columbus 
is actually the place where Andrew 
Jackson Higgins was born—the Higgins 
boat inventor, which was the troop car-
rier that landed there on Omaha and 
Utah Beaches that day. President Ei-
senhower said of Andrew Jackson Hig-
gins that he won the war for us. 

He is very much associated with Lou-
isiana because that is where he spent 
his adulthood, in shipbuilding, and he 
would not let go of the idea that we 
needed this innovative type of troop 
carrier. He is from Columbus, Ne-
braska. In the front of Columbus, Ne-
braska—which is a small, agricultural 
town, a wonderful community of 25,000 
people—they have built an extraor-
dinary World War II memorial that is a 
replica of the Higgins boat, with beau-
tiful bronze sculptures of the troops in 
their charging off that boat. 

When my friend, the former British 
military officer who now does—again— 
tours and commentary on the battle, 
saw this, he looked at me and said: 
JEFF, this belongs on Utah Beach be-
cause there is nothing like that there 
anymore. 

I will make a long story short. 
Some of the members of the commu-

nity who had worked on that project 
heard this. They said: Well, we can 
build another one. 

I was trying to tamp down expecta-
tions because I knew how difficult that 
would be; but the day before the 71st 
anniversary, that new World War II 
memorial was put in the breach where 
our troops first came through, where 
General Roosevelt led our troops 
through on Utah Beach. Right in the 
breach, a memorial that was con-
structed by the good people of Colum-
bus, Nebraska, now sits as a permanent 
display—a replica—of the Higgins boat, 
right next to the World War II museum 
right there on Utah Beach. I under-
stand it is extraordinarily popular as 
one is able to enter onto the boat and 
experience the life-like reality of what 
it must have been like to be in that 
moment. The French even moved one 
of their own monuments, by the way. 
This is the cooperation we had with the 
French Government. They moved their 
own monument to General Le Clerc— 
their general who had followed the 
pathway or fought, as well, into Ger-
many. 

I apologize for holding the gentleman 
up, but he talked about a number of 
things. Obviously, we are going to have 
big, important debates about a number 

of the sensitive points he talked about; 
but where there is no debate is in the 
character of the men and women who 
served in World War II. I thank the 
gentleman so much. 

Madam Speaker, I want to give this 
commentary tonight, as well, on some 
of the dynamics of the moment. Before 
I begin, I would like to share with you 
that, outside of my office, there hangs 
a framed copy of a piece of legislation. 
In fact, it was one of the earliest pieces 
of legislation that I worked on here, 
and I am quite proud of it. The bill in-
creased the number of Iraqi translators 
who could come to the United States. 
These persons served alongside our 
troops and put themselves and their 
families at great personal risk in serv-
ice to our country. Among those who 
benefited from this expanded policy 
were members of the Yazidi faith tradi-
tion—a peaceful, ancient faith—that, 
very sadly, ISIS has targeted as a part 
of its extermination campaign against 
Christians and other religious minori-
ties, including innocent Muslim com-
munities. 

Madam Speaker, as we all know, 
America has long opened her arms to 
persons who flee persecution, who wish 
to rebuild their lives and become good 
citizens here. My hometown of Lincoln, 
Nebraska, is a diverse, welcoming com-
munity with a number of first-genera-
tion Americans, and we are the better 
for it. However, when there is chaos 
and disorder at our border or if there is 
uncertainty in immigration policy and 
procedures, this problem undermines 
the ability of our country to be gen-
erous; or, worse, it affects our safety. 
There are two principles being held in 
the balance here: keeping America safe 
and keeping America generous. 

President Trump’s executive order to 
protect the Nation from foreign ter-
rorist entry into the United States has 
suspended all new refugee admissions 
into the U.S. for 120 days. In addition, 
it blocks all travelers for 90 days from 
seven countries of concern—Iraq, Iran, 
Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, and 
Yemen—which was a list, by the way, 
created by the Obama administration 
in 2015. Refugees from Syria are banned 
indefinitely, and travelers from these 
countries with a green card will be al-
lowed since they are permanent United 
States residents. 

Madam Speaker, from my perspec-
tive, I believe it is reasonable to pause 
and review our refugee policy from 
dangerous parts of the world; but, 
clearly, the implementation of the pol-
icy has caused some confusion, dif-
ficulty, and concern, some of which has 
been clarified. 

As an example, there is a Yazidi man 
named Nawaf, who was one of those 
military translators—again, putting 
himself at great risk to serve alongside 
our troops. Nawaf visited my office last 
Monday. It was in the evening. He re-
quested help for his wife, Laila. Two of 
his brothers live where I live—in Lin-
coln, Nebraska. Although I didn’t rec-
ognize him at first, I remembered that 
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a president of a university in Iraq, 
whom I know, once told me about a 
Yazidi student who had become class 
valedictorian of that university; so I 
began to piece this story together. 

Nawaf arrived in America just last 
year. Following 18 months of vetting, 
his wife was awarded a special visa 
about a week and a half ago; but as 
Nawaf was explaining to me both with 
great composure and, frankly, a cer-
tain sensitivity to our security con-
cerns, he told me that his wife, Laila, 
was barred from entry. 

Madam Speaker, immigration and 
refugee policy always involves a dif-
ficult choice. A country has to consider 
first its absorption capacity, the possi-
bilities of assimilation, as well as the 
necessity of those coming to accept the 
values of the host country’s. I think a 
review of this policy or of these prin-
ciples—a review of what has happened 
in Europe—actually sheds some light. 

For example, Germany recklessly 
threw open its borders recently, and a 
wave of persons—many young, single 
men—entered the country, sparking an 
uptick in crime and violence and, pos-
sibly, the conditions for more terrorist 
attacks. Confusion continues as to who 
is where, and the German Govern-
ment’s rapidly considered and naive 
refugee policy has unwittingly created 
an anti-immigration backlash and po-
litical turmoil. 

Madam Speaker, the immigration 
and refugee movement should always 
be a means of last resort. Everyone 
can’t come to the West. Rather, it is 
the responsibility of governments 
around the world to create the condi-
tions in which people can live securely. 
If that breaks down, as a first order re-
sponse, robust humanitarian assistance 
and repositioning persons in nearby 
safe zones creates the possibility of a 
right of return and avoids the trauma 
of uprooting persons from their homes 
and their cultures. 

Madam Speaker, with all of the com-
plex considerations surrounding immi-
gration, though, it is important to re-
member that we are not dealing with 
statistics, that we are not dealing with 
some remote geopolitical policy, but 
that we are dealing with the lives of 
real persons. So, happily, last Friday 
morning, after my office successfully 
worked on the case, Laila arrived, and 
with open arms and flowers, Nawaf, her 
husband, welcomed her to America. 

Madam Speaker, given now that the 
executive order has been put on a tem-
porary halt as the administration goes 
through the appeals process, I also 
think it is appropriate to pause and 
speak about the broader issues at stake 
here—what it means to be a nation and 
what it means to have a binding nar-
rative as a people. 

Madam Speaker, I am quite sure our 
soldiers know this feeling all too well— 
I have experienced it. Perhaps you have 
experienced it, too—when you are in a 
far-off place, with no one familiar 
around you, and then you, all of a sud-
den, have that feeling of connection be-

cause you see it—you see an American 
flag. At that moment, the flag is more 
than a piece of cloth with stars and 
stripes. It is an enduring symbol that 
expresses a deep, unspoken narrative 
about who we are as a people and about 
the ideals that unite us as a nation. 

If you ask most people what America 
means, I would suggest that they would 
probably use one word: freedom. Yet I 
am afraid, Madam Speaker, that this 
word ‘‘freedom’’ is so overused that we 
have forgotten its essential meaning. 
Most properly understood, freedom is 
the ability to do what one ought—to 
take responsibility for oneself, one’s 
family, one’s community, and, by ex-
tension, one’s nation. Freedom is not a 
detachment from responsibility to do 
whatever you want. That is a self-de-
structive idea that erodes freedom, re-
sulting not only in the loss of oneself, 
but in the degradation of the entire 
community. 

Of course, we often reflect on what it 
means to be an American when dis-
cussing immigration. America has long 
offered the hope of freedom for immi-
grants who are yearning to work for a 
better future for themselves, for their 
families. To those tempest-tossed, to 
those tired, poor, huddled masses 
yearning to breathe free, America has 
lifted its lamp beside the golden door. 
Implicit in this worldwide welcome was 
a basic compact that those who came 
here, however arduous their journey, 
must undertake the responsibility of 
citizenship. Of course, many people 
gleefully do. 

In fact, America’s very survival as a 
beacon-handed land requires those who 
immigrate to assimilate and adopt the 
values proposition that makes our 
country unique in the history of the 
world. Those values include respect for 
others, the acceptance of law and order 
as a prerequisite for the orderly func-
tioning of society, and the desire to 
participate constructively as a citizen. 
Those who refuse to assimilate or re-
ject these time-honored values take ad-
vantage of the sacrifices and hard- 
fought gains of generations of Ameri-
cans who have built and often died for 
what we cherish and what we so ea-
gerly share with people from around 
the world. That is fundamentally un-
fair and is an abuse of the idea of free-
dom itself. 

Madam Speaker, individual freedom 
is achieved most fully in the context of 
community. When the government or 
interest groups see freedom merely as a 
functional meeting of material needs 
alone, it undermines the social dimen-
sions of freedom, which are rooted in 
authentic human relationships. 

b 2100 

Conversely, the proper amount of 
government, a government well-or-
dered, provides protection and creates 
the guardrails for individuals to flour-
ish together, generating meaning for 
persons and community. The right po-
litical approach in America can restore 
that golden mean. 

Madam Speaker, there is a story I 
would like to tell. There is a man, and 
he is talking to his young son. He said: 
Son, you see that beautiful, lovely 
home there on the hill? One day, if it is 
your heart’s desire, if you are willing 
to work hard and be patient, and if you 
do what is right, then maybe you could 
earn that home one day. 

Another man in another country 
took a very different approach talking 
to his young son. He said: See that big 
mansion on the hill there? If you work 
hard enough, if you stay focused, and if 
you position yourself right, one day 
you can get that guy. 

You see, Madam Speaker, our coun-
try is not based on the principle of 
envy. It is based on respect and respon-
sibility. To make America flourish 
again, politically, economically, and 
culturally, a restoration of this ideal is 
necessary to create the conditions for a 
true and lasting freedom. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

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 on account of 
personal reasons. 

Mr. JEFFRIES (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF COMMITTEE 
RULES 

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS 
FOR THE 115TH CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 1, 2017. 

Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: Enclosed herewith 
are the Rules and Procedures for the 115th 
Congress that were adopted by the Com-
mittee on Small Business at its organiza-
tional meeting on February 1, 2017. 

Sincerely, 
STEVE CHABOT, 

Chairman. 

1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

(A) Rules of the Committee. The Rules of 
the House of Representatives, in total (but 
especially with respect to the operations of 
committee., Rule X, cl. 1(q), cl. 2, cl. 3(1) and 
Rule XI), are the rules of the Committee on 
Small Business (‘‘Committee’’) to the extent 
applicable and are incorporated by reference. 

(B) Appointments by the Chair. Pursuant 
to the Rules of the House, the Chair shall 
designate a Member of the Committee Ma-
jority to serve as Vice Chair of the Com-
mittee. The Vice Chair shall preside at any 
meeting or hearing during the temporary ab-
sence of the Chair. The Chair also reserves 
the right to designate a Member of the Com-
mittee Majority to serve as the Chair at a 
hearing or meeting. 

2. REFERRAL OF BILLS BY THE CHAIR 

The Chair will retain consideration of all 
legislation referred to the Committee by the 
Speaker. No action will be required of a Sub-
committee before legislation is considered 
for report by the Committee. Subcommittee 
chairs, pursuant to the rules set out herein, 
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may hold hearings on any bill referred to the 
Committee. 

3. SUBCOMMITTEES 
(A) Generally. Each Subcommittee of the 

Committee is part of the Committee and is 
subject to the authority and direction of the 
Committee, and to the Rules of the House 
and the rules adopted herein, to the extent 
applicable. The Chairman and Ranking Mem-
ber of the Committee are ex officio Members 
of all Subcommittees for the purpose of any 
meeting conducted by a Subcommittee. 

(B) The Committee shall be organized into 
the following five subcommittees: 

(1) Subcommittee on Agriculture, Energy, 
and Trade. 

This Subcommittee (which will consist of 
six (6) Republican Members and four (4) 
Democratic Members) will address policies 
that enhance rural economic growth, in-
creasing America’s energy independence and 
ensuring that America’s small businesses 
can compete effectively in a global market-
place. 

Oversight of agricultural policies. 
Oversight of environmental issues and reg-

ulations (including agencies such as the En-
vironmental Protection Agency and the 
Army Corps of Engineers). 

Oversight of energy issues, including ex-
pansion of domestic resources, whether they 
are renewable or non-renewable. 

Oversight of international trade policy 
with particular emphasis on agencies that 
provide direct assistance to small businesses, 
such as: the Small Business Administration’s 
(SBA) Office of International Trade, the De-
partment of Commerce’s United States Ex-
port Assistance Centers, the Department of 
Agriculture’s Foreign Agricultural Service, 
and the Export-Import Bank. 

Oversight of infringement of intellectual 
property rights by foreign competition. 

(2) Subcommittee on Health and Tech-
nology. 

This Subcommittee (which will consist of 
six (6) Republican Members and four (4) 
Democratic Members) will address how 
health care policies may inhibit or promote 
economic growth and job creation by small 
businesses. In addition, the Subcommittee 
will examine small business job growth 
through the creation and adoption of ad-
vanced technologies. 

Oversight of the implementation of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act. 

Oversight of availability and affordability 
of health care coverage for small businesses. 

Oversight of general technology issues, in-
cluding intellectual property policy in the 
United States. 

Oversight of United States telecommuni-
cations policies including, but not limited 
to, the National Broadband Plan and alloca-
tion of electromagnetic spectrum. 

Oversight of the Small Business Innova-
tion Research Program. 

Oversight of the Small Business Tech-
nology Transfer Program. 

(3) Subcommittee on Economic Growth, 
Tax, and Capital Access. 

This Subcommittee (which will consist of 
six (6) Republican Members and four (4) 
Democratic Members) will evaluate the oper-
ation of the financial markets in the United 
States and their ability to provide needed 
capital to small businesses. In addition, the 
Subcommittee will review federal programs, 
especially those overseen by the SBA, aimed 
at assisting entrepreneurs in obtaining need-
ed capital. Since the tax policy plays an in-
tegral role in access to capital, this Com-
mittee also will examine the impact of fed-
eral tax policies on small businesses. 

Oversight of capital access and financial 
markets. 

Implementation of the Dodd-Frank Wall 
Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act. 

SBA financial assistance programs, includ-
ing guaranteed loans, microloans, certified 
development company loans, and small busi-
ness investment companies. 

Oversight of the Department of Agri-
culture business and industry guaranteed 
loan program. 

Oversight of general tax policy affecting 
small businesses. 

The management of the SBA disaster loan 
program. 

(4) Subcommittee on Investigations, Over-
sight, and Regulations. 

This Subcommittee (which will consist of 
six (6) Republican Members and four (4) 
Democratic Members) will probe the effi-
cient operation of government programs that 
affect small businesses, including the SBA, 
and develop proposals to make them operate 
in a more cost-effective manner. This Sub-
committee also will review the regulatory 
burdens imposed on small businesses and 
how those burdens may be alleviated. 

Oversight of general issues affecting small 
businesses and federal agencies. 

Oversight of the management of the SBA. 
Oversight of the SBA Inspector General. 
Implementation of the Regulatory Flexi-

bility Act. 
Oversight of the Office of Information and 

Regulatory Affairs at the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

Use of the Congressional Review Act. 
Transparency of the federal rulemaking 

process as required by the Administrative 
Procedure and Data Quality Acts. 

Implementation of the Paperwork Reduc-
tion Act. 

(5) Subcommittee on Contracting and 
Workforce. 

This Subcommittee (which will consist of 
six (6) Republican Members and four (4) 
Democratic Members) will assess the federal 
procurement system, including those pro-
grams designed specifically to enhance par-
ticipation by small businesses in providing 
goods and services to the federal govern-
ment. The Subcommittee will examine var-
ious programs designed to provide technical 
assistance to small businesses, whether spe-
cifically aimed at federal contractors or 
small businesses in general. Finally, the 
Subcommittee will review the broad scope of 
workforce issues that affect the ability of 
small businesses to obtain and maintain 
qualified employees. 

Oversight of government-wide procure-
ment practices and programs affecting small 
businesses. 

Oversight of federal procurement policies 
that inhibit or expand participation by small 
businesses in the federal contracting mar-
ketplace. 

All contracting programs established by 
the Small Business Act, including HUBZone, 
8(a), Women-, and Service Disabled Veteran- 
Owned Small Business Programs. 

Technical assistance provided to federal 
contractors and perspective contractors 
through SBA personnel, Offices of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization, and Pro-
curement Technical Assistance Centers. 

The SBA Surety Bond guarantee program. 
Oversight of all federal policies that affect 

the workforce including, but not limited to, 
the roles of the Department of Labor and the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

SBA entrepreneurial development and 
technical assistance programs unrelated to 
participation in the federal government con-
tracting. 

(C) Powers and Duties of Subcommittees. 
Each Subcommittee is authorized to meet, 
hold hearings, receive evidence, and report 
to the Committee on any matters referred to 
it. Prior to the scheduling of any meeting or 
hearing of a Subcommittee, the Chair of the 
Subcommittee shall obtain the approval of 
the Chair of the Committee. 

(D) Hearing Time and Date. No hearing or 
meeting of a Subcommittee shall take place 
at the same time as the meeting or hearing 
of the full Committee or another 
Subcommitte, provided however, that the 
Subcommittee Chairs may hold field hear-
ings that conflict with those held by other 
Subcommittees of the Committee. 

4. COMMITTEE STAFF 
(A) Majority Staff. The employees of the 

Committee, except those assigned to the Mi-
nority as provided below, shall be appointed 
and assigned, and may be removed by the 
Chair of the Committee. The Chair shall fix 
their remuneration and they shall be under 
the general supervision and direction of the 
Chair. 

(B) Minority Staff. The employees of the 
Committee assigned to the Minority shall be 
appointed and assigned, and their remunera-
tion determined, as the Ranking Minority 
Member of the Committee shall decide. 

(C) Subcommittee Staff. There shall be no 
separate staff assigned to Subcommittees. 
The Chair and Ranking Minority Member 
shall endeavor to ensure that sufficient Com-
mittee staff is made available in order that 
each Subcommittee may carry out the re-
sponsibilities set forth in Rule 3, supra. 

5. MEETINGS 
(A) Regular Meeting Day. The regular 

meeting day of the Committee shall be the 
second Wednesday of every month when the 
House is in session. The Chair may dispense 
with the meeting of the Committee, if in the 
sole discretion of the Chair, there is no need 
for such meeting. 

(B) Additional Meetings. Additional meet-
ings may be called as deemed necessary by 
the Chair or at the request of the majority 
Members of the Committee pursuant to Rule 
XI, cl. 2(c) of the rules of the House. At least 
3 days’ notice of such an additional meeting 
shall be given unless the Chair, with the con-
currence of the Ranking Minority Member, 
determines that there is good cause to call 
the meeting on less notice or upon a vote by 
a majority of the Committee (a quorum 
being present). To the extent possible, the 
three days shall be counted from the 72 hours 
before the time of the meeting. Announce-
ments of the meeting shall be published 
promptly in the Daily Digest and made pub-
licly available in electronic form. 

(C) Business to be Considered. The deter-
mination of the business to be considered at 
each meeting shall be made by the Chair sub-
ject to limitations set forth in House Rule 
XI, cl. 2(c). 

(D) Meeting Materials. The Chair shall pro-
vide to each Member of the Committee, to 
the extent practicable, at least 48 hours in 
advance of a meeting, a copy of the bill, reso-
lution, report or other item to be considered 
at the meeting, but no later than 24 hours 
before the meeting. Such material also shall 
be made available to the public at least 24 
hours in advance in electronic form. 

(E) Special and Emergency Meetings. The 
rules for notice and meetings as set forth in 
Rule 5 of these Rules shall not apply to spe-
cial and emergency meetings. Clause 2(c)(2) 
of Rule XI and clause 2(g)(3)(A) of Rule XI of 
the Rules of the House, as applicable, shall 
apply to such meetings. 

6. NOTICE AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF HEARINGS 
(A) Announcement of Hearings. Public an-

nouncement of the date, place and subject 
matter of any hearing to be conducted by the 
Committee shall be made no later than 7 cal-
endar days before the commencement of the 
hearing. To the extent possible, the seven 
days shall be counted from 168 hours before 
the time of the Committee’s hearing. 

(B) Exception. The Chair, with the concur-
rence of the Ranking Minority Member, or 
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upon a vote by the majority of the Com-
mittee (a quorum being present), may au-
thorize a hearing to commence on less than 
7 days’ notice. 

(C) Witness Lists. Unless the Chair deter-
mines it is impracticable to do so, the Com-
mittee shall make a tentative witness list 
available at the time it makes the public an-
nouncement of the hearing. If a tentative 
witness list is not made available at the time 
of the announcement of the hearing, such 
witness list shall be made available as soon 
as practicable after such announcement is 
made. A final witness list shall be issued by 
the Committee no later than 48 hours prior 
to the commencement of the hearing. 

(D) Hearing Material. The Chair shall pro-
vide to all Members of the Committee, as 
soon as practicable after the announcement 
of the hearing, a memorandum explaining 
the subject matter of the hearing and any of-
ficial reports from departments and agencies 
on the subject matter of the hearing. Such 
material shall be made available to all Mem-
bers of the Committee no later than 48 hours 
before the commencement of the hearing, 
unless the Chair, after consultation with the 
Ranking Minority Member, determines that 
certain reports from departments or agencies 
should not be made available prior to the 
commencement of the hearing. Material pro-
vided by the Chair to all Members, whether 
provided prior to or at the hearing, shall be 
placed on the Committee website no later 
than 48 hours after the commencement of 
the hearing, unless such material contains 
sensitive or classified information, in which 
case such material shall be handled pursuant 
to Rule 16 of the Committee’s Rules. 

7. MEETINGS AND HEARINGS OPEN TO THE 
PUBLIC 

(A) Meetings. Each meeting of the Com-
mittee or its Subcommittees for the trans-
action of business, including the markup of 
legislation, shall be open to the public, in-
cluding to radio, television, and still photog-
raphy coverage, except as provided by House 
Rule XI, cl. 4. If the majority of Members of 
the Committee or Subcommittee present at 
the meeting determine by a recorded vote in 
open session that all or part of the remain-
der of the meeting on that day shall be 
closed to the public because the disclosure of 
matters to be considered would endanger na-
tional security, would compromise sensitive 
law enforcement information, or would tend 
to defame, degrade, or incriminate any per-
son or otherwise would violate any law or 
rule of the House; provided however, that no 
person other than Members of the Com-
mittee, and such congressional staff and 
such executive branch representatives they 
may authorize, shall be present in any meet-
ing which has been closed to the public. 

(B) Hearings. Each hearing conducted by 
the Committee or its Subcommittees shall 
be open to the public, including radio, tele-
vision and still photography coverage. If the 
majority of Members of the Committee or 
Subcommittee present at the hearing deter-
mine by a recorded vote in open session that 
all or part of the remainder of the hearing on 
that day shall be closed to the public because 
the disclosure of matters to be considered 
would endanger national security, would 
compromise sensitive law enforcement infor-
mation, or would tend to defame, degrade, or 
incriminate any person or otherwise would 
violate any law or rule of the House; provided 
however, that the Committee or Sub-
committee may by the same procedure also 
vote to close one subsequent day of hearings. 
Notwithstanding the requirements of the 
preceding sentence, a majority of those 
present (if the requisite number of Members 
are present under Committee rules for the 
purpose of taking testimony) may vote: (i) to 

close the hearing for the sole purpose of dis-
cussing whether the testimony or evidence 
to be received would endanger the national 
security, would compromise sensitive law 
enforcement information, or violate Rule XI, 
cl. 2(k)(5) of the House or (ii) to close the 
hearing, as provided clause 2(k)(5) of Rule XI 
of the House. 

(C) Participation in Subcommittee Hear-
ings. The Chair and Ranking Minority Mem-
ber are ex officio Members of all Subcommit-
tees for any hearing conducted by a Sub-
committee. Members of the Committee who 
wish to participate in a hearing of the Sub-
committee to which they are not Members 
shall make such request to the Chair and the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Sub-
committee at the commencement of the 
hearing. The Chair, after consultation with 
the Ranking Minority Member of the Sub-
committee, shall grant such request. 

(D) Non-Participatory Attendance by 
Other Members of the House. No Member of 
the House may be excluded from non- 
participatory attendance at any hearing of 
the Committee or any Subcommittee, unless 
the House of Representatives shall by major-
ity vote authorize the Committee or Sub-
committees, for purposes of a particular sub-
ject of investigation, to close its hearing to 
Members by the same procedures designated 
to close hearings to the public. 

(E) Procedure to Participate. Members of 
Congress who are not Members of the Com-
mittee but would like to participate in a 
hearing shall notify the Chair and the Rank-
ing Minority Member and submit a formal 
request no later than 24 hours before the 
commencement of the meeting or hearing. 

(F) Audio and Video Coverage. To the max-
imum extent practicable, the Committee 
shall provide audio and video coverage of 
each hearing or meeting for the transaction 
of business in a manner that allows the pub-
lic to easily listen and view the proceedings 
and shall maintain the recordings of such 
coverage in a manner easily accessible to the 
public. 

8. WITNESSES 
(A) Number of Witnesses. For any hearing 

conducted by the Committee or Sub-
committee there shall be no more than four 
non-governmental witnesses of which the 
Ranking Minority Member of the Committee 
or Subcommittee (as appropriate) is entitled 
to select one witness for the hearing. 

(B) Witnesses Selected by the Minority. 
Witnesses selected by the Ranking Minority 
Member of the Committee or Subcommittee 
shall be invited to testify by the Chair of the 
Committee or Subcommittee (as appro-
priate). Rule 8(D) shall apply with equal 
force to witnesses selected by the Ranking 
Minority Member of the Committee or Sub-
committee. 

(C) Small Business Week Exception. The 
limitations set forth in the preceding para-
graph shall not apply if the Committee holds 
a hearing to honor the work of the small 
business community in conjunction with the 
annual celebration of Small Business Week. 
Witness limitations for such a hearing shall 
be determined by the Chair in consultation 
with the Ranking Minority Member. 

(D) Statement of Witnesses. 
(1) Each witness who is to appear before 

the Committee or Subcommittee shall file 
an electronic copy of the testimony with the 
Committee and the Ranking Minority Mem-
ber no later than 48 hours before the com-
mencement of the hearing. In addition, the 
witness shall provide 25 copies of the testi-
mony by the commencement of the hearing. 
The Chair may waive the requirement by the 
witness providing 25 copies in which case the 
Committee or Subcommittee shall provide 
the 25 copies. 

(2) Each non-governmental witness shall 
provide to the Committee and the Ranking 
Minority Member, no later than 48 hours be-
fore the commencement of the hearing, a 
curriculum vitae or other statement describ-
ing their education, employment, profes-
sional affiliation or other background infor-
mation pertinent to their testimony. 

(E) Witness Disclosure. As required by 
Rule XI, cl. 2(g) of the Rules of the House, 
each nongovernmental witness before the 
commencement of the hearing shall file with 
the Chair a disclosure form detailing any 
contracts or grants that the witness has with 
the federal government, as well as the 
amount and country of origin of any pay-
ment or contract related to the subject of 
the hearing originating with a foreign gov-
ernment. In addition, each non-govern-
mental witness shall file with the Com-
mittee Chair a disclosure form detailing any 
payments or contracts received from a for-
eign government if such payments or con-
tracts are related in any manner to the sub-
ject matter of a hearing. Such information 
shall be posted on the Committee website 
within 24 hours after the witness appeared at 
the hearing. 

(F) Failure to Comply. The failure to pro-
vide the materials set forth by the deadlines 
set forth in these rules may be grounds for 
excluding both the oral and written testi-
mony of the witness unless waived by the 
Chair of the Committee or Subcommittee. 

(G) Public Access to Witness Materials. 
The Committee will provide public access to 
printed materials, including the testimony 
of witnesses in electronic form on the Com-
mittee’s website no later than 24 hours after 
the hearing is adjourned. Supplemental ma-
terial provided after the hearing adjourns 
shall be placed on the Committee website no 
later than 24 hours after receipt of such ma-
terial. 

(H) Questioning of Witnesses. Except when 
the Committee adopts a motion pursuant to 
subdivisions (B) and (C) of clause 2(i)(2) of 
Rule XI of the Rules of the House, Com-
mittee Members may question witnesses 
only when they have been recognized by the 
Chair for that purpose. Members shall have 
the opportunity, as set forth in Rule XI, cl. 
2 (j) of the Rules of the House, to question 
each witness on the panel for a period not to 
exceed five minutes. For any hearing, the 
Chair of the Committee or Subcommittee 
may offer a motion to extend the ques-
tioning of a witness or witnesses by the 
Member identified in the motion for more 
than five minutes as set forth in Rule XI, cl. 
2(j)(B). 

(I) Order of Questioning. The Chair of the 
Committee or Subcommittee shall com-
mence questioning followed by the Ranking 
Minority Member. Thereafter, questioning 
shall alternate between the majority and mi-
nority Members. Before the gavel has been 
struck, or in the case of Members arriving si-
multaneously, the order of questioning shall 
be based on seniority among Members of his 
or her own party. After the gavel has been 
struck, Members first to arrive shall have 
priority over Members of his or her own 
party. 

(J) Consideration of Ratio. In recognizing 
Members to question witnesses, the Chair 
may take into consideration the ratio of ma-
jority and minority Members present in such 
a manner as to not disadvantage the Mem-
bers of either party. 

9. QUORUM 
(A) Determining a Quorum. A quorum, for 

purposes of reporting a measure or rec-
ommendation, shall be a majority of the 
Committee Members. 

(B) Quorum for a Hearing. For purposes of 
taking testimony or receiving evidence, a 
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quorum shall be one Member from the Major-
ity and one Member from the Minority. The 
Chair of the Committee or Subcommittee 
shall exercise reasonable comity by waiting 
for the Ranking Minority Member even if a 
quorum is present before striking the gavel 
to commence the hearing. For hearings held 
by the Committee or a Subcommittee in a 
location other than the Committee’s hearing 
room in Washington, DC, a quorum shall be 
deemed to be present if the Chair of the Com-
mittee or Subcommittee is present. 

10. RECORD VOTES 
(A) When Provided. A record vote of the 

Committee shall be provided on any question 
before the Committee upon the request of 
any Member of the Committee. A record of 
the vote of each Member of the Committee 
on a matter before the Committee shall be 
available in electronic form within 48 hours 
of such record vote, and, with respect to any 
roll call vote on any motion to amend or re-
port, shall be included in the report of the 
Committee showing the total number of 
votes cast for and against and the names of 
those Members voting for and against. 

(B) Public Access to Record Votes. The 
Chair of the Committee shall, not later than 
24 hours after consideration of a bill, resolu-
tion, report or other item, cause the text of 
the reported item and any amendment 
adopted thereto to be made publicly avail-
able in electronic form. 

11. SUBPOENAS 
(A) Authorization and Issuance. A sub-

poena may be authorized and issued by the 
Committee in the conduct of any investiga-
tion or series of investigations or activities 
to require the attendance and testimony of 
such witness and the production of such 
books, records, correspondence, memoranda, 
papers and documents, as deemed necessary. 
Such subpoena shall be authorized by a ma-
jority of the full Committee. The require-
ment that the authorization of a subpoena 
requires a majority vote may be waived by 
the Ranking Minority Member of the Com-
mittee. 

(B) Issuance During Congressional Recess. 
The Chair may issue a subpoena, in consulta-
tion with the Ranking Minority Member, 
when the House is out for session for more 
than three legislative days. 

12. AMENDMENTS DURING MARKUP 
(A) Availability of Amendments. Any 

amendment offered to any pending legisla-
tion before the Committee must be made 
available in written form by any Member of 
the Committee. If such amendment is not 
available in written form when requested, 
the Chair shall allow an appropriate period 
for the provision thereof and may adjourn 
the markup to provide sufficient time for the 
provision of such written amendment. Such 
period or adjournment shall not prejudice 
the offering of such amendment. 

(B) Drafting and Filing of Amendments. 
For amendments to be accepted during 
markup, there is no requirement that the 
amendments be filed prior to commencement 
of the markup or prepared with the assist-
ance of the Office of Legislative Counsel. 
Even though it is not necessary, Members 
seeking to amend legislation during markup 
should draft amendments with the assistance 
of the Office of Legislative Counsel and con-
sult with the Chair or Ranking Minority 
Member’s staff (as appropriate) in the prepa-
ration of such amendments. 

13. POSTPONEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS 
(A) When Postponement is Permissible. 

The Chair, in consultation with the Ranking 
Minority Member, may postpone further pro-
ceedings when a record vote is ordered on the 
question of approving any measure or matter 
or adopting an amendment. The Chair may 

resume postponed proceedings, but no later 
than 24 hours after such postponement, un-
less the House is not in session or there are 
conflicts with Member schedules that make 
it unlikely a quorum will be present to con-
duct business on the postponed proceeding. 
In such cases, the Chair will consult with 
Members to set a time as early as possible to 
resume proceedings but in no event later 
than the next meeting date as set forth in 
Rule 5 of these Rules. 

(B) Resumption of Proceedings. When pro-
ceedings resume on a postponed question, 
notwithstanding any intervening order for 
the previous question, an underlying propo-
sition shall remain subject to further debate 
or amendment to the same extent as when 
the question was postponed. 

14. COMMITTEE RECORDS 
(A) The Committee shall keep a complete 

record of all actions, which shall include a 
record of the votes on any question on which 
a recorded vote is demanded. The result of 
any vote by the Committee, or if applicable 
by a Subcommittee, including a voice vote 
shall be posted on the Committee’s website 
within 24 hours after the vote has been 
taken. Such record shall include a descrip-
tion of the amendment, motion, order, or 
other proposition, the name of the Member 
voting for and against such amendment, mo-
tion, order, or other proposition, and the 
names of Members present but not voting. 
For any amendment, motion, order, or other 
proposition decided by voice vote, the record 
shall include a description and whether the 
voice vote was in favor or against. 

(B) Transcripts. The Committee shall keep 
a complete record of all Committee and Sub-
committee activity which, in the case of a 
meeting or hearing transcript, shall include 
a substantially verbatim account of the re-
marks actually made during the proceedings 
subject only to technical, grammatical, and 
typographical corrections authorized by the 
person making the remarks. 

(C) Availability of Records. The records of 
the Committee at the National Archives and 
Records Administration shall be made avail-
able in accordance with Rule VII of the 
Rules of the House. The Chair of the Com-
mittee shall notify the Ranking Member of 
the Committee of any decision, pursuant to 
Rule VII, cl. 3(b)(3) or cl. 4(b), to withhold a 
record otherwise available, and the matter 
shall be presented to the Committee for a de-
termination of the written request of any 
Member of the Committee. 

(D) Publishing and Posting of Records. The 
Committee Rules shall be made publicly 
available in electronic form and published in 
the Congressional Record not later than 30 
days after the Chair of the Committee is 
elected in each odd-numbered year. 

15. COMMITTEE WEBSITE 
The Chair shall maintain an official Com-

mittee website for the purpose of furthering 
the Committee’s legislative and oversight re-
sponsibilities, including communicating in-
formation about Committee’s activities to 
Committee Members and other Members of 
the House. The Ranking Minority Member 
may maintain a similar website for the same 
purpose, including communicating informa-
tion about the activities of the Minority to 
Committee Members and other Members of 
the House. 

16. ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED OR SENSITIVE 
INFORMATION 

(A) Access to classified or sensitive infor-
mation supplied to the Committee or Sub-
committees and attendance at closed ses-
sions of the Committee or a Subcommittee 
shall be limited to Members and necessary 
Committee staff and stenographic reporters 
who have appropriate security clearance 

when the Chair determines that such access 
or attendance is essential to the functioning 
of the Committee or one of its Subcommit-
tees. 

(B) Procedures Governing Availability. The 
procedures to be followed in granting access 
to those hearings, records, data, charts, and 
files of the Committee which involve classi-
fied information or information deemed to 
be sensitive shall be as follows: 

(I) Only Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives and specifically designated 
Committee staff of the Committee on Small 
Business may have access to such informa-
tion. 

(II) Members who desire to read materials 
that are in possession of the Committee shall 
notify the Clerk of the Committee in writ-
ing. 

(III) The Clerk of the Committee will 
maintain an accurate access log, which iden-
tifies the circumstances surrounding access 
to the information, without revealing the 
material examined. 

(IV) If the material desired to be reviewed 
is material which the Committee or Sub-
committee deems to be sensitive enough to 
require special handling, before receiving ac-
cess to such information, individuals will be 
required to sign an access information sheet 
acknowledging such access and that the indi-
vidual has read and understands the proce-
dures under which access is being granted. 

(V) Material provided for review under this 
rule shall not be removed from a specified 
room within the Committee offices. 

(VI) Individuals reviewing materials under 
this rule shall make certain that the mate-
rials are returned to the proper custodian. 

(VII) No reproductions or recordings may 
be made of any portion of such materials. 

(VIII) The contents of such information 
shall not be divulged to any person in any 
way, form, shape, or manner and shall not be 
discussed with any person who has not re-
ceived the information in the manner au-
thorized by the rules of the Committee. 

(IX) When not being examined in the man-
ner described herein, such information will 
be kept in secure safes or locked file cabinets 
within the Committee offices. 

(X) These procedures only address access 
to information the Committee or Sub-
committee deems to be sensitive enough to 
require special treatment. 

(XI) If a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives believes that certain sensitive 
information should not be restricted as to 
dissemination or use, the Member may peti-
tion the Committee or Subcommittee to so 
rule. With respect to information and mate-
rials provided to the Committee by the Exec-
utive Branch or an independent agency as 
that term is defined in 44 U.S.C. 3502, the 
classification of information and materials 
as determined by the Executive Branch or 
independent agency shall prevail unless af-
firmatively changed by the Committee or 
Subcommittee involved, after consultation 
with the Executive Branch or independent 
agency. 

(XII) Other materials in the possession of 
the Committee are to be handled in accord-
ance with normal practices and traditions of 
the Committee. 

17. OTHER PROCEDURES 
The Chair of the Committee may establish 

such other procedures and take such actions 
as may be necessary to carry out the fore-
going rules or to facilitate the effective oper-
ation of the Committee. 

18. AMENDMENTS TO COMMITTEE RULES 
The rules of the Committee may be modi-

fied, amended or repealed by a majority vote 
of the Members, at a meeting specifically 
called for such purpose, but only if written 
notice of the proposed change or changes has 
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been provided to each Member of the Com-
mittee at least 72 hours prior to the time of 
the meeting of the Committee to consider 
such change or changes. 

19. BUDGET AND TRAVEL 

(A) Allocation of Budget. From the amount 
provided to the Committee in the primary 
expense resolution adopted by the House of 
Representatives in the 115th Congress, the 
Chair, after consultation with the Ranking 
Minority Member, shall designate one-third 
of the budget under the direction of the 
Ranking Minority Member for the purposes 
of minority staff, travel expenses of minority 
staff and Members, and minority office ex-
penses. 

(B) Authorization of Travel. The Chair 
may authorize travel in connection with ac-
tivities or subject matters under the legisla-
tive or oversight jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee as set forth in Rule X of the Rules of 
the House. The Ranking Minority Member 
may authorize travel for any Minority Mem-
ber or staff of the minority in connection 
with activities or subject matters under the 
Committee’s jurisdiction as set forth in Rule 
X of the Rules of the House. Before such 
travel, there shall be submitted to the Chair 
of the Committee in writing the following at 
least seven (7) calendar days prior specifying: 
a) the purpose of the travel; b) the dates dur-
ing which the travel is to occur; c) the names 
of the states or countries to be visited and 
the length of time spent in each; and d) the 
names of Members and staff of the Com-
mittee participating in such travel. 

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows; 

S. 305. An act to amend title 4, United 
States Code, to encourage the display of the 
flag of the United States on National Viet-
nam War Veterans Day; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. FORTENBERRY. Madam Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 p.m.), under its previous 
order, the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Tuesday, February 7, 2017, at 
10 a.m. for morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

495. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Education, transmitting the 
Department’s final regulations — Open Li-
censing Requirement for Competitive Grant 
Programs [Docket ID: ED-2015-OS-0105] (RIN: 
1894-AA07) received February 2, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

496. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Pension Ben-
efit Guaranty Corporation, transmitting the 
Corporation’s final rule — Benefits Payable 
in Terminated Single-Employer Plans; Inter-
est Assumptions for Paying Benefits received 
February 2, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 

Stat. 868); to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

497. 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 Central Air Conditioners and 
Heat Pumps [Docket No.: EERE-2016-BT-TP- 
0029] (RIN: 1904-AD71) received February 2, 
2017, 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. 

498. 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 Compressors [Docket No.: 
EERE-2014-BT-TP-0054] (RIN: 1904-AD43) re-
ceived February 2, 2017, 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. 

499. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Hexythiazox; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0795] [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2015-0796] [EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0797; FRL- 
9957-22] received February 3, 2017, 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. 

500. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Propamocarb; Pesticide Toler-
ance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2016-0083; FRL-9957-68] 
received February 3, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

501. A letter from the Director, Defense Se-
curity Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the FY 2016 annual re-
port of Military Assistance and Military Ex-
ports, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2415(a); Public 
Law 87-195, Sec. 655 (as amended by Public 
Law 104-164, Sec. 148); (110 Stat. 1435); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

502. A letter from the Director, Defense Se-
curity Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Navy’s proposed 
Letter of Offer and Acceptance to the Repub-
lic of Korea, Transmittal No. 16-85, pursuant 
to Sec. 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control 
Act, as amended; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

503. A letter from the Director, Defense Se-
curity Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Air Force’s pro-
posed Letter of Offer and Acceptance to the 
Republic of Korea, Transmittal No. 16-83, 
pursuant to Sec. 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export 
Control Act, as amended; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

504. A letter from the Director, Defense Se-
curity Cooperation Agency, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Agency’s reports 
containing the September 30, 2016, status of 
loans and guarantees, issued under Section 
25(a)(11) of the Arms Export Control Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

505. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department 
of State, transmitting the Department’s 2016 
Data Mining Report to Congress pursuant to 
Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 
Commission Act of 2007, pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. 2000ee-3(c)(1); Public Law 110-53, Sec. 
804(c)(1); (121 Stat. 363); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

506. A letter from the Chief Financial Offi-
cer, Federal Mediation and Conciliation 
Service, transmitting the report of the Fed-

eral Mediation and Conciliation Service 
under the Federal Managers’ Financial In-
tegrity Act for Fiscal Year 2016; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

507. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Protected Resources, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plants; Final Rule To List Two 
Guitarfishes as Threatened Under the Endan-
gered Species Act [Docket No.: 150211138-7024- 
02] (RIN: 0648-XD771) received February 2, 
2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

508. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Atlantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog 
Fishery; 2017-2018 Fishing Quotas [Docket 
No.: 160816746-6999-02] (RIN: 0648-XE819) re-
ceived January 26, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

509. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern 
United States; Blueline Tilefish Fishery; 
Secretarial Interim Action [Docket No.: 
160609505-6505-01] (RIN: 0648-BG07) received 
February 1, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

510. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries Off West Coast States; 
Coastal Pelagic Species Fisheries; Annual 
Specifications [Docket No.: 160411325-6535-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XE568) received February 1, 2017, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

511. A letter from the Acting Assistant At-
torney General, Office of Legislative Affairs, 
Department of Justice, transmitting the An-
nual Report to Congress on the implementa-
tion, enforcement, and prosecution of reg-
istration requirements of the Adam Walsh 
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006, pur-
suant to 42 U.S.C. 16991; Public Law 109-248, 
Sec. 635; (120 Stat. 644); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

512. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, ASFR/OGAPA/Division of Grants, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Annual Civil Monetary Penalties Inflation 
Adjustment (RIN: 0991-AC0) received Feb-
ruary 2, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

513. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
and Standards Branch, Bureau of Safety and 
Environmental Enforcement, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Civil Penalty Inflation Adjust-
ment [Docket ID: BSEE-2017-0001; 
17XE1700DX EX1SF0000.DAQ000 EEEE50000] 
(RIN: 1014-AA34) received February 3, 2017, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

514. A letter from the Chairman and Chief 
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administra-
tion, transmitting the Department’s final 
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rule — Rules of Practice and Procedure; Ad-
justing Civil Money Penalties for Inflation 
(RIN: 3052-AD21) received February 2, 2017, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

515. A letter from the Director, Regulatory 
Management Division, Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s 
final rule — Uniform National Discharge 
Standards for Vessels of the Armed Forces — 
Phase II Batch One: Delay of Effective Date 
[EPA-HQ-OW-2013-0469; FRL-9959-30-OW] re-
ceived February 3, 2017, 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. 

516. A letter from the Acting Secretary of 
the Army, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting a copy of a memorandum, entitled 
‘‘Construction of the Dakota Access Pipe-
line’’; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Natural Re-
sources, and Energy and Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BYRNE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 91. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 
44) disapproving the rule submitted by the 
Department of the Interior relating to Bu-
reau of Land Management regulations that 
establish the procedures used to prepare, re-
vise, or amend land use plans pursuant to the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976; providing for consideration of the joint 
resolution (H.J. Res. 57) providing for con-
gressional disapproval under chapter 8 of 
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the Department of Education re-
lating to accountability and State plans 
under the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965; and providing for consid-
eration of the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 58) 
providing for congressional disapproval 
under chapter 8 of title 5, United States 
Code, of the rule submitted by the Depart-
ment of Education relating to teacher prepa-
ration issues (Rept. 115–9). 

Referred to the House Calendar. 

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 Mr. SMITH of Missouri (for himself, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and Mr. 
ROYCE of California): 

H.R. 871. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exempt premiums paid 
on non-cash-value property and casualty in-
surance from the taxes to enforce reporting 
on certain foreign accounts; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California (for 
himself, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 
MOORE, and Ms. SLAUGHTER): 

H.R. 872. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to enhance medical 
device communications and ensure device 
cleanliness; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER (for himself and 
Mr. MOULTON): 

H.R. 873. A bill to authorize the Global War 
on Terror Memorial Foundation to establish 

the National Global War on Terrorism Me-
morial as a commemorative work in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself, Mr. 
STIVERS, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. BARLETTA, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. 
O’ROURKE, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. THOMAS 
J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
Mr. OLSON, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 
DELANEY, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. 
SABLAN, Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. JONES, Mr. COOPER, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. KING of 
New York, Mr. PAULSEN, Mrs. 
RADEWAGEN, Mr. VELA, Ms. SHEA- 
PORTER, Mr. SOTO, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. EMMER, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
and Mr. KATKO): 

H.R. 874. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure that certain veterans 
receive in-patient psychiatric care provided 
by the Department of Veterans Affairs; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWHOUSE: 
H.R. 875. A bill to facilitate and streamline 

the Bureau of Reclamation process for cre-
ating or expanding water storage, rural 
water supply, and water recycling projects 
under Reclamation law, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. KATKO (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAUL, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. HIGGINS of Lou-
isiana, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
VELA, Mr. KEATING, and Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN): 

H.R. 876. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to reform programs of the 
Transportation Security Administration, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security. 

By Mr. AMODEI (for himself, Mr. 
ABRAHAM, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. KILMER, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor-
ida, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. 
JONES, Miss RICE of New York, Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. KUSTER 
of New Hampshire, Mr. HECK, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. HILL, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. ROUZER, 
Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
Mr. MARINO, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. STEWART, Mr. POCAN, 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
CARTER of Texas, Mr. ROSS, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. WITTMAN, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. PEARCE, and Mr. 
WENSTRUP): 

H.R. 877. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Army to place in Arlington National 
Cemetery a monument honoring the heli-
copter pilots and crewmembers who were 
killed while serving on active duty in the 
Armed Forces during the Vietnam era, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, 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. BIGGS (for himself, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mr. MESSER, Mr. 
PITTENGER, Mr. STEWART, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. OLSON, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 

Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. YOHO, Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER, Mr. DUNCAN of South Caro-
lina, Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota, Mr. 
BARR, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. GOH-
MERT, Mr. BANKS of Indiana, Mr. 
SMUCKER, Mr. BRAT, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. 
MARINO, Mr. ROKITA, and Mr. ISSA): 

H.R. 878. A bill to authorize the use of un-
approved medical products by patients diag-
nosed with a terminal illness in accordance 
with State law, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, 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. BILIRAKIS (for himself and Ms. 
ESTY): 

H.R. 879. A bill to require the Government 
Accountability Office to conduct periodic re-
views of the flood insurance rates and flood 
insurance rate maps under the national flood 
insurance program, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. BURGESS (for himself, Mr. 
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. HUDSON, 
and Ms. CASTOR of Florida): 

H.R. 880. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to facilitate assignment of mili-
tary trauma care providers to civilian trau-
ma centers in order to maintain military 
trauma readiness and to support such cen-
ters, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Mr. 
THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali-
fornia, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, 
Mr. COHEN, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. LIPIN-
SKI, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. NADLER, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. 
TIPTON, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Mr. ISSA, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. MARINO, and Mr. COLLINS of Geor-
gia): 

H.R. 881. A bill to amend title 17, United 
States Code, to provide for direct payment of 
statutory sound recording performance roy-
alties to record producers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUELLAR (for himself, Mr. 
HURD, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. O’ROURKE, 
and Mr. VELA): 

H.R. 882. A bill to provide for a general 
capital increase for the North American De-
velopment Bank, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. DESANTIS: 
H.R. 883. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to provide a certification proc-
ess for the issuance of nondisclosure require-
ments accompanying certain administrative 
subpoenas, to provide for judicial review of 
such nondisclosure requirements, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. HILL: 
H.R. 884. A bill to clarify that volunteers 

at a children’s consignment event are not 
employees under the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself and Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut): 

H.R. 885. A bill to extend the waiver of lim-
itations with respect to excluding from gross 
income amounts received by wrongfully in-
carcerated individuals; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. JONES: 

H.R. 886. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to permit dependents of retired 
members of the Armed Forces who reside in 
military housing to attend Department of 
Defense elementary and secondary schools; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 887. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to extend honorary citi-
zenship to otherwise qualified noncitizens 
who enlisted in the Philippines and died 
while serving on active duty with the United 
States Armed Forces during certain periods 
of hostilities, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 888. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to improve dependency and in-
demnity compensation for survivors of cer-
tain totally disabled veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York (for herself and Mr. POE of 
Texas): 

H.R. 889. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment of an office within the Internal Rev-
enue Service to focus on violations of the in-
ternal revenue laws by persons who are 
under investigation for conduct relating to 
the promotion of commercial sex acts and 
trafficking in persons crimes, and to in-
crease the criminal monetary penalty limi-
tations for the underpayment or overpay-
ment of tax due to fraud; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 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. MARINO (for himself, Ms. JUDY 
CHU of California, and Mrs. COM-
STOCK): 

H.R. 890. A bill to establish the United 
States Copyright Office as an agency in the 
legislative branch, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEADOWS (for himself and Mr. 
FARENTHOLD): 

H.R. 891. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, with respect to employee pro-
tective arrangements, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. MENG: 
H.R. 892. A bill to adjust the amount of 

monthly old-age, survivors, and disability in-
surance payments under title II of the Social 
Security Act based on locality-based com-
parability payment rates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. MENG: 
H.R. 893. A bill to protect, improve, and 

modernize the act of voting; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Rules, 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. PAULSEN: 
H.R. 894. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come certain interest and money market 
fund dividend income payments to charity 
and to modify the requirements relating to 
the reporting of such payments; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROKITA (for himself, Mr. 
MESSER, and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona): 

H.R. 895. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a credit against 
tax for qualified elementary and secondary 
education tuition; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee 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 within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. RENACCI, Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. 
WENSTRUP): 

H.R. 896. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exempt amounts paid for 
aircraft management services from the ex-
cise taxes imposed on transportation by air; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZELDIN (for himself, Mr. KING 
of New York, Mr. SUOZZI, and Miss 
RICE of New York): 

H.R. 897. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to make grants to State 
and local entities to carry out peer-to-peer 
mental health programs; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHRADER: 
H.J. Res. 64. A joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States giving Congress power to regu-
late campaign contributions for Federal 
elections; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. ZELDIN (for himself, Mr. SMITH 
of New Jersey, Mr. ENGEL, and Ms. 
MENG): 

H. Con. Res. 20. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Represent-
atives regarding the execution-style murders 
of United States citizens Ylli, Agron, and 
Mehmet Bytyqi in the Republic of Serbia in 
July 1999; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. ISSA, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. KEATING, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. BERA, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. 
KELLY of Illinois, Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mrs. TORRES, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mr. EVANS, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. COURT-
NEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Ms. TITUS, Mr. COHEN, 
and Mr. MCGOVERN): 

H. Con. Res. 21. Concurrent resolution re-
affirming a strong commitment to the 
United States-Australia alliance relation-
ship; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. YOHO, and Mr. SHER-
MAN): 

H. Res. 92. A resolution condemning North 
Korea’s development of multiple interconti-
nental ballistic missiles, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committee on Armed 
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. BISHOP of Utah (for himself 
and Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H. Res. 93. A resolution providing amounts 
for the expenses of the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources in the One Hundred Fifteenth 
Congress; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Ms. CLARKE of New York (for her-
self, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Mr. VARGAS, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. 
SOTO, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
CONYERS, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
and Ms. BASS): 

H. Res. 94. A resolution commending Sally 
Quillian Yates for refusing to enforce Donald 
Trump’s discriminatory Executive Order 

13769 (82 Fed. Reg. 8977; relating to ‘‘Pro-
tecting the Nation From Foreign Terrorist 
Entry Into the United States’’); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

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 Mr. SMITH of Missouri: 
H.R. 871. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 1 provides Con-

gress with the power to ‘‘lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises.’’ 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California: 
H.R. 872. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: 
H.R. 873. 
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 1, Section 
8, Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. LOEBSACK: 
H.R. 874. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation provided by Article 
1, Section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

By Mr. NEWHOUSE: 
H.R. 875. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. KATKO: 

H.R. 876. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18—To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. AMODEI: 
H.R. 877. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution, specifically clause 1 (relating to 
providing for the general welfare of the 
United States) and clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress), and Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (re-
lating to the power of Congress to dispose of 
and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States). 

By Mr. BIGGS: 
H.R. 878. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H.R. 879. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 1 of the Constitution of the 
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United States and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 880. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One, Section Eight, Clause One ‘‘To 

lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and 
Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States’’ 

Article One, Section Eight, Clause Three 
‘‘To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes’’ 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 
H.R. 881. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3: ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have Power [. . .] To regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States . . .’’ 

By Mr. CUELLAR: 
H.R. 882. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

Constitution. 
By Mr. DESANTIS: 

H.R. 883. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. Specifically, Clause 1 (relating 
to providing for the general welfare of the 
United States) and Clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress) 

By Mr. HILL: 
H.R. 884. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas: 
H.R. 885. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 886. 
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 1, section 
8 of the United States Constitution (clauses 
12, 13, 14, 16 and 18), which grants Congress 
the power to raise and support an Army; to 
provide and maintain a Navy; to make rules 
for the government and regulation of the 
land and naval forces; to provide for orga-
nizing, arming, and disciplining the militia; 
and to make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers. 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 887. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the United States 

Constitution gives Congress the authority to 
‘‘establish an uniform rule of naturaliza-
tion’’ and to ‘‘make rules for the government 
and regulation of the land and naval forces’’. 

By Mr. JONES: 
H.R. 888. 
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 1, section 
8 of the United States Constitution (clauses 
12, 13, 14, 16 and 18), which grants Congress 
the power to raise and support an Army; to 
provide and maintain a Navy; to make rules 
for the government and regulation of the 
land and naval forces; to provide for orga-

nizing, arming, and disciplining the militia; 
and to make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers. 

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 889. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution which provides Congress with 
the power to lay and collect taxes and regu-
late commerce among the several states. 

By Mr. MARINO: 
H.R. 890. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 8: To promote 

the Progress of Science and useful Arts, by 
security for limited Times to Authors and 
Inventors the exclusive Right to their re-
spective Writings and Discoveries. 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H.R. 891. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have the power To . . . regulate 
Commerce . . . among the several States 
. . .’’ 

By Ms. MENG: 
H.R. 892. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Ms. MENG: 

H.R. 893. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. PAULSEN: 

H.R. 894. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. ROKITA: 

H.R. 895. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section VIII, Clause I: The Con-

gress 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. TIBERI: 
H.R. 896. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 or Article I 

By Mr. ZELDIN: 
H.R. 897. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. SCHRADER: 

H.J. Res. 64. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This joint resolution is enacted pursuant 

to the power granted to Congress under Arti-
cle V of the United States Constitution. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 60: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana and Mr. 
BACON. 

H.R. 112: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 
H.R. 140: Mr. WOMACK. 
H.R. 176: Mr. ROHRABACHER. 

H.R. 233: Mr. LOBIONDO and Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 275: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 299: Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. 

GALLAGHER, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. KILMER, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. 
HANABUSA, Mr. BRIDENSTINE, Mr. VEASEY, 
Mr. CASTRO of Texas, and Mrs. LOVE. 

H.R. 332: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
CAPUANO, and Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 334: Mr. POCAN, Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. 
CAPUANO. 

H.R. 350: Mr. WOMACK. 
H.R. 358: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 367: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. MAST, Mr. SAM 

JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Ohio, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. COMER, 
Mr. JORDAN, and Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. 

H.R. 369: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 387: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 

ROUZER, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. LIPIN-
SKI, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. LAB-
RADOR, Mr. BABIN, Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of 
Florida, Ms. GRANGER, Ms. JENKINS of Kan-
sas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. LANCE, 
Mr. MEADOWS, Mrs. ROBY, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. HILL, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. ZELDIN, 
Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. GUTHRIE, 
Ms. LEE, Ms. MCSALLY, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. 
SCALISE, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms. JACKSON LEE, 
and Mr. WOODALL. 

H.R. 392: Mr. VEASEY, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Miss 
RICE of New York, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. POE of Texas, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 

H.R. 394: Mr. ROE of Tennessee and Mr. 
ROTHFUS. 

H.R. 400: Mr. LOUDERMILK and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 406: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 421: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 
H.R. 422: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 428: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 
H.R. 439: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 468: Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 476: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 

New Mexico and Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 490: Mr. BRIDENSTINE and Mr. MAR-

SHALL. 
H.R. 512: Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 525: Mr. GARRETT. 
H.R. 539: Mr. BARR. 
H.R. 553: Mr. BABIN. 
H.R. 559: Mr. GAETZ, Mr. COFFMAN, and Mr. 

BRAT. 
H.R. 592: Mr. KILMER, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. 

VALADAO, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. DENHAM, and 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 

H.R. 630: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 632: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 

ELLISON, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. WELCH, and Mr. 
BERGMAN. 

H.R. 637: Mr. NEWHOUSE and Mr. HARPER. 
H.R. 662: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 692: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 

GAETZ, and Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. 
H.R. 694: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 
H.R. 696: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SIRES, Mr. 

RASKIN, and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 712: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 713: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 724: Mr. LAWSON of Florida. 
H.R. 732: Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. GOSAR, and Mr. 

DUFFY. 
H.R. 747: Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. 

CRAMER. 
H.R. 757: Ms. NORTON, Mr. BRENDAN F. 

BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. BEYER, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
MCEACHIN, and Mr. SARBANES. 

H.R. 769: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. GOSAR, 
Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr. KUSTOFF 
of Tennessee, and Mr. DIAZ-BALART. 

H.R. 771: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 772: Mr. AGUILAR, Mr. HOLDING, and 

Mr. ROKITA. 
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H.R. 777: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 781: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Louisiana, Mr. BANKS of Indiana, 
Mr. MASSIE, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 
PALMER, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. BYRNE, and Mr. 
GAETZ. 

H.R. 782: Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. 
PITTENGER, and Mrs. COMSTOCK. 

H.R. 785: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
BUCSHON, and Mr. GOODLATTE. 

H.R. 787: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SWALWELL 
of California, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. JEFFRIES, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, and Mr. RASKIN. 

H.R. 789: Mr. DUNN, Ms. CHENEY, and Mr. 
BRAT. 

H.R. 793: Mr. GALLEGO and Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 804: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 

GOTTHEIMER, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. HECK, and Mr. 
ESPAILLAT. 

H.R. 816: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. BLU-
MENAUER. 

H.R. 820: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 
WENSTRUP, Miss RICE of New York, Mr. 
PITTENGER, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. LANCE, 
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. HURD, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. KNIGHT, Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. DUNCAN of 
Tennessee. 

H.R. 821: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. BASS, 
Mr. BEYER, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, and Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 831: Mr. HURD. 
H.R. 841: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. 
H.R. 842: Mr. AMASH. 
H.R. 850: Mr. BANKS of Indiana and Mr. 

FERGUSON. 
H.R. 852: Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. LAWSON of 

Florida, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. PANETTA, and 
Mr. HUFFMAN. 

H.R. 860: Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H.R. 866: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. 
H.R. 868: Mr. SABLAN and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 869: Mr. SABLAN and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.J. Res. 6: Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Flor-

ida and Mr. DAVIDSON. 
H.J. Res. 27: Mr. MARINO, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 

MARSHALL, Mr. OLSON, Mr. DUFFY, Mr. 
LAUDERMILK, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. GOHMERT, 
and Mr. BYRNE. 

H.J. Res. 42: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, 
Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. YOHO, Mr. ALLEN, and 
Mr. DUFFY. 

H.J. Res. 43: Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CHAFFETZ, 
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. HARPER, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. 
WESTERMAN, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. GUTHRIE. 

H.J. Res. 44: Mr. LABRADOR. 
H.J. Res. 48: Mr. HUFFMAN and Ms. NORTON. 
H.J. Res. 53: Mr. RASKIN. 
H.J. Res. 57: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. MITCHELL, 

Mr. YOHO, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. THOMP-
SON of Pennsylvania, Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. FER-
GUSON, and Mr. BUDD. 

H.J. Res. 58: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. YOHO, Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. BIGGS, 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
STEFANIK, and Mr. FERGUSON. 

H.J. Res. 59: Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of 
Florida. 

H.J. Res. 62: Mr. ROSS. 
H.J. Res. 63: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. FASO. 
H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. LAM-

BORN, Mr. CARTER of Georgia, and Mr. 
NEWHOUSE. 

H. Res. 15: Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. 
PINGREE, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. COSTA, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. REED, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN 
of New Mexico, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. WEBSTER 
of Florida, and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H. Res. 28: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. 
ESPAILLAT, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 

H. Res. 31: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. GRIFFITH, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. TITUS, Mr. PETERS, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. GOODLATTE, and 
Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 

H. Res. 38: Mr. BYRNE. 
H. Res. 60: Mr. KING of Iowa and Mr. ISSA. 
H. Res. 78: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 

MCNERNEY, Mr. MOULTON, and Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H. Res. 85: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H. Res. 90: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

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. BISHOP OF UTAH 

The provisions in H.R. 428 that warranted a 
referral to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources do not contain any congressional 
earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule 
XXI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives. 

OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF UTAH 

The provisions in H.J. Res. 44 that war-
ranted a referral to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources do not contain any congres-
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim-
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

OFFERED BY MS. FOXX 

The provisions warranting a referral to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce 
in H.J. Res. 57 do not contain any congres-
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim-
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI. 

OFFERED BY MS. FOXX 

The provisions warranting a referral to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce 
in H.J. Res. 58 do not contain any congres-
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim-
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI. 
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