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Our amendment would help ensure
adequate funding for a grant program
available to States, including my home
State of Pennsylvania, to tailor assess-
ment systems to work for teachers,
parents, and students. The amendment
would provide $378 million in funding
for State assessment grants, the
amount authorized for these grants in
the Every Student Succeeds Act but,
notably, $8.9 million more than that
which was included in the legislation
we are currently debating.

Including full funding for State as-
sessment grants is a critical way for
Congress to fulfill our promise under
ESSA that we would streamline testing
so the high-stakes testing culture that
has burdened schools and students for
too long is rolled back.

I thank the chairman and ranking
member for the opportunity to offer
this amendment, and I urge the adop-
tion of the en bloc amendment.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair, | rise in
support of this bi-partisan amendment that
would increase funding for the Black Lung
Clinics Programs in the Health Resources
Services Administration (HRSA) by $2.7 mil-
lion. This increase, when added to the $7.2
million provided in the appropriations bill being
considered, will provide $10 million in total
funding for Fiscal Year 2018. | want to com-
mend Representative GRIFFITH for his leader-
ship on this issue.

The additional funding proposed by the
amendment is fully offset by a reduction in
program management, and the total amount of
$10 million is equal to the permanently author-
ized amount. That level, | would note, has re-
mained the same since the Black Lung Clinics
Program was first authorized in the 92nd Con-
gress as part of the Black Lung Benefits Act
of 1972.

Today, there are 28 black lung clinics lo-
cated in 15 coal mining states which, with
small grants provided by HRSA’s Federal Of-
fice of Rural Health Policy, serve as a lifeline
for disabled miners.

In many cases, these coal miners spent a
lifetime working in our nation’s mines, but now
face black lung disease—a debilitating and
frequently fatal lung disease that continues to
erode lung function even after a miner leaves
work in the mines. Since 1968, 76,000 miners
have lost their lives to black lung disease.

The black lung clinics program is expected
to serve 13,800 miners this year. The need for
these clinics is rising due to an increase in the
number of black lung cases, coupled with an
increased number of miners who are now
seeking assistance following the closure of
mines.

The rate of black lung disease in coal min-
ers fell steadily in the 30 years following the
enactment of binding coal dust exposure limits
in the 1969 Coal Mine Safety and Health Act.
However, that favorable downward trend start-
ed to reverse beginning in 2000, according to
the National Institute for Occupational Safety
and Health (NIOSH). NIOSH is also finding
that miners are becoming totally disabled from
black lung at much younger ages.

The increase in black lung disease has
been due in part to longer mining shifts, more
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powerful mining machinery, and mine opera-
tors cutting into more rock because the easi-
est reach coal has been mined out. Much of
that rock is quartz bearing sandstone which,
which when mined, releases large amounts of
silica containing mine dust that is far more
toxic than coal dust.

The most severe form of black lung disease,
known as progressive massive fibrosis or
PMF, has spiked dramatically. Earlier this
year, NIOSH reported that the Stone Mountain
Resources clinic in southwest Virginia had
identified the largest cluster of PMF ever
found—over 400 cases. National Public Radio
has reported on large clusters in Kentucky and
other states.

PMF produces large masses of scar tissue
in the lung, and often the only means for sur-
vival is undergoing a high-risk lung transplant.

While funding for the black lung clinics has
been frozen at virtually the same level for the
past 5 years, a number of clinics, including
many of those in Appalachia, have faced sub-
stantial increase in demand from coal miners
for screening, diagnosis and pulmonary reha-
bilitation.

Clinics provide benefits counseling, includ-
ing assisting miners with federal black lung
benefits and state compensation claims.

Some clinics are so underfunded that they
are operating with obsolete and inefficient di-
agnostic equipment, which needs to be up-
graded.

Mr. Chair, we owe it to coal miners to get
them the care and benefits they need and de-
serve. | urge a yes vote.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
COLE).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee
will rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. Cos-
TELLO of Pennsylvania) assumed the
chair.

———————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed bills and
agreed to a joint resolution of the fol-
lowing titles in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 102. An act to direct the Federal Com-
munications Commission to commence pro-
ceedings related to the resiliency of critical
communications networks during times of
emergency, and for other purposes.

S. 327. An act to direct the Securities and
Exchange Commission to provide a safe har-
bor related to certain investment fund re-
search reports, and for other purposes.

S. 416. An act to amend the Small Business
Investment Incentive Act of 1980 to require
an annual review by the Securities and Ex-
change Commission of the annual govern-
ment-business forum on capital formation.

S. 444. An act to amend the Investment
Company Act of 1940 to expand the investor
limitation for qualifying venture capital
funds under an exemption from the defini-
tion of an investment company.

S. 462. An act to require the Securities and
Exchange Commission to refund or credit
certain excess payments made to the Com-
mission.

S. 484. An act to amend the Investment
Company Act of 1940 to terminate an exemp-
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tion for companies located in Puerto Rico,
the Virgin Islands, and any other possession
of the United States.

S. 488. An act to increase the threshold for
disclosures required by the Securities and
Exchange Commission relating to compen-
satory benefit plans, and for other purposes.

S 1311. An act to provide assistance in
abolishing human trafficking in the United
States.

S. 1312. An act to prioritize the fight
against human trafficking in the United
States.

S.J. Res 49. Joint Resolution condemning
the violence and domestic terrorist attack
that took place during events between Au-
gust 11 and August 12, 2017, in Charlottes-
ville, Virginia, recognizing the first respond-
ers who lost their lives while monitoring the
events, offering deepest condolences to the
families and friends of those individuals who
were killed and deepest sympathies and sup-
port to those individuals who were injured
by the violence, expressing support for the
Charlottesville community, rejecting White
nationalists, White supremacists, the Ku
Klux Klan, neo-Nazis, and other hate groups,
and urging the President and the President’s
Cabinet to use all available resources to ad-
dress the threats posed by those groups.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

———

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

The

ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2018

The Committee resumed its sitting.

AMENDMENT NO. 131 OFFERED BY MR. KILDEE

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. GRIFFITH). It
is now in order to consider amendment
No. 131 printed in House Report 115-297.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 693, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘“(increased by
$10,000,000)"".

Page 693, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: “(increased by
$10,000,000)"".

Page 694, line 7, after the dollar amount,

insert the following: ‘“(increased by
$10,000,000)*".
Page 718, line 15, after the first dollar

amount, insert the following: ‘‘(decreased by
$10,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of my amendment that would
increase funding for youth employment
initiatives by $10 million.

Michigan’s unemployment rate is 4.7
percent, but for youth aged 16 to 24, it
is more than double that, over 11 per-
cent. Young people face high unem-
ployment, and the lack of opportunity
to find meaning in the world of work
has implications that go far beyond
just those years that they might find
meaningful employment.

Investing in those young Americans
ensures that they all do better. Pro-
viding those important employment
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opportunities builds a strong founda-
tion around the concept of hard work,
and I know many Members support this
effort. We just need to make sure that
we find every opportunity that we can
to make sure that every young person
looking for an opportunity to earn a
few dollars learns and, especially, un-
derstands the connection between their
focus on work and the benefits that
they will realize from that not only in
terms of their own well-being, but the
contributions they can make to their
community.

Just last month, I had an oppor-
tunity to visit a really great example
about how youth employment can
make a positive impact in my home
community. I visited a community gar-
den run by Greg Gaines, who employs
Flint area youth in summer jobs. They
learn to grow crops. They learn that
hard work pays off. Over time, they see
these crops come in that they sell at
the local farmers market. Very few of
them will work in agriculture, but they
come to understand that some patience
and some effort and the focus on show-
ing up on time and doing a day’s good
work literally and figuratively will
produce fruits that they can benefit
from.

So for 14- to 20-year-old kids in this
program, obviously, it will make a dif-
ference in terms of the way their lives
and their life trajectory goes forward,
but it also sets a great example for
their peers.

This is just one of those things that
we do in the Federal Government that
is an investment in our future. It is an
investment in the lives of these kids. It
pays us back tenfold. We should sup-
port it with every dollar we can find,
and I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
begin by saying how much I, frankly,
appreciate the gentleman’s amend-
ment.

Many programs in this bill, frankly,
were eliminated or substantially re-
duced to stay within the allocation,
which, as I know my good friend
knows, was $5 billion below the FY 2017
enacted level. Some other programs,
including job training programs for
youth, were reduced by relatively mod-
est amounts, again, to stay within the
allocation. The total amount in the bill
for youth job training grants is $832
million, a reduction over last year of
just 4.5 percent.

While I support the job training
grants and programs in question, I op-
pose the amendment out of concern
that the offset to the Department of
Labor’s administration account will be
too hard to absorb, including the ad-
ministrative reductions already in-
cluded in the bill.
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I will commit to my friend that we
will try to work with him through the
process and see if there is some way
that we can get these funds restored
going forward.

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate my friend’s comments. I under-
stand the position he holds, and I do
hope that we can work together, even-
tually, to make sure that this program
is more fully funded.

I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from New York (Mrs. LOWEY), the
ranking member of the full Committee
on Appropriations.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I, too,
appreciate the chairman’s comments,
and I do hope, during this process, we
will respond to this important request.

I rise in support of this amendment.

The underlying bill cuts the Depart-
ment of Labor’s Youth Employment
Program, which provides funding to all
50 States, by $42 million, a shortsighted
proposal that ignores the needs of mil-
lions of young people.

In the United States, there are
roughly 5.5 million teenagers and
young adults between the ages of 16
and 24 who are neither working nor in
school. This translates to one in seven
teens and young adults. The youth pro-
gram helps prepare out-of-school and
low-income youth in your communities
for employment and postsecondary
education. These youth represent ex-
traordinary potential for our Nation’s
economy. Investing in them has a rip-
ple effect on future generations of low-
income children and families, and I
urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ScorT), the ranking member of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce, a champion for this issue
and many others.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of this amend-
ment, which would increase funding for
youth employment activities under the
Workforce Innovation Opportunity
Act.

As has been stated, about 5 million of
our Nation’s youth are both out of
school and out of work, so we have a
choice: Do we invest to help our youth
get on a good path towards a good job,
or do we pay considerably more later?

We have to choose to invest now.
This includes increased funding for
youth employment activities that help
out-of-school and out-of-work youth,
and it helps fund summer jobs, on-the-
job training, apprenticeship training,
and others. The alternative is to pay
much more later in incarceration, teen
pregnancy, and public assistance. When
we make these Federal investments
now, we make investments in our com-
munities, our Nation, and our shared
future, and we save money in the fu-
ture.
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Mr. Chair, I support the amendment
and urge its adoption.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I would
simply urge my colleagues to join me
in this. I think we all know of these in-
dividual cases where the life of a young
person is changed permanently because
of an experience that they had finding
meaning in work.

Again, as I said at the outset, my
view is we should try to find every way
we can to support including as many
young people in that experience as pos-
sible. This amendment would do that.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support it, and I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Michigan will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 133 OFFERED BY MR. MITCHELL

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 133 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 706, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $10,646,100)"".

Page 706, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $17,560,000)"’.

Page 708, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $21,750,000)"’.

Page 708, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $4,112,900)"".

Page 708, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $9,450,000)"".

Page 708, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $11,437,700)"’.

Page 713, line 4, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced by $53,147,000)"’.

Page 715, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $35,997,500)"".

Page 717, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $54,400,000)"".

Page 718, line 15, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $27,253,900)"".

Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $29,288,100)"’.

Page 805, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $43,100,000)"".

Page 812, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $8,173,700)"".

Page 817, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $24,900,000)"’.

Page 856, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $351,216,900)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. MITCHELL) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

amount,
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, our
Nation faces a dire fiscal situation. We
have now reached our debt ceiling and
are determining how to control spend-
ing while funding necessary programs.

The path we are on is not sustain-
able. It jeopardizes our future, our chil-
dren’s future, and our national secu-
rity. We must get our fiscal house in
order and take this problem seriously.

Paying lip service to the problem
will not solve it. We must be respon-
sible now before it is too late. The re-
ality is that we can make cuts to the
size and cost of our Federal Govern-
ment without impacting essential pro-
grams. In fact, the right cuts will allow
our economy to grow by stopping over-
eager bureaucrats who seem to believe
everything should be regulated until it
no longer functions.

We in Congress need to be focused on
growing and protecting Main Street,
not protecting an already bloated Fed-
eral Government and bureaucracy. The
amendment I propose today is simple.
It makes a cut to the bureaucracy of
several offices of division F relating to
Labor, Health and Human Services. My
amendment cuts funds from the same
Department of Labor that gave us the
overtime rule and the persuader rule.
This is an agency of bureaucrats that
wishes to legislate through regulation.

My amendment puts forth a modest
10 percent reduction of administrative
expenses, which would save taxpayers
$351 million annually on Labor and
HHS alone. Let me restate that: We
can actually save $351 million annually
by just cutting administrative costs.

We, in fact, may well find the money
to put the additional $10 million into
youth employment services if we cut
our bureaucracy.

I come from a world of privacy busi-
ness, so I understand that fiscal re-
sponsibility starts on a small scale and
requires commitment to changing the
trend. My amendment, when combined
with similar measures across all appro-
priations, will yield big savings to tax-
payers, and will do so without cutting
projects or essential programs that we
hold dear.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to se-
riously consider my amendment as we
work to secure our fiscal future, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
begin by thanking my friend for the
amendment, quite frankly. And while I
understand and share many of the gen-
tleman’s concerns, most of the ac-
counts that this amendment reduces
have already been reduced in the bill.
The allocations we are working on re-
quired us to find efficiencies and sav-
ings wherever possible.

I believe that cutting the administra-
tive accounts in this amendment by
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another 10 percent would unnecessarily
increase the risk of significant disrup-
tion of services, and oversight responsi-
bility the agencies in this bill are
charged with.

While I oppose the amendment for
these reasons, I want to pledge to my
friend that I will continue to work
with him and others to identify specific
areas where additional efficiencies and
savings can be realized. And I know my
friend also feels strongly about entitle-
ment reform, where the real money is,
and I look forward to working with
him on that as well.

But in the meantime, Mr. Chairman,
I must urge the rejection of the amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chair, I appre-
ciate the efforts of the chairman, and,
in fact, all of the appropriations ef-
forts. In fact, this week we will pass a
full set of appropriations bills out of
the House to send to the Senate—some-
thing that has not happened here in a
very long time, although I am new.

The reality is that many of the cuts
we have talked about thus far are cuts
to the increases many agencies re-
quested. I worked in the private sector
where a cut meant you really spent
less real dollars.

Now, I believe there are a number of
programs we need to be very careful of.
Item by item would be the best way,
but at some point in time, we need to
draw a line. We can’t continue spend-
ing what we are spending, and I hope
that we are going to be fiscally respon-
sible down the road.

So I appreciate the chairman’s com-
ments. I worked very carefully with
him, and, yes, I agree that entitlement
reform is a huge issue and we have got
to take it on. We need to amend the
Budget Control Act. There are so many
things we need to accomplish.

I am going to support our appropria-
tions package and continue to try and
work to tweak those so we actually
save money, and we are efficient, and
we save programs that we hold dear
that are productive.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. LOWEY), my good friend, the
distinguished ranking member of the
full Appropriations Committee.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

I rise in opposition to this amend-
ment. This amendment would truly
decimate the ability of the Depart-
ments of Labor, Health and Human
Services, and Education to meet the
needs of Americans by indiscrimi-
nately transferring $351 million to the
spending reduction account.

This does nothing to improve the
bill, which is already underfunded. The
majority has imposed more than a $5
billion cut to the Labor-HHS bill below
the 2017 omnibus level. Further cuts
are completely unnecessary, and that
is not all. The committee’s allocation
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was approximately $5 billion below the
nondefense level allowed under the
Budget Control Act.

We have the resources available, yet
the majority refuses to allocate them
to the essential programs funded
through this bill.

This amendment would not encour-
age the agencies to do more with less.
Simply put, it would force the agencies
and our constituents to do less with
less.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to join me in opposing this amend-
ment.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ScoTT), my good friend.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, this amendment would reduce
funding by 10 percent for programs ad-
ministered by all accounts in the
Labor-HHS appropriations bill. By
making it across the board, it makes it
more difficult for the agencies to actu-
ally administer their programs, mak-
ing it harder, if not impossible, for the
government to protect its citizens by
enforcing wage and protection laws, en-
suring safe workplaces, ensuring edu-
cation for students with disabilities,
support for those with drug addictions.

The bill, as the gentlewoman has al-
ready indicated, is already under-
funded, and this would just make mat-
ters worse.

Mr. Chairman, I would hope we de-
feat this amendment.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MITCHELL).

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT NO. 134 OFFERED BY MR. POCAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 134 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chairman, as the
designee of the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO), I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 706, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,400,000)"".

Page 708, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 708, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $9,976,000)"".

Page 708, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,051,000)"".

Page 713, line 4, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $21,317,000)"".

Page 715, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $13,841,000)"’.

Page 718, line 15, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $59,625,000)’
‘“‘(decreased by $7,865,000)"".

Page 740, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by $51,901,000)"".

Page 805, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $112,060,000)’.

Page 817, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $25,224,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
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from Wisconsin (Mr. POCAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chairman, I am
doing this on behalf of Ms. DELAURO.
As we know, her mother passed this
weekend, and she is in our thoughts.

Mr. Chairman, this also incorporates
two other amendments that we would
have otherwise taken up separately
under my name, but they are all-inclu-
sive in here. So let me talk about what
the amendment does.

This amendment would restore fund-
ing to worker protection programs to
keep to the fiscal year 2017 levels. The
bill, as it stands, has a cut of $59 mil-
lion to worker protection agencies, in-
cluding a cut of $21 million to OSHA,
the elimination of the Susan Harwood
training grants, and a cut of $14 mil-
lion to the Mine Safety and Health Ad-
ministration.

This is the lowest budget OSHA has
seen since 2009. We need OSHA. It saves
lives. Since 1970, occupational deaths
have been cut in half, saving over 80
million lives. But there is plenty of
work left to do.

Last year alone, 4,800 workers were
killed on the job, and over 3 million
were seriously injured. An average of 15
workers die every day from job inju-
ries, costing U.S. businesses over $170
billion.

The proposed budget would further
reduce enforcement personnel by 140
investigators. That is 2,318 fewer work-
place investigations. In addition, in the
bill under consideration, safety train-
ing grants to reach workers in the
highest risk jobs are eliminated, de-
spite being a core OSHA program
through every administration, Repub-
lican and Democrat, since 1978.

OSHA has only enough funding to in-
spect every workplace under its juris-
diction every 159 years. Why would this
bill eliminate funding for Susan Har-
wood training grants that protect and
educate workers in the most dangerous
jobs?

This program costs less than one-
tenth of 1 percent of the Department of
Labor’s budget. This cut is irrespon-
sible and reckless. We cannot cut
NIOSH occupational health research,
the primary Federal agency that con-
ducts research to prevent work-related
illness and injury. This research is a
critical defense against tragedy. We
must fund MSHA to keep our Nation’s
mines safe. There is too much on the
line to neglect this sector.

This amendment would restore fund-
ing to the Bureau of International
Labor Affairs, which is tasked with en-
forcing labor provisions of free trade
agreements that are intended to pro-
tect American workers.

Finally, this amendment would re-
store funding to the National Labor
Relations Board, which protects the
rights of workers under the National
Labor Relations Act.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
begin by saying how much I regret—I
know my friend regrets that our good
friend wasn’t here to offer her amend-
ment here this evening, and I appre-
ciate my good friend from Wisconsin
stepping up and doing that. He is a
very valued member of this sub-
committee, and one who contributes
mightily to its deliberations.

I certainly understand the concern of
some with the relatively modest reduc-
tions in this bill at labor enforcement
agencies at the Department of Labor.
It has been the subcommittee’s policy
for many years to protect workers’
health and safety by increasing funding
for compliance assistance, and reduc-
ing enforcement activities. That is ex-
actly what this bill actually does.

I appreciate that the subcommittee
has had to reduce funding for many
programs in the bill to work within its
allocation. My concern with this
amendment is the substantial offset of
the department management funds at
the Departments of Labor, Health and
Human Services, and Education.

Mr. Chairman, for that reason, I op-
pose the amendment, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chairman, I will
close by saying that I have been an em-
ployer for nearly 30 years; and on be-
half of the vast majority of employers
who have very responsible workplaces
and care for their workers and take
care of their workers, it is the irre-
sponsible businesses that hurt all of
the other businesses.

When we don’t inspect companies
that could have workplace violations,
when we can only get around every 159
yvears to every workplace that is under
the jurisdiction, when we don’t enforce
wage laws, we hurt the responsible
businesses in this country, and that is
why it is important to do this.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. POCAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin will be
postponed.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 135 will not be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 136 OFFERED BY MR. SABLAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 136 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 713, line 4, after the dollar amount in-
sert: ‘“‘(increased by $500,000) (decreased by
$500,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from the Northern Mariana Islands
(Mr. SABLAN) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from the Northern Mariana Islands.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I will be brief. My
amendment moves a small amount of
money within the OSHA bureaucracy
in order to put enforcement Federal
boots on the ground in the Pacific re-
gion where my district, the Northern
Mariana Islands, is.
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Some of you may know that the
Northern Mariana Islands are in a
transition from overreliance on foreign
workers to an economy that is pre-
dominantly U.S. workers. As part of
that transition effort, last month the
House passed and the President signed
into law an increase in the fee that is
used to train U.S. workers to replace
foreign workers. At the end of this
month, minimum wage goes up bring-
ing us within 20 cents of the U.S. min-
imum wage, $7.056 an hour. These
changes are all part of the strategy to
make the workplace more accessible
and attractive to U.S. workers who are
still on the sidelines unemployed.

There is one more small but impor-
tant move we can make: assure these
potential U.S. workers that job sites
are safe. We are fortunate to have lots
of investment in the resort industry in
the Northern Mariana Islands right
now. Hotels are going up, and
waterlines are being laid. I imagine
some Members have had a first job
working construction, so they know
there are inherent dangers on a con-
struction site. Frankly, we have al-
ready had accidents.

Now every State has an OSHA office.
There is an OSHA office in Honolulu,
but that is 4,000 miles away from my
district, and we have no Federal safety
officer on duty in the Northern Mar-
iana Islands. We need a real Federal
presence—boots on the ground—that
will assure U.S. workers that if they
get a job working construction, the
workplace is safe. As I say, this is one
more element in the strategy to put
U.S. workers into jobs.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s amendment, and
I agree that worker safety is one of the
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Department of Labor’s most important
functions. I think, however, we just
disagree on the most effective ways the
Federal Government can help with that
effort. This bill actually increases com-
pliance assistance programs at the
OSHA to do just that, so I will oppose
the gentleman’s amendment which
would offset the increases to OSHA en-
forcement by reducing critical compli-
ance assistance efforts that many of
our Members strongly support.

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

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chairman, this is
moving money. We have enough money
for compliance education. The problem
is that it is like having driver edu-
cation knowing that the next sheriff is
4,000 miles away—you are not going to
get caught driving. We need Federal
boots on the ground.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. LOWEY).

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I am
very pleased to rise in support of Mr.
SABLAN’s amendment which would im-
prove enforcement of workplace safety
standards in the territories. I would
note that, adjusted for inflation,
OSHA’s enforcement budget has been
cut by more than 20 percent since 2010,
and OSHA'’s safety inspections declined
by more than 20 percent during that
time.

It is a sad commentary that we are
placing less value on an American
worker’s safety at the workplace than
we did a decade ago. We should be sup-
porting workplace safety in the terri-
tories, and we should be supporting
workplace safety in the 50 States as
well.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support Mr. SABLAN’s amendment.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chairman, I have
no further speakers. I ask my friends
and my colleagues to please support
this lifesaving amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MITCHELL).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from the North-
ern Mariana Islands (Mr. SABLAN).

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 137 will not
be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 138 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 138 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 717, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,064,000)"".

Page 718, line 15, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,064,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment seeks to increase funding for the
Women’s Bureau within the Depart-
ment of Labor by slightly more than $1
million and would decrease funding for
the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ Prices
and Cost of Living Division by the
same amount.

This increase would restore the pro-
posed cut the underlying bill would
make to DOL’s Women’s Bureau while
still allowing the BLS Prices and Cost
of Living Division to be funded at al-
most $3.5 million above the current en-
acted funding level and more than half
a million dollars over the President’s
request for the coming fiscal year.

For those who might be unaware, the
Women’s Bureau within the Depart-
ment of Labor conducts research to
help departmental agencies develop
policies that advance the interests of
working women. It plans and executes
research and advises other agencies on
the structure and implementation of a
wide range of worker programs.

Unfortunately, the President’s budg-
et request for next fiscal year sought
to cut more than three-quarters of the
existing staff within the Bureau as well
as almost $9 million. Thankfully, this
bill does better than the request. My
simple hope is that we can go one small
step further and fund this program
next year at the level it is currently
funded at. That is all my amendment
seeks to do.

I urge my colleagues to support fund-
ing for the Women’s Bureau within the
Department of Labor at existing fund-
ing levels while offsetting this change
with funds in a manner that still per-
mits the BLS Prices and Cost of Living
Division to be funded almost $3.5 mil-
lion above the current enacted level
and almost half a million above the
President’s request.

Mr. Chairman, I urge support for this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I claim the
time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. RODNEY
DAVIS of Illinois). The gentleman from
Oklahoma is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s amendment,
and I certainty support the Women’s
Bureau at the Department of Labor.

Many programs in this bill were
eliminated or substantially reduced to
stay within our allocation. In contrast,
the Women’s Bureau was reduced by a
relatively modest $1 million. The ad-
ministration budget request proposed
reducing the Women’s Bureau by $8.5
million, clearly a reduction the com-
mittee did not agree with in the bill.

I understand the importance of many
of these programs, and these are some
of the difficult decisions that have to
be made to fund bipartisan priorities in
this bill like increases in funding to
the NIH and to TRIO and yet still stay
within our allocation. I expect and
hope that as the process moves forward
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and we negotiate a bipartisan funding
agreement, we will have further discus-
sions regarding the funding of the
Women’s Bureau.

Mr. Chairman, I regret having to op-
pose the gentlewoman’s amendment at
this time, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I want to
reiterate the importance of the Depart-
ment of Labor Women’s Bureau. I be-
lieve that our government, especially,
should have whatever advice, sugges-
tions, and research that is needed to
help all departmental agencies develop
policies that further advance the inter-
ests of working women. Women cur-
rently in our country make, on aver-
age, 77 cents to every dollar that a man
makes, and that amount is even lower
for women of color. This Bureau would
work on issues surrounding equal pay,
employment rights of pregnant women
and women who are breastfeeding in
the workplace, paid family leave, and
apprenticeships for women and women
of color.

These are important issues, and our
government needs to do better, and I
believe Members of both parties should
care about this issue.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
LOWEY).

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of my friend Ms. MENG’s
amendment which would restore the
Women’s Bureau to its FY 2017 funding
level. Women now comprise almost half
of the Nation’s workforce, and their
contributions are vital to the country’s
economic prosperity. But there con-
tinue to be barriers to women’s full and
equal participation in many careers
and industries. Women continue to
earn less than men in the same posi-
tions, which means the research and
policy advocacy supported by the Wom-
en’s Bureau continues to be as impor-
tant as ever.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support Ms. MENG’s amendment.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, again, I
urge support for this amendment. My
amendment simply seeks to fund this
program next year at the level it is
currently funded at.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from New York will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 139 OFFERED BY MR. FOSTER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 139 printed
in House Report 115-297.
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Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 717, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $1)(decreased by $1)”".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment highlights the need to
think about our future workforce and
how it will change because of tech-
nology and to encourage the Bureau of
Labor Statistics to accept a wider and
more forward-looking range of inputs
into its range of projections for its
workforce of the future.

I co-chair the New Democrat Coali-
tion Future of Work Task Force with
my colleagues, Congressman SETH
MouLTON and Congressman JARED
Poris. Congressman JIM HIMES, the
chair of the New Dem Coalition, has
been active in the task force work and
joins me in cosponsoring this amend-
ment today.

Over the course of several months,
the task force has held a series of fo-
rums to hear from experts on various
areas that will require this body’s at-
tention in the coming years and dec-
ades. We have heard from historians,
economists, and policy experts about
how technological revolutions of the
past have impacted social and political
institutions and how lessons from
those experiences and from current
conditions can help us prepare for the
future.

We have also heard from labor and
business leaders who are pioneering the
way they attract talent, retain their
services, and develop skills for the in-
creasingly rapidly change economy. It
is nearly unanimous among our experts
that the economy will change signifi-
cantly and change faster, but it is less
clear just how quickly the workforce
will need to adapt.

For decades, the Bureau of Labor
Statistics has been doing excellent and
invaluable work to track our labor
trends, and its projections have been
proven very reliable and useful—to
business and to our educators—in
times of slower and relatively predict-
able technological development.

However, they are based on historical
data and historical trends, and some of
the anticipated changes in tech-
nology—such as robotics, self-driving
vehicles, and artificial intelligence—
could fundamentally change our econ-
omy in ways that haven’t been seen be-
fore. So, in its current form, the way
the Bureau calculates and estimates
future development of the workforce
may not be able to capture the dra-
matic changes that our future holds.

One panel convened by the task force
suggested that it would be impossible
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to do projections in any single way to
predict the workforce, but that, with
additional resources, the Bureau of
Labor Statistics could model for a vari-
ety of scenarios of different rates of
technological change in different areas.

My amendment increases the BLS ac-
count by a dollar and decreases it by a
dollar, and I intend it to mean that the
BLS should submit to Congress an esti-
mate of the resources it would need to
make a range of forward-looking esti-
mates, including consultation with
those industries that are driving this
rapid technological change and those
that will be affected by that change to
account for the increasing rate of tech-
nological job displacement.

It is hard to estimate by backward-
looking extrapolations how the
changes from self-driving cars and ve-
hicles or artificial intelligence will af-
fect the real jobs of the future.

Technological changes in the work-
force are not new. The industrial revo-
lution and the automation of agri-
culture transformed the way work was
performed in our country and signifi-
cantly improved, on the whole, our
standard of living over time.
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The results have not been uniform
for all communities and all popu-
lations. Those transformations typi-
cally played out over generations, so
our social and political institutions
had ample time to respond. But today,
development and deployment of tech-
nology is far more rapid, and Congress,
business, and our educational system
need the best possible data to evaluate
policy proposals and to produce the
workforce training needed for future
employees and to develop educational
curricula to ensure that our economy
works for everyone.

Like in the industrial revolution,
technological development presents
the opportunity for a greatly improved
standard of living, but it will also bring
challenges to our workforce. Busi-
nesses, communities, and the govern-
ment must work together.

Additional considerations in the pro-
jections made by the BLS will help
Congress to anticipate these changes
and to weigh proposed solutions. Objec-
tive projections based on empirical evi-
dence are crucial to a debate that will
be based on our different views of the
role of government and its relationship
with market forces. Those are the dif-
ferences that should shape our ideas for
helping Americans enjoy prosperous
and full lives in the future.

I urge my colleagues to join me and
vote ‘“‘yes’” on my amendment to begin
to establish a range of scenarios for the
Bureau of Labor Statistics and the fu-
ture world that we will inhabit.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I claim the
time in opposition, although I do not
object to it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Oklahoma is
recognized for 5 minutes.
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There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentle-
man’s amendment has no net impact
on the funding of the bill, so I do not
oppose the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FOSTER. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 141 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 141 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I rise as
the designee of the gentlewoman from
New Mexico (Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN
GRISHAM), and I have an amendment at
the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 734, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
encourage my colleagues to support my
amendment, which simply increases
funding for the Behavioral Health
Workforce and Training program by $5
million. This is a reasonable show of
support for this important program,
which saw its funding cut in half in
this bill.

The Behavioral Health Workforce
and Training program supports edu-
cation and training for careers in be-
havioral health at institutions of high-
er education and through professional
and paraprofessional training pro-
grams, with a focus on rural and medi-
cally underserved communities. This
program was created as part of the 21st
Century Cures Act in response to the
significant nationwide shortage of be-
havioral health providers.

According to SAMHSA, 55 percent of
U.S. counties do not have a practicing
behavioral health provider, and 77 per-
cent of counties reported unmet behav-
ioral health needs. These statistics
would be alarming at any time, but
they are particularly concerning in the
midst of a national opioid epidemic.

A 2016 Surgeon General’s Report
found that only 10 percent of people
with a substance abuse disorder receive
any type of specialty treatment. Addi-
tionally, 60 percent of adults with a
mental illness didn’t receive mental
health services in the previous year.

This lack of access to services has se-
vere consequences for the individuals
seeking treatment, their families, and
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our communities. When they don’t
have access to treatment, individuals
with behavioral health needs receive a
whole different set of services. Jails
and sometimes emergency rooms be-
come the de facto behavioral health
system.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
make this important investment in the
behavioral health workforce, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentle-
woman from New York, representing
the gentlewoman from New Mexico,
raises a very important point.

The amendment offered is for an in-
crease to a workforce training pro-
gram. Our committee understands the
value of this program, which is why we
did not accept the administration’s
budget request which actually termi-
nated the program. We were able to
fund it, though, below last year’s level.

Our committee received an alloca-
tion that was lower than fiscal year
2017, and as I have explained several
times before and doubtless will again,
we had to make some very tough deci-
sions. I do pledge to work with the gen-
tlewoman as we work toward the fiscal
year 2018 final bill. At this time,
though, I must oppose the amendment
and urge its rejection.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG).

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT NO. 142 OFFERED BY MS. MENG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 142 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 734, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $4,000,000)"’.

Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $4,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MENG) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment seeks to increase funding for
HRSA’s Geriatrics Workforce Enhance-
ment Program by $4 million, restoring
program funding to the current en-
acted level.

I am thankful to the chairman for
the funding amount already provided
for in this bill, but I am hopeful that
we can go one step further and fully
fund this program again in the coming
fiscal year.

The Geriatrics Workforce Enhance-
ment Program improves healthcare for
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older Americans by providing clinical
training opportunities to students,
medical faculty and providers, direct
service workers, patients, families, and
caregivers that integrate geriatric and
primary care delivery systems.

In the 2015-2016 academic year, grant-
ees provided training to 18,451 students
and fellows participating in a variety
of geriatrics-focused degree programs,
field placements, and fellowships. Of
these trainees, 11,824 graduated or com-
pleted their training during the most
recent academic year, and grantees
partnered with 365 hospitals, long-term
care facilities, and academic institu-
tions to provide clinical training expe-
riences to trainees.

America’s population is aging, and it
is imperative that new generations of
healthcare professionals and providers
have the skills needed to care for older
Americans. Every person in this Cham-
ber at some point in their life will wish
their healthcare provider had this
training. I hope we will all recognize
that fact today and do what is prudent.

I hope we will unanimously support
this amendment, plan for the future
healthcare of our Nation, and restore
funding to the HRSA Geriatrics Work-
force Enhancement Program account.

Mr. Chair, I urge support for this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-

utes.
Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, frankly,
there is considerable merit to the

amendment the gentlewoman is sug-
gesting.

The amendment offered is for an in-
crease to the workforce training pro-
gram. Our committee understands the
value of this program, which is why we
did not accept the administration’s
budget request, which terminated the
program. We were able to fund it,
though, below last year’s level. How-
ever, I will certainly commit to my
friend that we will work with her as we
go through the process toward the final
bill, and hopefully we can find a way to
increase this at a later time.

At this time, however, Mr. Chairman,
I must oppose the amendment, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. MENG. Mr. Chair, again, this
amendment requires that the program
be fully funded. I do look forward to
working with the chairman, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms. MENG).

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT NO. 145 OFFERED BY MR. KILDEE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 145 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 735, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $24,800,000)"’.

Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $24,800,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
support the amendment that I have of-
fered to increase funding for the very
successful Healthy Start program, add-
ing $24.8 million to match the Presi-
dent’s funding request.

The Healthy Start program helps in-
fants start out life with the support
they need to grow into successful
adults. It provides prenatal care, basic
health needs, and promotes positive
parenting practices for thousands of
children.

It is especially important to the peo-
ple of my hometown, as I mentioned
before, and many other communities
trying to work through exposure to
high levels of lead, which is a
neurotoxin. Of course, we know there is
no cure, but the way we treat and the
support we provide these youngsters
often gives them a chance to overcome
these sorts of developmental hurdles.
Healthy Start is a critical way to do
that by helping infants and their fami-
lies mitigate the effects of that lead
exposure.

Flint’s ongoing process brought to
light the nationwide issues that we
face in drinking water. People are
more aware of these issues and the im-
pacts they can have on families. So it
is incumbent upon us to do everything
we can not just to repair the damage,
but to actually help those who are
struggling to get through these sorts of
developmental challenges.

Healthy Start is a proven program. It
does that. It is one of the reasons that
I essentially take the same position
that President Trump is taking: we
should have a greater investment in
Healthy Start. I don’t often find myself
in that position, but in this case, I am
willing to assert that on this floor.

BEarly childhood education gives kids,
regardless of their socioeconomic back-
ground, a chance. I think it is our duty
to give every child a fair chance to suc-
ceed. That is what this amendment is
intended to do.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank my friend for his amendment. I
wish I could support it, quite frankly,
because I very much support Healthy
Start and very much appreciate his
support for that program.
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As the gentleman knows, again, our
subcommittee received an allocation
below last year’s level. As a result, we
did not have the ability to increase
funding for some programs, this one in-
cluded.

The gentleman’s amendment offsets
the increase with a reduction in the re-
sources for the Secretary of Health and
Human Services to carry out his re-
sponsibilities. A reduction of this size
would hinder the Secretary’s ability to
administer the program effectively.
For this reason, I oppose the amend-
ment.

I want to assure my friend, as we
work our way through this process, I
am going to try and work with him to
see if we can find a way to actually in-
crease those funds, but at this point,
we simply don’t have them available.

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I op-
pose the amendment, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, again, 1
would just encourage my colleagues to
support this amendment.

I do appreciate very much my friend
from Oklahoma’s sincere support for
the effort. Let’s hope that the amend-
ment passes. If it does not, I do look
forward to working with him in order
to ensure that every child who could
potentially benefit from this program
does, in fact, have that opportunity.

Mr. Chairman, I again urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Michigan will be
postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 149 OFFERED BY MR. FLORES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 149 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 740, line 7, insert ‘‘(increased by
$40,000,000)”’ after the dollar amount.

Page 740, line 8, insert ‘‘(increased by
$40,000,000)”’ after the dollar amount.

Page 744, line 7, insert ‘‘(increased by
$40,000,000)” after the dollar amount.

Page 746, line 12, insert ‘‘(increased by
$40,000,000)*” after the dollar amount.

Page 756, line 21, insert ‘‘(decreased by
$120,000,000)’” after the dollar amount.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FLORES) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chair, I rise today
to offer an amendment that redirects
$120 million from CMS overhead spend-
ing, which is a 3% percent reduction,
towards increasing funding in three
specific areas: $40 million for pediatric
research, $40 million for Alzheimer’s
research, and $40 million to address our
country’s opioid crisis.

The approval of this amendment will
motivate CMS to modify its current
punitive bureaucratic culture. Today,
hardworking American families are de-
manding that their government find
competent solutions for a struggling
healthcare system, and CMS’ failure to
properly implement the Taking Essen-
tial Steps for Testing Act of 2012—or
the TEST Act, as it is more commonly
known—is a notable example of bu-
reaucratic incompetence.

American families expect the Federal
Government to work with healthcare
providers, not against them, to ensure
the efficient delivery of healthcare.

In 2012, the TEST Act was passed and
signed into law due to the mandatory
and harsh sanctions that CMS was then
imposing on hospitals and labs that
violated the Clinical Laboratory Im-
provements Amendments Act—or
CLIA, for short.

While CLIA regulations are nec-
essary, in some instances, the sanc-
tions that CMS imposed against hos-
pitals and laboratories at the time that
inadvertently violated the statute were
found to be draconian and at odds with
the efficient delivery of healthcare.

At the time the TEST Act was con-
sidered in 2012, Congress determined
that there were instances where a hos-
pital or laboratory’s violations were
accidental, unintentional, and resulted
in no patient harm.

At the time, CMS lacked the flexi-
bility to align the severity of the sanc-
tions for minor and inadvertent actions
at the lab, resulting in needless puni-
tive penalties, such as revoking lab
certificates and banning principals
from owning or operating certified lab-
oratories.

The TEST Act was passed in 2012 to
provide CMS with needed discretion to
substitute reasonable alternative sanc-
tions in the event of minor or inad-
vertent violations. In lieu of the pre-
viously mandatory sanctions, the
TEST Act allowed more appropriate
remedies like directed plans of action,
onsite monitoring, and/or modest mon-
etary penalties.

Yet, despite being given this mandate
and this flexibility, CMS has written
its regulations and interpreted the un-
derlying statute in a way that are
clearly at odds with Congress’ intent in
the TEST Act. There are serious im-
pacts when CMS fails to use their con-
gressionally mandated discretionary
authority to issue appropriate sanc-
tions.

Healthcare providers are forced to di-
vert scarce resources to severe pen-
alties, to oppressive settlements, and/
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or to a costly appeals process. These
would not be needed if CMS had prop-
erly implemented the TEST Act. This
diverts scarce resources from patient
care to dealing with an out-of-control
CMS, and negatively impacts
healthcare in our communities.

I have seen this firsthand in my dis-
trict where a nonprofit faith-based
community hospital committed an un-
intentional CLIA violation that re-
sulted in no patient harm. The hospital
then self-reported that violation, as we
would expect any healthcare provider
to do.

This hospital is my community’s
only level II trauma center and pro-
vides a significant amount of uncom-
pensated care to the lower income pop-
ulation, including minority families.
Yet, rather than working collabo-
ratively with the hospital, CMS ig-
nored the TEST Act and, instead, im-
posed crippling sanctions and forced
the hospital to engage in a burdensome
appeals process.

This action will cost this important
community resource over $100 million
per year. This arbitrary unwarranted
action by CMS forces the hospital to
divert finite resources toward an un-
necessary bureaucratic process instead
of taking care of patients.

CMS needs to change its implementa-
tion of the TEST Act to follow the law.
In the meantime, my amendment sends
a message that this is not how we ex-
pect our Federal Government to act in
a time when we are articulating a new
vision for building a better American
healthcare system.

This amendment does this by reduc-
ing CMS spending on bureaucracy by
$120 million and directing those funds
toward true solutions for better
healthcare by finding cures for pedi-
atric cancer, Alzheimer’s, and opioid
abuse.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I have con-
siderable sympathy with my friend’s
concerns. Frankly, I think he has cer-
tainly every right to be concerned
about a hospital in his district. I cer-
tainly agree with an effort to put addi-
tional funding for the opioid epidemic,
for pediatric cancer, and for Alz-
heimer’s disease. These are all critical
issues facing our country.

Nevertheless, I must oppose the
amendment. The bill actually includes
$126 million within the CDC for surveil-
lance and prevention of opioid misuse,
which continues the large increase pro-
vided in fiscal year 2017. The bill also
provides a $1.1 billion increase for the
National Institutes of Health, which
includes a targeted increase of $400
million for research on Alzheimer’s dis-
ease, as well as increases for each insti-
tute center, including the National
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Cancer Institute, to support vital re-
search on disease such as pediatric can-
cer.

Furthermore, the bill also continues
to provide funds authorized in the 21st
Century Cures Act, including $300 mil-
lion for the Cancer Moonshot, and $500
million for opioid abuse.

Finally, the reduction of funding at
CMS proposed by my friend would
weaken the agency’s ability to prop-
erly manage and administer Medicare
and Medicaid. So for that reason, I
must oppose my friend’s amendment.

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

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chair, the bottom
line is that hardworking American
families are tired of having unelected,
unaccountable bureaucrats ignore con-
gressional intent when implementing
legislation such as the important
TEST Act.

We must send a message to CMS
today. Now is the time to right this
wrong. In the meantime, I ask my col-
leagues to support my amendment to
cut CMS by 3% percent, $120 million,
and to increase research funding for pe-
diatric cancer, for Alzheimer’s, and for
opioid treatment. This amendment is a

win-win amendment for American
healthcare.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN).

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
reluctant opposition to this amend-
ment. I strongly support additional
funding for the CDC, the National Can-
cer Institute, and the National Insti-
tute on Aging. I have spent my time in
Congress fighting for those agencies.

In fact, over the past 2 years, Demo-
crats on the Labor-HHS Subcommittee
have worked closely with Chairman
ToM COLE to increase the NIH budgets
by $2 billion annually, and I hope we
are able to do it again this year.

But this amendment is fundamen-
tally flawed because it slashes $120 mil-
lion from the CMS Program Manage-
ment. Keep in mind that the CMS Pro-
gram Management account is already
cut by a $5624 million in the underlying
bill. That is a 13 percent cut. This
amendment would increase that cut to
more than 16 percent.

According to HHS, over 143 million
Americans will rely on programs ad-
ministered by CMS, including Medi-
care, Medicaid, CHIP, and the Federal
health insurance exchanges.

Why would my colleagues in the ma-
jority support more than $600 million
in cuts to the Medicare, Medicaid, and
CHIP programs?

Slashing their administrative budg-
ets by 16 percent is certain to harm
services that impact Americans on a
daily basis. These cuts will directly
harm America’s seniors, the blind, low-
and middle-income families, children
with disabilities, and Americans with
chronic conditions like end-stage renal
disease, as well as pregnant mothers
and newborns.
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CMS programs face historic growth
in the years to come. A cut of $644 mil-
lion to its administrative budget would
open up the program to mismanage-
ment, fraud, and abuse.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to oppose the amendment.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas will be post-
poned.

AMENDMENT NO. 150 OFFERED BY MS. TENNEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 150 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 741, line 5, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $14,000,000)"’.

Page 763, line 3, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"".

Page 764, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. TENNEY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of my amendment to
increase funding to the Community
Services Block Grant program. I am
proud to represent the 22nd District of
New York, a once thriving hub of inno-
vation and manufacturing. My district
has suffered the fate of too many Rust
Belt communities.

Against the backdrop of crushing
taxes and soaring costs, it is harder
than ever for my constituents to find
good-paying jobs that match their
skills. A tragic result of this lack of
opportunity has been increasing pov-
erty, especially among our most vul-
nerable populations.

In addition to supporting common-
sense pro-growth policies in Congress
to reduce regulations and encourage in-
novation, programs like the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant play a vi-
tally important role in fulfilling the
unmet needs of our neighbors.

CSBG funding directly supports pro-
grams aimed at reducing poverty and
assisting low-income individuals, the
homeless, and the elderly. It allows
States and community action agencies
in each of our districts the flexibility
to improve living conditions, increase
self-sufficiency, and foster strong fam-
ily support systems.
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In my district, the Mohawk Valley
Community Action Agency in Utica
has received more than $640,000 from
the CSBG program, which they have
used to support Head Start program-
ming that promotes early childhood de-
velopment, and the Home Energy As-
sistance Program, which helps seniors
meet ever-rising energy costs in the
very cold Northeast.

All told, the CSBG program accounts
for more than $55 million in financial
assistance to New York State funding,
which touches the lives of more than
705,000 New Yorkers. This number in-
cludes more than 46,000 individuals
with disabilities and more than 317,000
children in my district. Cuts to this
program will have a disproportionate
impact on some of the most at-risk and
forgotten constituents in our district.

I am grateful that this committee
has recognized the importance of this
program, and I am especially thankful
for Chairman COLE’s leadership on this
issue. The committee has expressed a
willingness to work with me to ensure
that the final appropriations bill
worked out in conference includes ro-
bust funding for this CSBG program.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE).

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank the gentlewoman for working
with us on this, and I want to assure
that we will work with her. I appre-
ciate her concern for the Community
Services Block Grant program. As my
good friend from New York knows, that
program was actually zeroed out in the
administration’s budget. We replaced
$600 million of $715 million, but it
clearly is an important program to
many Members on both sides of the
aisle, has a superb reputation, and we
are going to do everything that we pos-
sibly can to build upon that and get
back to at least the fiscal year 2017
level.

The gentlewoman’s leadership in this
is greatly appreciated, and we look for-
ward to working with her as we go for-
ward.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Chairman, because
of Chairman COLE’s great willingness
to work with and help the truly needy
people in our communities, I am going
to be withdrawing my amendment this
evening. I look forward to working
with Chairman COLE as we move for-
ward in this process, and I just want to
say thank you.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I withdraw my
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment
is withdrawn.

AMENDMENT NO. 152 OFFERED BY MR. NOLAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 152 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 744, line 7, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,819,000)"".
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Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,819,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. NOLAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, as co-chairman of the
bipartisan Congressional Lung Cancer
Caucus, I want to first express my ap-
preciation for allowing my amendment
to be made here in order and for the
work of the committee.

Make no mistake, these extra funds
that are in my measure, the $3.8 mil-
lion for cancer research at the National
Cancer Institute, are urging that it be
spent on lung cancer, in particular.
Those extra funds will make an enor-
mous difference in battling lung can-
cer, which is, as you all know, the most
deadly of all the cancers.
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As many of you know, my daughter,
Katherine, was diagnosed with stage IV
nonsmoking small cell lung cancer al-
most 2 years ago. Thanks to medical
research and the daily prayers of so
many of my colleagues here in the
House, Katherine is still with us.

But like so many thousands of oth-
ers, she is still courageously and des-
perately fighting for her future. We can
provide those people with some real
hope and support for their determina-
tion through additional research dol-
lars that are so desperately needed.

As you know—or may not know—we
have made little or no progress in the
last 20 years in combating lung cancer.
There is still a survival rate of some-
thing less than 1 or 2 percent.

But make no mistake, the money
that this committee and this Congress
and this House has provided for re-
search not just in cancer, but many of
the other fields, has played a critically
important role in increasing our life
expectancies—played the lead role in
increasing our life expectancies in this
country. In my grandfather’s time it
was 47, and now it is almost 80.

But one of the areas where we just
haven’t been able to make any progress
at all is in lung cancer research. Mr.
Chairman, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this modest request for a modest
amount of money to be added to help-
ing us make some progress in lung can-
cer research in the way that we have
done for so many other forms of the
disease.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I claim the
time in opposition to the amendment,
even though I am not opposed to it.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from OKklahoma is
recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to
advise my friend we certainly intend to
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accept his amendment, and I look for-
ward to working with him as we go for-
ward on the bill. I think there are some
other areas where we can increase
funding, as well, that would fit with
my friend’s objective.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, I express
my thanks and gratitude, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. NOLAN).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 154 OFFERED BY MS. CLARK OF

MASSACHUSETTS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 154 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, as the designee of the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO), I offer amendment No. 154.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 751, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $231,330,000)"".

Page 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $219,620,000)"’.

Page 805, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $11,710,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, this amendment would re-
store funding for the mental health
programs cut in this bill. Specifically,
it would reverse the $142 million in
cuts to SAMHSA’s mental health block
grant and restore funding for Project
AWARE State grants and Healthy
Transitions, which were both elimi-
nated in the underlying bill.

For so long, mental health issues
were relegated to the shadows, ap-
proached with the shame and mis-
understanding that only exacerbates
pain for people and their families; but
today, we know how widespread these
issues are, and we need to approach
them without stigma and treat them
the same way we would treat other ill-
nesses.

According to Mental Health America,
one in five adults has a mental health
condition, yet more than half of Ameri-
cans with a mental illness receive no
treatment. Many families without
health coverage or whose coverage will
not cover mental health or recovery
programs rely on services funded by
SAMHSA’s mental health block grant.
This amendment would restore those
funds.

This amendment also restores fund-
ing for Project AWARE and the
Healthy Transitions grant program,
which were created in the aftermath of
the Sandy Hook school shooting, which
took the lives of 6 adults and 20 beau-
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tiful children. In response to this trag-
edy, the administration and Congress
came together to support several new
programs to help communities identify
and treat behavioral disorders.

The Project AWARE program, often
referred to as a mental health first aid,
seeks to increase awareness of mental
health issues among our children, train
teachers and other school staff to iden-
tify and respond to mental health
issues, and connect children to the ap-
propriate behavioral health services.

The Healthy Transitions program im-
proves access to treatment and support
services for young adults with serious
mental health conditions.

Together, we can make our commu-
nities more welcoming, compassionate,
and safe for everyone, and restoring
this funding is an essential part of that
effort.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s concern. She
is a very valuable member of the sub-
committee. This is an area in which
she not only has considerable passion,
but considerable expertise. However, as
the gentlewoman also knows, we have
an allocation well below last year’s
level, and we had to make, again, a dif-
ficult decision.

Reduction of this magnitude of the
Health and Human Services’ adminis-
trative functions would eliminate the
core funding for the Secretary’s office
completely, and for that reason I would
oppose the amendment.

However, I want the gentlewoman
and, certainly, our good mutual friend
from Connecticut whom she is rep-
resenting tonight to know that, as we
work with our colleagues in the Senate
on a bill to reach the President’s desk,
I intend to work on these issues with
her and with my friends on both sides
of the aisle to address the concerns
that she raised in her remarks.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms.
CLARK).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Massachusetts
will be postponed.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
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Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
OLSON) having assumed the chair, Mr.
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Acting Chair
of the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 3354) making
appropriations for the Department of
the Interior, environment, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2018, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

———

LITTLE ROCK CENTRAL HIGH
SCHOOL  NATIONAL  HISTORIC
SITE BOUNDARY MODIFICATION
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2611) to modify the boundary
of the Little Rock Central High School
National Historic Site, 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 Utah (Mr. BISHOP)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 390, nays 0,
not voting 43, as follows:

[Roll No. 485]

YEAS—390

Abraham Carbajal Doyle, Michael
Adams Cardenas F.
Aderholt Carson (IN) Duffy
Aguilar Carter (TX) Duncan (SC)
Allen Cartwright Duncan (TN)
Amash Castro (TX) Dunn
Amodei Chabot Ellison
Arrington Cheney Emmer
Babin Chu, Judy Engel
Bacon Cicilline Eshoo
Banks (IN) Clark (MA) Espaillat
Barletta Clay Estes (KS)
Barr Cleaver Esty (CT)
Barragan Clyburn Evans
Barton Coffman Farenthold
Bass Cohen Faso
Beatty Cole Ferguson
Bera Collins (GA) Fitzpatrick
Bergman Collins (NY) Fleischmann
Beyer Comer Flores
Biggs Comstock Fortenberry
Bishop (GA) Conaway Foster
Bishop (MI) Connolly Foxx
Bishop (UT) Conyers Frankel (FL)
Black Cooper Franks (AZ)
Blackburn Correa Frelinghuysen
Blum Costello (PA) Fudge
Blumenauer Courtney Gabbard
Blunt Rochester ~ Cramer Gaetz
Bonamici Crawford Gallagher
Bost Cuellar Gallego
Boyle, Brendan Culberson Garamendi

F. Cummings Gianforte
Brady (PA) Davidson Gibbs
Brady (TX) Davis (CA) Gohmert
Brat Davis, Danny Gomez
Brooks (AL) Davis, Rodney Gonzalez (TX)
Brooks (IN) DeFazio Goodlatte
Brown (MD) DeGette Gosar
Brownley (CA) Delaney Gottheimer
Buck DelBene Gowdy
Bucshon Denham Granger
Budd Dent Graves (GA)
Burgess DeSaulnier Graves (LA)
Bustos DesJarlais Green, Al
Byrne Dingell Green, Gene
Calvert Doggett Griffith
Capuano Donovan Grothman
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Guthrie Lujan, Ben Ray  Roybal-Allard
Gutiérrez Lynch Royce (CA)
Hanabusa MacArthur Ruiz
Handel Maloney, Sean Ruppersberger
Harper Marchant Rush
Harris Marshall Russell
Hartzler Massie Sanchez
Hastings Matsui Sanford
Heck McCarthy Sarbanes
Hensarling McCaul Schakowsky
Herrera Beutler ~ McClintock Schiff
Hice, Jody B. McCollum Schneider
Higgins (LA) McEachin Schweikert
Higgins (NY) McGovern Scott (VA)
Hill McHenry Scott, David
Himes McKinley Sensenbrenner
Holding McMorris Serrano
Hollingsworth Rodgers Sessions
Hoyer McNerney Sewell (AL)
Hudson McSally Shea-Porter
Huffman Meadows Sherman
Huizenga Meehan Shimkus
Hultgren Meeks Shuster
Hunter Mgng Simpson
Hurd Mitchell Sinema
Issa Moolenaar Sires
Jackson Lee Mooney (WV) Slaughter
Jayapal Moore Smith (MO)
Jeffr%es Moul‘ton Smith (NE)
Jenk?ns (KS) Mullin Smith (NJ)
Jenkins (WV) Murphy (FL) Smith (TX)
Johnson (GA) Murphy (PA) Smith (WA)
Johnson (LA) Nadler Smucker
Johnson (OH) Napolitano Speier
Johnson, E. B.  Neal otk
Johnson, Sam Newhouse Ste amt
Jones Noem St'ewaﬁr
Jordan Nolan IVErs
Joyce (OH) Norcross Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Kaptur Norman
Takano
Katko Nunes
A N Taylor
Keating O’Halleran
Kelly (L) O'Rourke Tenney
Kelly (MS) Olson Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Kelly (PA) Palazzo D
Kennedy Pallone Thompson (PA)
Khanna Palmer Thornberry
Kihuen Panetta Tipton
Kildee Pascrell Tonko
Kilmer Paulsen Torres
Kind Payne Trott
King (IA) Pearce Turner
King (NY) Pelosi Upton
Kinzinger Perlmutter Valadao
Knight Perry Vargas
Krishnamoorthi  Peters Veasey
Kuster (NH) Peterson Vela
Kustoff (TN) Pingree Velazquez
LaHood Pittenger Visclosky
LaMalfa Pocan Wagner
Lamborn Poliquin Walberg
Lance Polis Walden
Langevin Price (NC) Walker
Larsen (WA) Quigley Walorski
Larson (CT) Raskin Walters, Mimi
Latta Ratcliffe Walz
Lawrence Reed Waters, Maxine
Lee Reichert Watson Coleman
Levin Renacci Weber (TX)
Lewis (GA) Rice (NY) Welch
Lewis (MN) Rice (SC) Wenstrup
Lieu, Ted Richmond Westerman
Lipinski Roby Williams
LoBiondo Roe (TN) Wilson (FL)
Loebsack Rogers (AL) Wilson (SC)
Lofgren Rogers (KY) Wittman
Long Rohrabacher Womack
Love Rokita Woodall
Lowenthal Rooney, Thomas Yarmuth
Lowey dJ. Yoder
Lucas Rosen Yoho
Luetkemeyer Roskam Young (AK)
Lujan Grisham, Rothfus Young (IA)
M. Rouzer Zeldin
NOT VOTING—43
Bilirakis Demings Mast
Bridenstine DeSantis Messer
Buchanan Deutch Poe (TX)
Butterfield Diaz-Balart Posey
Carter (GA) Garrett Rooney, Francis
Castor (FL) Graves (MO) Ros-Lehtinen
Clarke (NY) Grijalva Ross
Cook Labrador N
Costa Lawson (FL) gg;ge(rgﬁ;i
Crist Loudermilk X
Crowley Maloney, Scalise
Curbelo (FL) Carolyn B. Schrader .
DeLauro Marino Scott, Austin

H7287

Soto Tsongas Webster (FL)
Tiberi Wasserman
Titus Schultz

O 1852

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.

Stated for:

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, |
was unable to attend votes due to work in my
Congressional District regarding hurricane re-
lief. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” on rollcall No. 485.

———

AUTHORIZING USE OF EMANCI-
PATION HALL TO PRESENT CON-
GRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL TO
FILIPINO VETERANS OF WORLD
WAR II

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
Senate Concurrent Resolution 23, and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

S. CON. RES. 23

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. USE OF EMANCIPATION HALL FOR
CEREMONY TO PRESENT THE CON-
GRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL TO THE
FILIPINO VETERANS OF WORLD WAR
1L

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center is authorized to be
used on October 25, 2017 for a ceremony to
present the Congressional Gold Medal collec-
tively to the Filipino Veterans of World War
IT in recognition of their dedicated military
service.

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations
for the conduct of the ceremony described in
subsection (a) shall be carried out in accord-
ance with such conditions as may be pre-
scribed by the Architect of the Capitol.

The concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONDEMNING THE VIOLENCE AND
DOMESTIC TERRORIST ATTACK
THAT TOOK PLACE DURING
EVENTS BETWEEN AUGUST 11
AND AUGUST 12, 2017, IN CHAR-
LOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the joint resolution
(S.J. Res. 49) condemning the violence
and domestic terrorist attack that
took place during events between Au-
gust 11 and August 12, 2017, in Char-
lottesville, Virginia, recognizing the
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