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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. TAYLOR). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 17, 2017. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable SCOTT TAY-
LOR 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 will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties. All time shall be 
equally allocated between the parties, 
and in no event shall debate continue 
beyond 1:50 p.m. Each Member, other 
than the majority and minority leaders 
and the minority whip, shall be limited 
to 5 minutes. 

f 

MOURNING THE PASSING OF 
NOBEL PEACE PRIZE LAUREATE, 
LIU XIAOBO 

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

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to mourn the passing of the Chinese 
human rights advocate and Nobel Prize 
Laureate, Liu Xiaobo, who died last 
Thursday in China, under guard. 

The world has lost an incomparably 
courageous advocate who was dedi-
cated to advancing human rights and 
the rule of law, and paid for them with 
his own freedom and life. 

Liu’s passing last week in Chinese 
custody marked a tragic end to over a 
decade of persecution by the Chinese 
authorities who relentlessly mistreated 
him as he gradually became a symbol 
of the pro-democracy movement 
around the globe. 

In 2010, the Nobel Peace Committee 
awarded him the Peace Prize for his 
thoughtful advocacy for reform and for 
his courageous support of the pro-de-
mocracy document Charter 08. 

A year prior to the Nobel Peace Prize 
being awarded to Liu, in 2009, Chinese 
authorities tried him for subversion of 
state power, for which he received an 
11-year sentence. Given his rising stat-
ure in the international community, 
they imprisoned him in secret loca-
tions away from family, supporters, or 
international media. They kept him 
from receiving the Peace Prize and put 
pressure on the committee to rescind 
the award, in addition to doing every-
thing they could to prevent Liu’s sup-
porters from attending the ceremony 
in Norway. 

They routinely censored and con-
tinue to censor the internet for ref-
erences to Liu and other pro-democ-
racy advocates and ideas. 

China was so afraid of the power of 
his words and the bravery of his ac-
tions that while Liu was suffering from 
severe illness, Chinese authorities 
adopted the ultimate cruelty of not let-
ting him leave China for medical help 
that experts said might save his life. 
For China, the supreme goal was his si-
lence. 

The more we care about human 
rights and freedom, the more we must 
now mark his death and remember him 
not by being silent ourselves. 

I first came to know about Liu’s 
work a few years after the Congres-
sional-Executive Commission on China 
was created as part of the debate over 
China’s ascension to the World Trade 
Organization and concerns from Mem-
bers of Congress over China’s human 
rights record. 

In 2000, I coauthored the legislation 
that created the China commission to 
help advance and monitor human 
rights abuses in China. The commis-
sion continues to do important work 
and continues today by shining a spot-
light on many issues such as abuses in 
labor, environment, and freedom of 
speech and association. 

While he was the most prominent 
voice in China against its repression of 
human rights and democratic values, 
Liu was not as well known in his life as 
another brave voice, Andrei Sakharov. 
His voice and action occurred during 
the Cold War, where there was a full 
press against the Soviet Union, includ-
ing its suppression of freedom. He sup-
ported numerous efforts for freedom, 
including those of another noble war-
rior for freedom, Natan Sharansky. 
Like Sakharov, Liu was awarded the 
Nobel Peace Prize, but both were kept 
in virtual imprisonment and not al-
lowed to go to Stockholm. 

Liu’s battles for freedom occurred 
when China’s economic and political 
power were rising. The United States 
and other nations were wrestling with 
how to adapt, and relations with China 
have been increasingly infused with 
concerns about security, including the 
nuclearization of North Korea. So 
there has been a tendency for concerns 
in other nations about human rights 
and freedom in China to take a back 
seat. 

This is a major change from the days of 
Tiananmen Square, and events elsewhere 
then in China. My son, Andy Levin was in 
Chengdu during demonstrations there for free-
dom and he managed amidst all the dan-
gerous turbulence to cable a vivid article about 
the struggle for freedom there to the Detroit 
News. 

Chinese authorities have also relentlessly 
harassed his widow, Liu Xia (Lew Tsia), by 
keeping her in isolation, under house arrest for 
weeks at a time, and monitoring her every 
move. For as long as she remains there, the 
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authorities will continue to see her as a sym-
bol of dissent, and continue to harass her in 
every way imaginable. 

The U.S. government at all levels, including 
the highest, must speak up clearly for her 
freedom. 

I end today by leaving you with Liu words to 
his wife on the last day before his trial for sub-
version of state power in 2009: 

‘‘Even if I am crushed into powder, I will em-
brace you with ashes. I will calmly face the im-
pending trial, with no regrets for my choices, 
and will look forward with hope to tomorrow.’’ 

f 

HONORING FORMER SENATOR BOB 
DOLE 

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

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to wish former Kansas Senator 
Bob Dole a happy 94th birthday, which 
he celebrated this weekend. 

Born in Russell, Kansas, 94 years ago, 
Senator Dole dedicated his life to being 
a public servant. In 1945, after nearly 
giving his life in World War II, then- 
2nd Lieutenant Bob Dole earned two 
Purple Hearts and the Bronze Star for 
his combat valor in Italy. He would 
later, of course, win the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom. 

After serving as the Representative 
for the First District, the district I rep-
resent, he became Senator Bob Dole in 
1968. I well remember sitting in my 
own classroom of third grade in Ms. 
Hileman’s class at Jefferson grade 
school and reading our weekly reader, 
reading about a very contentious race 
involving Bob Dole. And, of course, 
Senator Dole went on to win that race 
and to serve Kansas until his 1996 Pres-
idential run. 

To date, Senator Dole has the record 
for the longest serving Republican 
leader in the Senate. Currently, Sen-
ator Dole keeps a very busy schedule 
working here in Washington, D.C., and 
continues public service in a variety of 
ways. On many Saturdays, he can be 
seen greeting veterans at the World 
War II Memorial, something I have had 
the pleasure of doing with him. 

His international impact is still felt 
in programs like the McGovern-Dole 
International Food for Education pro-
gram, which helps fight childhood hun-
ger and poverty by providing nutrition 
to more than 22 million school children 
in 41 developing countries. 

Mr. Speaker, as this body debates 
legislation and its impacts, we would 
do well to keep in mind leaders like 
Senator Dole, who never forgot about 
the human impact of each bill, who has 
embodied public service his entire life, 
and who never forgot where he was 
from, Russell, Kansas. 

Happy 94th birthday to my friend, 
our mentor, our fellow Kansan, Sen-
ator Bob Dole. 

WELCOME HOME FIRST INFANTRY DIVISION 
Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to welcome home our First In-
fantry Division Headquarters, who 
have been stationed in Iraq for the last 

9 months, advising and assisting Iraqi 
security forces. 

Approximately 150 soldiers in the di-
vision returned home this weekend, 
with the rest returning to Fort Riley 
later this month. Major General Mar-
tin, the commanding general of the 
First Infantry Division at Fort Riley, 
was among the soldiers who returned 
home recently. We thank him for his 
service abroad and are looking forward 
to working with him at Fort Riley. 

This marks the first time that al-
most our entire division is back home 
together on one post. However, one 
aviation battalion is still currently de-
ployed in the Republic of Korea. These 
soldiers and their families, especially 
their families, sacrifice greatly, and it 
certainly does not go unnoticed. 

They are part of a distinguished divi-
sion, the Big Red One, and return home 
just in time for celebrations of the di-
vision’s 100th anniversary. 

Welcome home to General Martin 
and the rest of his troops. 

HONORING AMELIA EARHART 
Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to acknowledge one of Kansas’ 
most well-known natives, Amelia Ear-
hart. 

Amelia was raised in Atchison, Kan-
sas, and would be 120 years old this 
month, and this month also is the 80th 
anniversary of her disappearance. 

After taking her first plane ride in 
1920, she soared to the top of the avia-
tion world attempting to accomplish 
the audacious flight around the world. 
Amelia’s history has helped shape the 
future Kansas would have in aerospace 
industry today. 

Her numerous accomplishments, such 
as being the first woman to fly solo 
across the Atlantic and being elected 
president of The Ninety-Nines, a wom-
en’s aviation club, has helped pave the 
way for Kansans today and make her 
print in history. 

Thanks, in part, to Amelia, 67 per-
cent of the general aviation fleet has 
been manufactured in Kansas since 
1919. It is an honor to have her from 
Kansas, and on her birthday, to recog-
nize all she has done for Kansas, avia-
tion, women, and our national pride. 

f 

WHO HAS CONTROL OVER OUR 
SKIES 

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

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to bring attention to a very crit-
ical issue that has occurred concerning 
our skies and the control thereof. 

Our U.S. airspace is the busiest air-
space in the world and, alone, is the 
safest and most successful. We have 
over 87,000 flights per day in the United 
States airspace. Our wonderful friends 
from Canada, just to the north, have 
only a mere fraction of that. 

For decades, our air traffic control 
has been successfully managed under 
the FAA with the oversight of Congress 

and the American taxpayer. Like any 
system, there is always room for im-
provement and modernization. How-
ever, there are some who think that 
the only way to get to modernization is 
through privatization. This could not 
be further from the truth. 

Congress will soon begin debating an 
FAA reauthorization bill. Chairman 
SHUSTER and the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure have done 
a commendable job and worked tire-
lessly to craft a bill that brings much- 
needed reforms to the FAA. However, I 
strongly disagree with the idea to give 
control of air traffic services to a pri-
vate corporation governed by a board 
made up of special interests. There are 
just too many reasons why this is a bad 
idea. 

Under the plan, the corporation 
would operate air traffic control by 
charging flyers user fees. A private cor-
poration concerned with raising money 
from user fees will be heavily 
incentivized to prioritize air traffic 
services where it can raise the most 
money. 

This incentive would be very harmful 
to constituents like mine in rural areas 
who could very well see a reduction in 
air traffic services. 

Further, a private user fee model 
would undoubtedly reduce revenues to 
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, as 
the administration’s own budget pre-
dicts. This fund is critical for upgrades 
and maintenance in small- and me-
dium-sized airports across the country. 

Reliable air traffic services and air-
port infrastructure are essential for 
rural areas to attract business, for eco-
nomic growth, and for Americans to 
have access to safe and efficient travel. 
This plan is bad for rural America. 

Spinning off air traffic control to a 
private corporation is also a major li-
ability for the American taxpayer. The 
administration’s budget predicts that 
privatization of air traffic control 
would cost almost $46 billion over 10 
years. These costs would be com-
pounded by the fact that the private 
corporation will be required to hire all 
current Federal air traffic employees, 
continue to contribute to their Federal 
benefits and healthcare, and continue 
to collectively bargain with their 
union representatives. This is hardly 
privatization and hardly moderniza-
tion. 

Even more concerning, the taxpayers 
would likely be on the hook if the cor-
poration took on more debt than it can 
pay for and is unable to safely operate 
our skies. 

Yes, the bill says there is no Federal 
guarantee for the corporation, but this 
hasn’t stopped the Federal Government 
from being forced to bail out other so- 
called private corporations to the tune 
of hundreds of billions of dollars such 
as Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. 

Our airspace is a public resource and 
a great national treasure. Control over 
it should not be handed over to a pri-
vate board with no oversight from Con-
gress and, therefore, no obligation to 
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