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during World War II with a deep humil-
ity that defines the Greatest Genera-
tion. He said: ‘““We were there to do the
job, and we did it. And I came back.”

Our country can never repay Charles
for his service and sacrifice, but we can
stand as a grateful nation to honor his
life and legacy with our deepest re-
spect.

Our thoughts and prayers are with
his wife, Helen, and the rest of the
Geraci family.

Truly, it is men and women like
Charles Geraci whom we can credit for
the gift of freedom that we are able to
pass along to our children and grand-
children. They protected and preserved
that gift with their very lives. For
that, we remain eternally grateful.

————

PRESERVING HEALTH CARE FOR
VETERANS

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

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise as a proud marine on behalf of
countless veterans across America
whose healthcare options will vanish if
House Republicans succeed in repealing
the Affordable Care Act. The ACA has
provided an invaluable safety net for
our Nation’s veterans, fulfilling crit-
ical gaps in coverage within the VA
system.

Mr. Speaker, in the first 2 years after
the ACA’s implementation, the rate of
uninsured veterans dropped by an as-
tonishing 43 percent. This was largely
due to the fact that, through the ACA’s
Medicaid expansion, 7 out of 10 pre-
viously uninsured veterans became eli-
gible for coverage.

The Republicans’ so-called repeal-
and-replace plan would slash veterans’
options by abandoning our commit-
ment to a more inclusive Medicaid pro-
gram. Democrats refuse to compromise
on care for our Nation’s heroes, and we
absolutely refuse to compromise in the
fight to preserve the lifesaving Afford-
able Care Act.

——————

THE PEOPLE’S RIGHTS
AMENDMENT

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, it has
been 7 years since the dreadful Citizens
United ruling.

In upholding the rights of corpora-
tions to donate to political campaigns
under the First Amendment, the Su-
preme Court created an election sys-
tem that is now corrupted by limitless,
unregulated donations. Ordinary citi-
zens are left powerless, and politicians
are increasingly beholden to wealthy
special interests.

Since Citizens United, we have seen a
major telecommunications company,
o0il companies, and the tobacco indus-
try all attempt to dismantle regula-
tions and disclosure rules by claiming
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First Amendment rights. Today, I am
reintroducing the People’s Rights
Amendment to overturn Citizens
United and declare, once and for all,
that corporations are not people.

The Constitution was never intended
to give corporations the same rights as
the American people. Corporations
don’t breathe; they don’t have Kkids;
they don’t die in wars.

The Preamble to the Constitution is
“We the people,” not ‘“We the corpora-
tions.”

Let us hope this Congress doesn’t for-
get that.

————

LAWSUIT ABUSE REDUCTION ACT
OF 2017

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 720.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 180 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 720.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 720) to
amend Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure to improve attorney
accountability, and for other purposes,
with Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

H.R. 720, the Lawsuit Abuse Reduc-
tion Act, would restore mandatory
sanctions for frivolous lawsuits filed in
Federal court.

Many Americans may not realize it,
but today, under what is called rule 11
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
there is no requirement that those who
file frivolous lawsuits pay for the un-
justified legal costs they impose on
their victims, even when those victims
prove to a judge the lawsuit was with-
out any basis in law or fact.

As a result, the current rule 11 goes
largely unenforced because the victims
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of frivolous lawsuits have little incen-
tive to pursue additional litigation to
have the case declared frivolous when
there is no guarantee of compensation
at the end of the day.

H.R. 720 would finally provide light
at the end of the tunnel for the victims
of frivolous lawsuits by requiring sanc-
tions against the filers of frivolous law-
suits, sanctions which include paying
back victims for the full cost of their
reasonable expenses incurred as a di-
rect result of the rule 11 violation, in-
cluding attorneys’ fees.

The bill also strikes the current pro-
visions in rule 11 that allow lawyers to
avoid sanctions for making frivolous
claims and demands by simply with-
drawing them within 21 days. This
change eliminates the ‘“‘free pass’ law-
yers now have to file frivolous lawsuits
in Federal court.

The current lack of mandatory sanc-
tions leads to the regular filing of law-
suits that are baseless. So many frivo-
lous pleadings currently go under the
radar because the lack of mandatory
sanctions for frivolous filings forces
victims of frivolous lawsuits to roll
over and settle the case, because doing
that is less expensive than litigating
the case to a victory in court.

Correspondence written by someone
filing a frivolous lawsuit, which be-
came public, concisely illustrates how
the current lack of mandatory sanc-
tions for filing frivolous lawsuits leads
to legal extortion. That correspondence
to the victim of a frivolous lawsuit
states: ‘I really don’t care what the
law allows you to do. It’s a more prac-
tical issue. Do you want to send your
attorney a check every month indefi-
nitely as I continue to pursue this?”’

Under the Lawsuit Abuse Reduction
Act, those who file frivolous lawsuits
would no longer be able to get off scot-
free and, therefore, they couldn’t get
away with those sorts of extortionary
threats any longer.

The victims of lawsuit abuse are not
just those who are actually sued. Rath-
er, we all suffer under a system in
which innocent Americans everywhere
live under the constant fear of a poten-
tially bankrupting frivolous lawsuit.

As the former chairman of The Home
Depot company has written: ‘““An un-
predictable legal system casts a shad-
ow over every plan and investment. It
is devastating for startups. The cost of
even one ill-timed abusive lawsuit can
bankrupt a growing company and cost
hundreds of thousands of jobs.”

The prevalence of frivolous lawsuits
in America is reflected in the absurd
warning labels companies must place
on their products to limit their expo-
sure to frivolous claims. A 5-inch brass
fishing lure with three hooks is labeled
“Harmful if swallowed.” A household
iron contains the warning ‘‘Never iron
clothes while they are being worn.” A
piece of ovenware warns, ‘‘Ovenware
will get hot when used in oven.”

And here are just a couple of exam-
ples of frivolous lawsuits brought in
Federal court, where judges failed to
award compensation to the victims:
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