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But this is about adoption. This is
not about anything else. This is not
about taking anything away from any-
body. This is about giving them the op-
portunity to understand the options
that they do have in an unplanned
pregnancy.

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

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chair, as I close, while
this amendment focuses on adoption
services, we cannot ignore what is
missing from this bill and from this
process, and that is an opportunity to
vote on the amendment to fund Title X
Family Planning. We must restore
funding for family planning services;
invest in a comprehensive approach
that prioritizes health promotion, edu-
cation, services, and care; and an ap-
proach that includes sex education pro-
grams, better access to birth control,
and reproductive health services.

I am extremely concerned about the
cut that this amendment imposes on
the Children and Families account at
HHS. I oppose this amendment. This is
cutting funds from Head Start, Run-
away and Homeless Youth grants, and
the Community Services Block Grant,
among other critical programs.

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

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, 1 appreciate the gentle-
woman’s comments. What this is really
about is 2 million couples willing to
adopt children in the United States. It
is hard for me to stand here today and
say that it would be a much different
world if people were really given the
opportunity to understand what their
options are and be able to fulfill the
wishes of over 2 million couples in the
United States who are looking to adopt
a child. I think that is incredibly im-
portant, and I don’t understand why we
couldn’t look at something like that
and say this is about adoption. That is
all it is about.

Now, this is fully endorsed, by the
way, by the National Council for Adop-
tion.

At this time, I would also offer my
condolences to Ms. DELAURO for the
loss of her mother. She is a fine lady,
and I am sure that, no matter what,
she will look back on the years she
spent with her mother and cherish
every one of those.

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

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MITCHELL).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. KELLY).

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON) having assumed the chair,
Mr. MITCHELL, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 3354) making appro-
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priations for the Department of the In-
terior, environment, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2018, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3697, CRIMINAL ALIEN GANG
MEMBER REMOVAL ACT, AND
PROVIDING FOR PROCEEDINGS
DURING THE PERIOD FROM SEP-
TEMBER 15, 2017, THROUGH SEP-
TEMBER 22, 2017

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 115-307) on the
resolution (H. Res. 513) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3697) to
amend the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act with respect to aliens associ-
ated with criminal gangs, and for other
purposes, and providing for proceedings
during the period from September 15,
2017, through September 22, 2017, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

———

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2018

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 504 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3354.

Will the gentleman from Michigan

(Mr. MITCHELL) kindly resume the
chair.
0 1922
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3354) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, environment,
and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2018, and for
other purposes, with Mr. MITCHELL
(Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 156 printed in House
Report 155-297, offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY)
had been disposed of.
AMENDMENT NO. 158 OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 158 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Ms. BONAMICI. 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 767, line 24, insert ‘‘(increased by
$51,000,000”’) after the dollar amount.

Page 770, line 18, insert ‘‘(reduced by
$64,000,000"’) after the 1st dollar amount.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Oregon.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer an amendment to in-
crease funding for senior nutrition pro-
grams under title III of the Older
Americans Act. My amendment funds
these programs at levels authorized by
the House just last year.

We are in the middle of an unprece-
dented demographic shift as this coun-
try ages. The population of older adults
is growing faster than at any point in
history. As we grow older, we all want
people across the country to be able to
age with dignity, health, and independ-
ence in their own homes and commu-
nities for as long as possible.

For more than 50 years, the Older
Americans Act has supported commu-
nity-based providers that reach more
than 11 million seniors and caregivers
annually in each and every one of our
districts providing person-centered as-
sistance to help people age in place.
These critical OAA services include
home-delivered and congregate meals
to make sure that older adults are get-
ting the nutrition needed to keep them
healthy and engaged, which reduces
the risk of falls, depression, and other
negative outcomes.

Just a few weeks ago, I had the pleas-
ure of joining dedicated volunteers to
deliver Meals on Wheels to seniors in
northwest Oregon. I highly recommend
this to my colleagues. You can see
firsthand the value of these programs
and how important these meals and
visits are to our constituents who rely
on them.

The Older Americans Act also covers
transportation to get older adults to
the doctor, the grocery store, or even
to a local senior center to engage with
friends and avoid isolation. The OAA
funds critical disaster assistance re-
sponse efforts for seniors and commu-
nities like those just devastated by
Hurricanes Harvey and Irma.

Unfortunately, funding for the Older
Americans Act has drastically lagged
behind the growth in the older adult
population, the increasing need for
services, and the rising cost of deliv-
ering these supports. This stagnant
and, in some areas, eroding Federal in-
vestment in OAA programs costs us
more in the long term. When seniors
can’t stay healthy at home, they end
up in hospitals paid for by Medicare or
in institutional long-term care, often
funded by Medicaid. Both are far more
expensive than adequate investments
in the Older Americans Act to keep
seniors healthy at home for as long as
possible.

Support for the Older American Act
is strongly bipartisan. Last year, Con-
gress voted without opposition to reau-
thorize the Older Americans Act, a bill
that included modest increases in au-
thorized funding levels.

Unfortunately, annual appropriations
still fall woefully short of these
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amounts we clearly and firmly ap-
proved. This amendment will increase
funding for core OAA programs deliv-
ered through title III—which include
critical nutrition, home- and commu-
nity-based support, and caregiver serv-
ices—to the amounts that were just so
broadly supported last year.

These investments in OAA are nec-
essary if we are to provide the person-
centered, cost-effective in-home serv-
ices and supports needed to keep our
expanding older population healthy
and independent in their homes and
communities. This amendment is an
essential first step toward rectifying
the recent depletion of these important
funds for these vital programs.

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 appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s concern for
programs that support vulnerable sen-
iors. Frankly, my committee has pro-
vided increases for these programs in
prior years because, like her, we under-
stand how valuable and important they
are to keeping seniors independent in
their homes.

As the gentlewoman knows, our sub-
committee received an allocation
below last year’s level, and we were not
in a position to provide another year of
increases to these programs. The
amendment reduces the administration
funds available to the Secretary of
Health and Human Services. A reduc-
tion of this magnitude would signifi-
cantly hinder the Secretary’s ability to
administer the agency.

For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I op-
pose the amendment. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ScoTT), who is the ranking mem-
ber of the Education and the Workforce
Committee, and is someone who under-
stands the importance of these invest-
ments.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to thank Ms.
BoNAMICI, the vice ranking member of
the Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee, for offering the amendment
and for her leadership on issues affect-
ing older Americans.

The Older Americans Act was first
passed 50 years ago as part of Lyndon
Johnson’s War on Poverty. It helps
older Americans live with dignity and
stay connected with their commu-
nities. I am proud that last year we
were able to pass a 3-year bipartisan
reauthorization that increased funding
for the programs. But had our invest-
ments in these programs actually kept
up with inflation and growing popu-
lations, the authorization levels would
have been even much more. But,
thankfully, the reauthorization moved
us in the right direction.

This amendment would bring funding
for supportive services, nutrition pro-
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grams, and caregiver supports in line
with the authorized level. Even though
these are not fully adequate to address
the total need, it is another step in the
right direction. So I support the
amendment and our commitment to
older Americans. We can maintain that
commitment by adopting this amend-
ment, so I thank the gentlewoman for
offering it.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chair, may I
please inquire as to the remaining
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Oregon has 1 minute remaining.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 45 seconds to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE), who serves
on the Appropriations Committee.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, first, I
thank the gentlewoman from Oregon
for introducing this amendment. I rise
in support of it.

We have to really let our seniors
know that we care about them. My
mother passed away a couple of years
ago. She was 90 years old. I recognized
personally the importance of com-
prehensive services to ensure that our
seniors have a quality of life that they
so deserve in their senior years. This
also helps taxpayers and families avoid
paying for more expensive healthcare
and long-term care services.

So I thank the gentlewoman again on
behalf of our constituents. This will
strengthen our communities, and I ask
for an ‘“‘aye’ vote.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Chair, I urge all
of my colleagues to support this impor-
tant amendment that is a good invest-
ment to save in the long term and take
care of our seniors.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of

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

0 1930

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

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT NO. 160 OFFERED BY MR. BEN RAY
LUJAN OF NEW MEXICO

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 160 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
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 770, line 18, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000) (in-
creased by $2,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Mexico.

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Chairman, my amendment provides
$2 million in dedicated funding for peer
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support and paraprofessionals as part
of the Behavioral Health Workforce
Education and Training program.

Ensuring all Americans have access
to affordable and high-quality mental
health services should not be a par-
tisan issue. It is simply the right thing
to do.

The purpose of the Behavioral Health
Workforce Education and Training pro-
gram, which this amendment funds, is
to add additional training to serve pop-
ulations especially in rural and medi-
cally underserved areas.

The BHWET program helps close the
gap in access to behavioral healthcare
by establishing partnerships with a
broad range of organizations and com-
munity partners to ensure a wide re-
cruitment of students, opportunities
for field placements, career develop-
ment, and to provide job placement
services.

These efforts will increase the num-
ber of able behavorial health providers
serving populations across their life-
span, including persons in rural, medi-
cally underserved, and vulnerable com-
munities.

Peer support has improved health
outcomes while lowering healthcare
costs. In fact, there is growing evidence
that peer support-related strategies
can be used as more engaging and suc-
cessful solutions than current hospital
and emergency room care-related op-
tions. Peer support programs provide
individualized, managed care to those
who need it the most.

Many studies have shown the vast
benefits to patients who utilize peer
support. For example, a 3-year pilot
project called the Peer Health Naviga-
tion Intervention, or ‘‘The Bridge,”
showed that peer support, in addition
to a variety of other positive outcomes,
shifted the focus of healthcare from ur-
gent care and emergency room visits to
outpatient primary care.

Furthermore, many studies have
shown the potential cost savings that
the increased implementation of peer
support can deliver. A 2006 study dem-
onstrated that, for patients using day
treatment, the use of certified peer
specialists led to a $5,497 cost reduction
per person per year.

Another successful program based
out of Denver, Colorado, showed a re-
turn on investment of $2.28 for every
dollar spent. As evidenced by these and
other studies, a small investment in
peer support services will greatly re-
duce healthcare costs in the long run.

The current system for treating be-
havioral health issues is not sufficient
to serve those who need help. It is un-
acceptable that more than 50 percent of
primary care patients with depression
go undiagnosed and two-thirds of pri-
mary care providers have no ability to
prescribe outpatient behavioral health
for their patients.

Additionally, dedicated funding for
peer support paraprofessionals will be
essential in helping address the current
lack of access to behavioral health
services in our healthcare system.



September 12, 2017

This modest amount of funding for a
community-based partnership program
will make an enormous difference for
millions of Americans who deserve ac-
cess to behavioral health services, and
I reserve the balance of my time.

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

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s concern. He
raises, I think, a genuinely important
issue.

Our committee understands the value
of the Behavioral Health Workforce
Education and Training program,
which is why we did not accept the ad-
ministration’s budget request which
actually canceled the program.

Our committee, as my friend knows,
received an allocation that was lower
than fiscal year 2017, so we had to
make some tough decisions. I want my
friend to know we will work with him
going forward and see if we can arrive
at a solution that he finds more satis-
factory in the final bill.

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

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Chairman, may I inquire how much
time is remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of Mr. LUJAN’s amend-
ment, and I want to thank him for this.

I shared earlier that I, by profession,
am a psychiatric social worker. I actu-
ally founded a community mental
health center. It was called Change, In-
corporated.

As part of this community mental
health center, we had a program. That
program was to train individuals in
peer support. This was in the day. I can
tell you what Mr. LUJAN has said about
the goals and the successes of peer sup-
port services. It can’t be overstated.
This amendment would close this
shortage in services for individuals who
need them.

As chair of the Social Work Caucus,
again, psychologists, psychiatric social
workers, and clinical social workers
agree that peer support for individuals
who may or may not have earned an
advanced degree is extremely impor-
tant because they can understand and
they know what the needs of their cli-
ents are. Studies have shown that peer
support services help to reduce emer-
gency room visits by individuals suf-
fering from depression.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment. I know from personal ex-
perience that it works. It is a cost-sav-
ing measure, and it really helps people
suffering from mental illness. We
should really recognize the need out
there. It is still great, even as I reflect
upon my community mental health
center, Change, Incorporated.
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Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Chairman, 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 New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY
LUJAN).

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

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
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 gentleman from New Mexico will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 161 OFFERED BY MRS. LOWEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 161 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise as
the designee of the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO), 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 794, line 15, after the first dollar
amount insert ‘“‘(increased by $100,000,000)"".

Page 794, line 15, after the second dollar
amount insert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)"’.

Page 794, line 19, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)’.

Page 805, line 25, after the dollar amount
insert ‘‘(decreased by $100,000,000)".

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

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, nearly
1.7 million children, including more
than 87,000 in my home State of New
York, rely on afterschool programs
supported through the 21st Century
Community Learning Centers to pro-
vide a safe, enriching environment to
learn. Yet this bill would cut funding
for afterschool programs, leaving tens
of thousands of students without edu-
cational programs as well as drug and
violence prevention counseling, arts,
music, recreation, and more.

We should invest more, not less, in
our children. This amendment would
restore funding to the 2l1st Century
Community Learning Centers program
so our students can have access to the
safe afterschool enrichment they de-
serve.

Mr. Chairman, I urge support for my
amendment, and 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 thank the
gentlewoman for the amendment and
for working with our good friend who
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couldn’t be here tonight to make sure
that this issue that I know she cares
deeply about and I know my friend
cares deeply about is raised.

I tell the gentlewoman that I will
continue work with her as we move for-
ward in the appropriations process this
year. I hope we can reach an agree-
ment, particularly in this area.

I understand the gentlelady’s frustra-
tion with finding a large enough offset
to accommodate the increase she pro-
poses. However, her amendment would
actually reduce resources for the De-
partment of Education by nearly a
quarter. I think this would jeopardize
the Department’s ability to administer
the very program she seeks to increase.

So I will reluctantly oppose the
amendment at this time. I believe the
offset within the Department of Edu-
cation administrative account is just
simply too much.

Again, I want to reiterate to my
friend that I look forward to working
with her as we go forward and perhaps
receiving a different allocation under a
House-Senate agreement in the future.

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

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s kind and
thoughtful words about afterschool
programs.

There are over 18 million children
whose parents want to take advantage
of afterschool programs, but they lack
access in the area where they live.
That is why we work to fund our na-
tional network of afterschool programs
through the 21st Century Community
Learning Centers initiative.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment, and I just want to say to
the distinguished chair that I appre-
ciate his positive comments about this
program. I look forward to a better al-
location as the process moves forward,
and I look forward to having him and
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
join me in supporting this very impor-
tant program.

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 to
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN).

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
want to point something out. I am glad
I have a chance to speak on this
amendment.

When I was growing up, I spent a lot
of time before school, a lot of time
after school, and a lot of time in sum-
mer school being supervised by my par-
ents. They did a great job.

I think before we fall all over our-
selves to make sure the government is
the one supervising people all the time,
we ought to remember it is good to
educate the public that parents are re-
sponsible for a little of this as well, and
nobody loves their kids like their par-
ents.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman from Oklahoma yield?

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to how much time I have re-
maining.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma has 3% minutes re-
maining.

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

Mrs. LOWEY. I thank the distin-
guished chairman for yielding to me.
Again, I look forward to working with
him and the other members of our com-
mittee as we expand the budget.

Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the
distinguished gentleman who spoke be-
fore, I grew up in the Bronx, New York.
I was fortunate to have my mother not
working at the time. She was able to
supervise me. I had many wonderful
play dates.

I would like to say to the distin-
guished gentleman, in my community
where this program is so essential,
many of these people are working two,
three jobs. The mother is working two
or three jobs; the father is working two
or three jobs. For some of these fami-
lies, there is only one parent.

Perhaps you can come visit my dis-
trict. I would like you to come to Port
Chester, New York. This was one of the
first afterschool programs I was fortu-
nate to be able to support with this ac-
count. I would love you to come and
visit and see what these programs do,
which is provide important support for
their parents who want to help and
want to be supportive of their children,
but sometimes these jobs do stand in
the way.

These programs are SO very impor-
tant, and I look forward to working
with my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle in providing more funding.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, having
yielded to people on both sides of the
debate, 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 (Mrs.
LOWEY).

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

Mrs. LOWEY. 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 gentlewoman from New York will
be postponed.

[ 1945

AMENDMENT NO. 164 OFFERED BY MR. COURTNEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 164 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, 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 796, line 5, insert after the dollar
amount ‘ ‘“‘(reduced by $1,184,000) (increased
by $1,184,000)"".

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Connecticut.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, this, I
think, is a very modest amendment,
which just simply seeks to restore a
cut to the existing 2017 level of support
for the Magnet Schools Assistance Pro-
gram, which is a program which has
been around for quite a while. It actu-
ally was reauthorized in the Every Stu-
dent Succeeds Act in 2015, which was a
great bipartisan success for K-12 edu-
cation.

And again, this program provides
support for magnet schools all across
the country. There are 4,340 magnet
schools in the U.S. 3.5 million students
benefit from magnet programs, which
again, are administered by local school
districts and utilize a variety of aca-
demic themes such as STEM, Language
Immersion, Career and Technical Edu-
cation, Visual and Performing Arts,
just to name a few.

Again, it is a strategy which also
provides a regional structure to the
student population and promotes diver-
sity. It has done great things in terms
of Connecticut in terms of ending ra-
cial isolation. Again, unfortunately,
the magnet schools have sort of seen a
steady sort of decline from 10 years ago
in terms of Federal support for it, and
this amendment really is just basically
saying enough. I mean, we should,
again, restore an amount, which I indi-
cated is very modest, of $1.1 million to
this account, and offset and paid for.

And again, I think it just will allow
a lot of school districts and commu-
nities to continue the great work that
they are doing with magnet programs.

I want to conclude my initial re-
marks by, again, thanking the chair-
man and also Congresswoman LEE for
their kind remarks about my colleague
and neighbor from Connecticut, ROSA
DELAURO, who lost her mother, Luisa
DeLauro, a 103-year-old amazing
woman.

We all marvel at ROSA’s energy and
passion, but if you have ever met
Luisa, you would understand where it
came from because she was an amazing
woman, just a great inspiration for her
daughter who, I think, made her so
proud in terms of the great work that
she has done in the Congress.

Mr. Chairman, 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
thank the gentleman, quite sincerely,
for his amendment. And again, as I will
oft repeat tonight, as the gentleman
knows, we had to cut $5 billion from
this bill, and we had to make some
genuinely tough choices.

In this case, we accepted the Presi-
dent’s recommended funding level for
magnet schools, and we were also able
to increase charter schools, though not
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by as much as the President requested.
Charter schools have demonstrated ef-
fectiveness in providing a real choice
in quality education for millions of
students around the country.

If we have a change in our allocation
in conference, I will gladly take an-
other look at the magnet school pro-
gram to evaluate additional funding
there. I think my friend makes a very
good case on their behalf; however, at
this time, simply because of reasons of
allocation, I will oppose the amend-
ment because the offset reduces char-
ter school grants, which I strongly sup-
port.

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE).

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I want to
thank the gentleman for offering this
amendment, and I rise in strong sup-
port of it. It restores funding to the
Magnet Schools Assistance Program.

Now, 60 years after Brown v. Board of
Education, the data shows that many
schools and communities continue to
suffer from the vestiges of segregation
and that many of our Nation’s largest
school districts remain starkly seg-
regated along racial and economic
lines.

Now, I just have to say, when I start-
ed elementary school, schools were seg-
regated in El Paso, Texas. Sixty years
later, now, it is really something. We
have come a long way, but we have a
long way to go. This amendment, the
Magnet Schools Assistance Program—
the amendment helps assist school dis-
tricts in promoting desegregation long
overdue.

I am glad that we increased this pro-
gram in fiscal 2017 omnibus by $1 mil-
lion. That additional funding was in-
tended to allow the program to in-
crease the total number of grantees. 1
was disappointed to see that the major-
ity took a step back from the progress
that we had made and imposed a cut to
this program in the underlying bill.

Why in the world would the majority
not want to see school segregation
ended? This amendment certainly leads
us in that direction, and I strongly sup-
port it, and I hope you would recon-
sider your opposition because many of
us remember those days.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I disagree with my
friend about charter schools. Actually,
charter schools have provided enor-
mous opportunity for children of every
race, every ethnic background. They
have been particularly effective, I
think, in minority areas, so I reject
any suggestion that the decisions we
made had anything to do with race or
racism or that the charter school
movement is involved in that. I just
don’t think that is the case.

But I do agree in the importance of
magnet schools, and if we get a dif-
ferent allocation, we are going to sit
down and work with our friends to see
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if we can also make some progress in
that area. But at this time, I am going
to continue to oppose the amendment.

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, may I
ask how much time I have left.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MURPHY of
Pennsylvania). The gentleman from
Connecticut has 2 minutes remaining.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, again,
briefly, I appreciate the gentleman’s
comments. I would just note, though, if
you go back 10 years ago, the disparity
between charter school funding at the
Federal level versus magnet schools
was two to one in favor of charters.

We are at a point today where, with
this budget, it will be four to one in
terms of disparity between the two. I
would acknowledge the gentleman’s
comments that there are some areas
where charter schools have provided
great benefits, but there is no question
that, in terms of breaking down racial
isolation, magnet schools have a much
better batting average, and that has
been studied and reported over the
years.

My daughter attended a magnet
school in the Hartford area, and again,
with a totally diverse population, and
again, it is probably the most highly
rated high school, secondary school, in
the State of Connecticut, according to
U.S. News and World Report.

So again, the quality of magnet
schools, I think, are high in the record
in terms of their goal, which is to
break down racial isolation. I think it
surpasses charter schools.

This amendment would leave a 7.7
percent increase in funding for charter
schools. It is not an attack on charter
school funding. It just simply restores
last year’s level of spending for magnet
schools, a very modest measure.

And again, I look forward, hopefully,
to working with the gentleman, but I
really believe strongly that this is not
asking too much to protect magnet
school funding, and that is why I would
ask the Chamber to support this
amendment.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I want to assure my
friend I certainly don’t take the
amendment as an attack on charter
schools any more than I accept the
idea that, by funding charter schools,
we are involved in promoting racial
segregation. That is not what we are
trying to do here. We have a genuine
debate over the best vehicles to go for-
ward.

I happen to think both these vehicles
are good vehicles. I have seen what the
charter school movement, frankly, has
meant in New Orleans, what it has
meant in this city, the opportunities
that it has opened to thousands and
thousands of students of all racial
backgrounds.

And the administration, as my friend
knows, has put a particular emphasis
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here. And while we increase funding,
we are not anywhere close to what the
administration wanted to do. So I want
to reiterate to my friend from Con-
necticut that we intend to work with
him if we have an allocation change
where we can find some additional re-
sources, because I think he makes a
very good point, and I very much value
the contributions that magnet schools
also have made to try to improve edu-
cational outcomes across the spectrum
for our students.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. COURT-
NEY).

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

Mr. COURTNEY. 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 Connecticut will
be postponed.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 165 will not be offered.
AMENDMENT NO. 167 OFFERED BY MR. LEWIS OF

MINNESOTA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 167 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, 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 801, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $70,246,000)"".

Page 802, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $70,246,000)"’.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, our Nation is facing a skills gap,
a student completion crisis at both the
high school and college levels, and
record levels of student debt. The sta-
tus quo is unacceptable. We must do
better for our students by truly sup-
porting career and technical education
as a pathway to success.

CTE has been shown to dramatically
increase high school graduation rates,
increase postsecondary access, and,
most importantly, get students to a de-
gree and a well paying career. More
than 75 percent of CTE concentrators
pursued postsecondary education
shortly after high school, and four out
of five students earned a credential or
were enrolled 2 years later.

Dual enrollment allows high school
CTE students to earn college credit and
significantly increase their likelihood
of pursuing and completing college, all
the while saving their families money.

The key is that CTE students often
don’t need an extensive 4-year edu-
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cation, as many attend a great 2-year
technical college and then head right
into the workplace with little debt and
skills to excel.

We must fight this narrative—one
some of my colleagues are still push-
ing—that a 2-year technical degree is a
lesser educational option. This way of
thinking is simply harmful to our Na-
tion’s students and our Nation.

My amendment increases funding for
CTE State grants by $70 million, trans-
ferring the funding from an increase to
TRIO and GEAR UP. It does not cut
funding to TRIO and GEAR UP but
continues funding these programs at
fiscal year 2017 levels, the highest fund-
ing levels in program history.

The TRIO and GEAR UP programs
received significant funding increases
over the past decade, including a $50
million increase in 2017, leaving the
programs with proposed funding $230
million above their 2007 level.

Instead of an increase for TRIO and
GEAR UP this next fiscal year, my
amendment makes an overdue invest-
ment in career and technical education
and in our Nation’s students.

Mr. Chairman, 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 from Min-
nesota for the amendment. I am a big
fan of career and technical education,
and, frankly, along with the State of
Ohio, Oklahoma probably has the most
robust and strongest career technical
education program of any State in the
country. It is actually something we
fund ourselves, for the most part. I
would recommend other people do the
same.

I am also, you know, frankly, as my
friend knows, dealing with a cut of $5
billion from the bill. In this case, the
gentleman seeks to cut TRIO funding
to pay for his amendment. In my opin-
ion, it is totally misguided.

Since the TRIO program began, it
has produced over 5 million college
graduates, and those college graduates
were almost exclusively from families
where no one had ever had the oppor-
tunity to go.

This is a proven successful program.
It has helped literally millions of first
generations of college students, so I
strongly support TRIO and will not
support cuts in this program; so I,
therefore, oppose the amendment.

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

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MITCHELL).

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment to in-
crease funding for current technical
education programs. For some people,
pursuing their desired career means se-
curing a college degree.

In my 30-year career in workforce
education, I have seen firsthand this
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isn’t the right path for everyone. Un-
fortunately, too often, success has been
defined by the 4-year-or-bust model,
leaving students who would be better
served by current technical education
behind, out in the cold, and leaving job
creators unable to find qualified work-
ers for in-demand jobs.

[ 2000

Democrats and Republicans agree
that the skills gap is a serious problem
challenging our workforce. More im-
portantly, my constituents, schools,
and employers throughout my district
recognize this is a crisis that needs to
be addressed.

Mr. Chairman, I urge passage of the
amendment.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. CLARK), a member of
the subcommittee.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from
Oklahoma for yielding me time.

While this amendment increases ca-
reer and technical education funding, a
worthy goal that I support, it comes at
the expense of funding for critical
higher education programs that sup-
port low-income and minority stu-
dents.

Career and technical education funds
help ensure students are well prepared
for further education employment in
high-skilled, high-demand jobs in the
21st century economy.

In days before the election, President
Trump, in reference to CTE, said:
“We’re going to start it up big league.”

Secretary DeVos, a few months ago,
said: ‘. . . this administration is com-
mitted to supporting and highlighting
career and technical education.”

Despite these promises, the Trump-
DeVos budget cuts CTE by $168 million,
or 15 percent.

I am glad to see my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle proposing to in-
crease our investment in this critical
area, but I am deeply concerned that
the amendment proposes to slash $70
million in funding.

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 30 seconds to the gen-

tleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN).
Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I

have 30 seconds, so I will give any lis-
teners a suggestion.

I suggest you spend some time at
your local tech school or your local
trade school and ask the people who
teach there how many of their students
are former 4-year students who cannot
find a job in the field in which they
thought.

These people can have a family-sup-
porting job 8 or 9 years earlier if they
are directed to a technical education or
a trade school. They will be supporting
their families and be able to do that
when they are 21 or 22 rather than 31 or
32.

You will learn a lot if you talk to
your local tech school or trade school.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).
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Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would take money from important col-
lege access programs, GEAR UP and
TRIO, and use it to increase important
funding for career and technical edu-
cation. Because of the way the amend-
ment is drafted, it would also jeop-
ardize funding for minority-serving in-
stitutions to be used to increase that
funding. This amendment reduces fund-
ing for programs meant to improve col-
lege access for low-income students.

First of all, whether it is CTE or
TRIO, all of these programs don’t have
enough money. One should not be
stripped for the sake of another. By
lifting one program that leads to one
opportunity over neglecting another
that leads to another opportunity, you
limit the choice of future life outcomes
at a time when members of the next
generation should be able to choose the
best opportunity for them.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘‘no’” on this amendment and
try to fund both more robustly.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, as the
designee of Ranking Member LOWEY, I
move to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MITCHELL).
The gentlewoman is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, as the
co-chair of the bipartisan Congres-
sional TRIO Caucus, I find this amend-
ment, which would cut $60 million in
funding from TRIO educational serv-
ices that assist veterans and low-in-
come and first-generation college stu-
dents, deeply disturbing and mis-
aligned with our national economic in-
terests.

It sends the misguided message that
only university education is unneces-
sary for low-income students. You
know, just get a little job training and
go straight to work.

I might make the observation that I
don’t see anybody over there who has
less than a bachelor’s degree, and I
know my good friend has a law degree.

While career and technical education
is very, very important, low-income
students and our country’s economic
viability deserve the option of edu-
cating some of our students at a 4-
year-degree level.

For us to maintain hegemony in the
world, we need people like Steve Jobs,
who was not a trust fund baby, who
was not a legacy kid, but someone who
had the talent and ability. We need to
provide opportunity to the larger pool
of talent in our country in order to be
able to create the next iPhone.

I will give you a really good example,
Mr. Chairman. There is a student who
happens to live in southeastern Min-
nesota. As a matter of fact, he lives in
the Second Congressional District. He
was once a homeless student living in
poverty, but he participated in a TRIO
program at a university in Minnesota’s
Second District. Now, as a graduate
student at Johns Hopkins University,
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he is the founder of a biomedical start-
up company with the mission of
launching technology to innovate a
disease diagnostic tool that has been
found to be cost effective and will be
utilized worldwide.

Hunter Lin could not have benefited
from just a 2-year degree. TRIO has
given him the chance to get not only
out of homelessness, but the ability to
really create economic prosperity in
our country.

In Minnesota’s Second Congressional
District, there are 1,521 TRIO students
being served at four institutions, in-
cluding two community colleges.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no’’ on this harmful amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxXx).

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from the Education and
the Workforce Committee, Mr. LEWIS,
for offering this amendment.

At a time when U.S. job openings are
at a record 6.2 million, America faces a
skills shortage. Employers all over the
country tell us they need more employ-
ees who are skilled.

I have said this before, and I will say
it again for so long as I am here: All
education is career education.

I am a former TRIO director. I am
not opposed to TRIO.

This is not an effort to diminish ac-
cess to baccalaureate degrees, but to
give priority to programs that are
helping Americans learn the skills they
need for good, high-paying jobs.

Research has shown that graduates
with a technical or applied sciences as-
sociate’s degree outearn baccalaureate
degree holders by between $2,000 and
$11,000.

BEarlier this year, the House passed
the Strengthening Career and Tech-
nical Education for the 21st Century
Act. That bill and this amendment are
important steps to make sure all
Americans have access to an education
that helps them develop the skills they
need to have a successful life.

I am proud to support this amend-
ment.

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, it is unfortunate to see some of
my colleagues claim that career and
technical education is somehow the
separate or lesser pathway to a 4-year
college degree. These claims are nei-
ther factual nor are they very genuine.
CTE promotes college access, with 91
percent of high school graduates who
earn a 2- to 3-year CTE credit going on
to enroll in college.

When partisan politics gets injected
into workforce development policy, it
is students across the Nation who lose.
I can tell you that, throughout the
Second District, I have employers and
students dying for these opportunities
from all backgrounds.

The current bill leaves CTE State
grants with funding $60 million below
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what they received 10 years ago, while
TRIO receives funding $110 million
above both its authorized level and
what the program received just 2 years
ago.

My amendment supports all of our
students and their diverse ambitions
and affirms career and technical edu-
cation as a viable pathway to success.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment. Our stu-
dents are waiting for it, our employers
are waiting for it, and our country is
waiting for it.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

It has been a good and robust debate,
but I don’t think it has been a particu-
larly partisan debate. As a matter of
fact, I see people on both sides of the
aisle that actually have both solutions.
My friend, Mr. ScoTT, may have the
best solution of all: let’s plus-up both
of these programs because they both do
a lot of good.

But, in this case, I don’t think you
make one the enemy of the other. I
have seen TRIO programs work, and I
have seen how many jobs they produce.
We are not serving anywhere close to
the population eligible for TRIO.
Somewhere less than 10 percent of the
eligible students actually take advan-
tage of the program.

Again, my State invests very heav-
ily, probably more heavily than most
other States that I would suggest do
the same thing Ohio and Oklahoma
have done. And these programs which
my friend rightly champions, I have
seen people actually raise their own
taxes so they could have a career or
technical institute.

So I think there is merit to both of
these approaches. But I do also think 5
million college graduates from people
who did not have the chance to go is
something this country ought to think
about. The statistics tell us each of
those graduates in a lifetime earn $1
million more than they would have. I
promise you, the Federal Government
will get its share of that million dol-
lars.

This is a program that has paid for
itself over and over again. Perhaps as
we go forward, we can find other ways
to help both of these programs cap-
italize on their potential.

So while I agree with the objective
my friend is trying to achieve, I don’t
agree in achieving it at the expense of
TRIO or GEAR UP.

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the amend-
ment, 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. LEWIS).

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

Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 168 OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 168 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. GROTHMAN. 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 802, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $33,954,220)".

Page 805, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $8,620,000)’.

Page 806, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $1,185,120)".

Page 856, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $43,759,340)"’.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

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

I rise in support of an amendment to
reduce funding by 2 percent for the De-
partment of Education’s Office of Pro-
gram Administration, Inspector Gen-
eral, and Student Aid Administration.

I say this because, even a month ago,
it was apparent that when we wind up
doing the appropriations bill or an om-
nibus bill or wherever we are, we are
probably going to be borrowing about
14 percent of that budget. Then in the
last month, we have had two hurri-
canes hit America, and we have already
set aside another $15 billion.

I want to remind people here that we
are approaching $20 trillion in debt—
$60,000 for every man, woman, and child
in this country. If you have a family of
four, they are $240,000 in debt.

I think given those numbers, every
Congressman, when they look at this
appropriation document, ought to
make as their primary goal spending
less money. And again, we are bor-
rowing like 14 percent.

When I was a State legislator, I dealt
several times with people from the De-
partment of Education; and, honestly,
the few times I dealt with them, I
never felt that their positions or what
they were doing helped anybody at all.
It looked like they almost had too
many people there.

So I think a small reduction of 2 per-
cent is something that we should all be
supportive of, make a little bit of a
dent on that deficit and a little bit of
a dent on that huge sea of money we
voted for—including myself—working
its way towards Florida and Texas.

Mr. Chairman, 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.
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin is a good
friend. We serve on the Budget Com-
mittee together, and, frankly, I know
how sincere his concern about the
issues that he lays out is. I know how
hard he fought on that committee, and
oftentimes we were unlikely allies in a
number of places.

O 2015

So I know this is a passion and a sin-
cere commitment. I remind my friend,
he knows I know he would have pre-
ferred more, but this bill is $56 billion
less than it was last year. He certainly
had some success, and success that I
agree with, but in this particular case,
if I understand the gentleman’s amend-
ment correctly, it would basically cut
education administration by $43 mil-
lion, a roughly 10 percent cut across
the board in the administrative areas.

Or is it just a 2 percent cut in every-
thing?

Mr. GROTHMAN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. COLE. I yield to the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. GROTHMAN. No. It is a 2 percent
cut in administration, inspector gen-
eral, and student aid.

Mr. COLE. Okay. But substantial re-
ductions, and in programs that have al-
ready been cut. So for that reason, I
would oppose my friend’s additional
cuts, but I would hope to work with
him going forward in something that I
know he knows is a far greater driver
of our debt, and that is entitlement re-
form. That is where the money is.

We end up fighting every year over
discretionary accounts that are rel-
atively minor compared to the behe-
moths of Social Security, Medicare,
Medicaid, and the other so-called man-
datory programs. They are only man-
datory because Congress doesn’t have
the courage to pick up the law and ac-
tually deal with them. So I am going to
work with my friend in that area be-
cause I know he is sincere.

In this case, I feel compelled to op-
pose the amendment.

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

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I think
we have had enough debate, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing.

Mr. Chairman, one of the agencies af-
fected by this amendment is the De-
partment of Education’s Office of In-
spector General that is responsible for
conducting independent and objective
audits and investigations. It is through
this agency that we can review offices
like the Federal Student Aid office,
and Congress can learn about policies
and practices that need to be improved.
It was just last March that the OIG in-
vestigated that department and found
that Congress needs to do more to
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monitor colleges with unstable fi-
nances in order to protect students and
taxpayers from abrupt school closures.

Any cuts to this agency will reduce
the chances that such findings will be
made, and reduce consumer protec-
tions. Therefore, I urge my colleagues
to vote “‘no’’ on this amendment.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentle-

woman from  Massachusetts (Ms.
CLARK), a member of the sub-
committee.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.

Chairman, this amendment would deci-
mate the ability of the Department of
Education to meet the needs of Ameri-
cans by indiscriminately transferring
$44 million to the spending reduction
account. This does nothing to improve
the bill, which is already underfunded.
The majority has imposed a $5 billion
cut to the Labor-HHS bill below the
2017 omnibus level. Further cuts are
completely unnecessary.

That is not all. This $56 billion is also
below the nondefense levels allowed
under the Budget Control Act. We have
the resources available, but the major-
ity refuses to allocate them to essen-
tial programs funded through this bill.
The Department will simply have to do
less with less. That is not good for the
American people, and it is not good for
our constituents.

A Department with fewer resources
to oversee the Student Aid portfolio,
and as Mr. ScoTT pointed out, the Of-
fice of Inspector General’s ability to
promote efficiencies within the Depart-
ment and investigate fraud, will be
hampered.

Mr. Chair, for these reasons, I 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 Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN).

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

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, 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 Wisconsin will be
postponed.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 169 printed in House Report
115-297.

AMENDMENT NO. 170 OFFERED BY MR. GROTHMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 170 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, 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 817, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $99,000,000)"".

Page 856, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $99,000,000)"’.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise
today in support of my amendment,
which will reduce funding for the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board by $99
million in fiscal year 2018. Since its in-
ception, the NLRB has served as a par-
tisan board that flips in ideology from
one administration to the next, often
cutting businesses off at the knees and
stifling economic growth.

In just the last 8 years of the Obama
administration, the NLRB managed to
overturn a total of 4,105 collective
years of precedent in 90 cases. In cases
such as the ambush election rule and
the joint employer rule, the board sig-
nificantly overstepped their bounds
and dipped their hands into the day-to-
day business operations of hardworking
Americans.

Now, let me be clear: I am not here
to attack the unions. I wish more peo-
ple would join unions under the amend-
ment that we just dealt with. I believe
that employees should have the right
to join a union if they think that join-
ing a union is best for them and their
family. But the fact remains, since
1990, the NLRB has received 65 percent
fewer election petitions and 40 percent
fewer unfair labor practice charges.
Meanwhile, while private sector labor
representation has decreased in the
last 25 years, the NLRB’s budget has
increased in inflation-adjusted dollars
by close to $50 million.

My amendment would implement a
necessary reduction to the NLRB,
which will bring their funding in line
with their expected workload for the
upcoming fiscal year. Specifically, my
amendment saves taxpayers close to
$100 million in the upcoming fiscal
year and provides private industry
with relief that the NLRB will have to
focus on the most pressing cases that
arise rather than engaging in partisan
witch hunts.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chair, I rise in strong opposition to
this amendment, which would cut the
NLRB’s budget by nearly $100 million
below the House bill, which is already
$25 million below the fiscal year 2017
level.

Under this amendment, the NLRB
would be required to furlough 1,500 em-
ployees for at least 140 days. That
means 1,500 employees across 26 States
would be unpaid for nearly 5 months.
As a result, the NLRB would develop a
backlog of 10,000 to 12,000 cases, which
would indefinitely delay the resolution
of pending cases of unfair labor prac-
tices.
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Perhaps my colleagues don’t realize
that most of the NLRB’s work is not
controversial. At the regional level,
about 21,000 charges are filed every
year, and 95 percent of those charges
are dismissed or resolved within 60 to
70 days after an investigation of facts.
In other words, 19 out of 20 charges
filed are resolved without litigation.

For charges at the regional level, 90
percent of the cases with probable
merit are settled, which means they
are resolved without needing to be
heard before the NLRB’s five-member
board.

For cases taken to the board, about
70 percent of the decisions are unani-
mous, meaning they are bipartisan.
That is how the process is supposed to
work.

Why would we cripple an agency that
is tasked with enforcing Federal labor
laws? Does the majority believe that
labor laws should not be enforced?
Should a worker who is unlawfully
fired for exercising their rights be met
with a sign on the door that says,
““Closed. Will reopen in 5 months’’?

Closing the NLRB for 5 months would
exacerbate disputes between employers
and employees, and create a harmful
disruption to our economy.

Mr. Chair, I urge that we reject this
amendment.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT),
the distinguished ranking member of
the Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding.

Mr. Chair, as my colleagues have
made clear, this amendment would im-
pose a 45 percent cut on the NLRB
budget. The NLRB would expect that
these cuts could lead to the closure of
regional offices in 17 States, but it is
really the American workforce and our
economy that would suffer.

We benefit from a worker’s right to
exercise freedom of association. These
cuts will delay NLRB-conducted rep-
resentation or decertification elections
and delay democracy for workers who
deserve a timely vote.

In the past 3 years, the NLRB has re-
instated 7,000 workers who were unlaw-
fully fired by their employers, and the
NLRB has awarded over $191 million to
workers in backpay or fees.

Mr. Chairman, justice delayed is jus-
tice denied. Delayed justice is what
this amendment would inflict.

Mr. Chairman, I urge a ‘‘no’ vote on
this amendment.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, my only
other comment is assuming that figure
of employees is right, and this is not
the total number of employees, just the
employees that she envisions being cut,
1,600. I always Kkind of look at my
State, which is about typical in size.
That would be 30 employees on a board
that I wouldn’t think our forefathers
would have thought of. So people have
to consider for themselves, I guess,
whether the average State would even
need 30 employees. Here we are just
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cutting 30. We are still leaving the bulk
of the agency in existence.

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, this amendment is an insult
to the millions of American workers
who deserve to be treated fairly and in
a timely manner under the law.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to re-
ject this amendment, and 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.
GROTHMAN).

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

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Chair, 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 Wisconsin will be
postponed.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 171 printed in House Report
115-297.

AMENDMENT NO. 172 OFFERED BY MR. MEADOWS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 172 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chair, 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . The Coal Mine Safety and Health
program area of the Mine Safety and Health
Administration, comprising 964 employees,
with annual salaries aggregating $78,970,000,
is hereby reduced by 10 percent (comprising
96 employees, with annual salaries aggre-
gating $7,897,000).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 504, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MEADOWS)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chairman, I
want to start out this evening by rec-
ognizing the fine work of Chairman
COoLE. I can tell you that there are
many times in this Chamber that they
want to pit members of my conference
against appropriators. This is not one
of those times. I just want to rise and
acknowledge the great work of Chair-
man COLE and Chairman FRELING-
HUYSEN, and, truly, of the entire Appro-
priations Committee.

Regardless of whether my amend-
ment passes or not, I plan to vote for
the underlying bill. Yet, with this com-
monsense amendment that we put
forth, Mr. Chairman, we are really
looking to try to make sure that we
rightsize a group that has been under
attack, and this is all about the coal
industry.

What we have found is that under the
previous administration, there was an
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unbelievable attack on all fossil fuels,
but specifically the coal industry.
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This actually goes about rightsizing
MSHA, which is the mine safety and
health group that will inspect the
mines. What we found is we have fewer
mines to actually inspect. My amend-
ment is real straightforward. It is say-
ing: let’s rightsize that particular
group. Let’s cut the number of employ-
ees that we have there by 10 percent.
They have less mines to inspect. I can
tell you, coming from a State that has
mining in every one of the counties
that I have the privilege of serving,
what we need to understand is that it
is not about safety of mine workers,
because I am for the safety of mine
workers; we really need to look at
being responsible with the hardworking
American taxpayer dollars. That is
what this amendment is about.

Mr. Chairman, the hour is late, so I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from New York is recognized for 56 min-
utes.

Mrs. LOWEY. Knowing, Mr. Chair-
man, of the gentleman’s commitment
to families, and I know that the gentle-
man’s family is committed to their
children, I am totally shocked that
this amendment will be addressed to-
night on the floor of the House.

This amendment, my friend, would
cut personnel. Mothers and fathers will
be directly affected by this. This
amendment will cut the personnel
whose responsibility it is to ensure the
safety and health of our Nation’s coal
miners.

The proposed amendment, my friend,
would cut the Mine Safety Health Ad-
ministration coal enforcement per-
sonnel by 10 percent, would result in
the Mine Safety Health Administration
being forced to violate Federal law be-
cause it would be unable to fulfill its
statutorily mandated duty to inspect
underground coal mines every 3
months. We have seen what happens,
my friends, when mandatory inspec-
tions are cut back and the number of
experienced mine inspectors are re-
duced to coal miners that cut corners
on safety.

Following the massive explosion in
2010, at Upper Big Branch, which killed
29 coal miners in the worst coal mine
disaster in the country in four decades,
investigators found that mine manage-
ment had consistently violated basic
safety standards such as ventilation
and rock dusting intended to prevent
coal dust explosions. The number of
violations at this mine were among the
highest in the Nation.

The ultimate responsibility, my
friends, for that disaster lays squarely
at the feet of mine management, in-
cluding its CEO Don Blankenship, who
was criminally convicted of a mis-
demeanor and served the maximum of 1
year for conspiring to violate mine
safety standards.
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It is also clear from the internal re-
view that due to budget cuts during the
Bush administration, MSHA, the Mine
Safety and Health Administration, be-
came severely short staffed. There were
too few inspectors to meet the require-
ment for mandatory inspections. You
cannot underfund mine safety and
health and expect to adequately pro-
tect the lives of miners. We know what
happens when safety takes a back seat
to profits. People die.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT), the distinguished ranking
member of the Education and the
Workforce Committee.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, this amendment irresponsibly
cuts funding for coal mine safety and
health by 10 percent, cuts 96 positions
in the Mine Safety and Health Admin-
istration, or MSHA. The Federal Mine
Safety and Health Act of 1977 estab-
lished MSHA and requires MSHA to
conduct four wall-to-wall inspections
every year on underground mines and
two wall-to-wall inspections for every
surface mine. These are mandatory and
required for safety in the mines.

MSHA is required to conduct spot in-
spections every b5 days at those coal
mines that release large amounts of
combustible methane since those
mines have the highest risk of fires and
explosions.

In addition to the mandatory and
spot inspections, MSHA responds to
hazard complaints from miners, inves-
tigates discrimination complaints, and
provides compliance assistance with
standards such as the new rule to pre-
vent the scourge of black lung disease.

If this amendment is enacted, 96 posi-
tions will be cut and MSHA will have
to choose between the mandatory in-
spections or meeting its obligation to
implement these other essential func-
tions. It can’t do both, yet all of these
functions are necessary to protect the
health and safety of miners.

Mr. Chairman, the preamble of the
Mine Act of 1977 states: “The first . . .
concern of all in the coal’’—or other—
“mining industry must be the health
and safety of its most precious re-
source—the miner.”” This amendment
abandons Congress’ commitment to
America’s miners and should be re-
jected.

Mr. Chairman, I include in the
RECORD a letter from Cecil E. Roberts,
the International President of the
United Mine Workers of America, in
opposition to this amendment.

UNITED MINE WORKERS OF AMERICA,
Triangle, VA, September 7, 2017.
MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES,
U.S. Congress, Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the
United Mine Workers of America, I strongly
urge you to reject the Amendment offered by
Representative Mark Meadows of North
Carolina that would reduce the Coal Mine
Safety and Health program and workforce at
the Mine Safety and Health Administration.

At a time when mining fatalities are on
the rise, we should be looking for ways to in-
crease enforcement and oversight of mining
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operations, not make it harder to ensure
that our miners are safe.

America’s miners put their lives and limbs
on the line every single day for us. Our gov-
ernment has a responsibility to do all it can
do to ensure they come home to their loved
ones at the end of their shift. This amend-
ment is a step backward in safety, putting
miners at greater risk. I strongly urge that
it be rejected.

Sincerely,
CECIL E. ROBERTS,.

Mrs. LOWEY. In closing, this amend-
ment would irresponsibly cut staffing
by 10 percent at an agency responsible
for the safety and health of our Na-
tion’s coal miners. Mr. Chairman, lives
are at stake.

Mr. Chairman, I strongly oppose this
amendment, I urge my colleagues to
reject it, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to acknowledge my dear friend from
New York and her impassioned plea,
but we have made news here tonight.
All of a sudden, the people on the aisle
opposite are all about the coal miners.
Where has that debate been for the last
8 years?

We start talking about kids and fam-
ily. What about the coal miners’ kids
and families? We have got 35 percent
less coal mines that are being actually
operated right now, 35 percent. We
have 43 percent less coal miners. We
are talking about kids and all the
things that we need to be doing, and we
have cut back on the coal mining. Why
don’t we cut back on the inspectors
who, according to our numbers, have 35
percent less mines to actually inspect?

It is time that we rightsize the gov-
ernment. I strongly encourage my col-
leagues to support it. I thank the work
of the chairman.

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

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to address a closing remark to my
good friend from North Carolina, and I
know that my good friend and I have
worked together, Mr. Chairman, on
many important issues.

I would just like to say again that
whether there are 1,000 miners or 50
miners, and I understand the gentle-
man’s concern about the closing of
mines, but we have a responsibility to
those who are still working in those
mines to make sure that they are safe.

I would ask my colleagues to vote
against this amendment because it is
absolutely vital that we protect those
outstanding workers who are sup-
porting their families and make sure
they are safe.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MEADOWS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.
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Mrs. LOWEY. 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 North Carolina
will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 173 OFFERED BY MR. WALBERG

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 173 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chair, 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to implement,
administer, or enforce the final rule on
“Representation—Case Procedures’ pub-
lished in the Federal Register by the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board on December
15, 2014 (79 Fed. Reg. 74308 et seq.) or any rule
of the same substance.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I, too,
want to thank Chairman COLE for the
good effort on this piece of legislation.

I rise to offer an amendment to H.R.
3354 that would block the NLRB from
enforcing the extreme and partisan am-
bush election rule. Under the ambush
election rule, workers are being rushed
into union elections before they have
the opportunity to consider all the con-
sequences.

According to one report, since the
ambush election rule took effect, union
elections have been organized 38 per-
cent faster. Before this rule took ef-
fect, the union election process typi-
cally took 38 days. Now, workers may
have as few as 11 days to consider
whether joining a union is the best de-
cision for themselves. Eleven days is
simply not enough time for workers to
make an important decision that im-
pacts their job and their paycheck.

In addition to speeding up the proc-
ess, the NLRB’s rule greatly limits an
employer’s ability to communicate
with its employees through the pre-
election hearing process.

To make matters worse, employers
have as little as 7 days to find legal
counsel and appear before an NLRB
election officer—7 days. This is a tax-
ing time constraint, especially on
small businesses with limited resources
and a lawyer team that is nonexistent.

But workers are the ones who are
really hurt the most. As a former
union worker myself, I respect the
right of workers to join a union, but
they deserve a real choice in the mat-
ter and the opportunity to hear from
both sides of the debate. At the very
least, they deserve privacy as they
come to their decision, but this rule

September 12, 2017

forces employers to hand over their
employees’ personal information, in-
cluding phone numbers, work sched-
ules, home addresses, e-mail addresses,
and work locations.

The NLRB should ensure fair and
transparent elections. Instead, the
board implemented a rule chilling em-
ployer free speech and restricting the
rights of workers.

By adopting this amendment to
block the ambush election rule, we can
restore the rights of workers and em-
ployers in union elections.

I would note that there is still more
to be done beyond blocking funding of
this extreme rule. The Workforce De-
mocracy and Fairness Act, which I in-
troduced earlier this year, would
amend Federal law to ensure union
elections are fair and prevent similar
NLRB overreach in the future.

This commonsense bill was approved
by the Education and the Workforce
Committee, and it is my hope that it
will come up for a vote in the House,
but today we have an opportunity to
take a first step toward putting an end
to this radical scheme once and for all.

Mr. Chair, I urge all Members to sup-
port this amendment, as well as the
underlying bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in strong opposition
to this amendment which would block
the NLRB'’s election rule, an attempt
to undermine collective bargaining
rights. The NLRB enacted this rule to
modernize and streamline the process
for voting on union representation.

To be clear, the NLRB undertook a
very deliberative rulemaking process.
It was transparent, and it included
input from stakeholders and the public.
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The majority’s claim that this rule
enables ambush elections is false.
These are commonsense adjustments
that eliminate unnecessary delays that
have hindered the union election proc-
ess for decades.

The election rule provides for the
timely exchange of information so that
issues can be resolved quickly. It im-
proves workers’ ability to hear from all
sides prior to making a decision, and it
reduces frivolous litigation.

I urge my colleagues to oppose this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT), the
distinguished ranking member of the
Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment offered by Mr. WALBERG that
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would block the National Labor Rela-
tions Board election streamlining rule
because this amendment would result
in reverting to a previous rule that
would result in needless delays in the
process for conducting union represen-
tation elections.

The election streamlining rule was
adopted in 2015, and it has increased
transparency, reduced frivolous litiga-
tion, and decreased the opportunity for
bad actors to improperly delay union
elections.

The preelection process previously
had been open to manipulation, delay,
and drawn-out preelection maneu-
vering. I point out that the so-called
11-day election that has been referred
to can only occur if both sides agree to
a consent election.

Another part of the rule requires the
employer to provide more modern
forms of employee contact information
to the union prior to the elections,
such as email addresses and phone
numbers, as opposed to the previous re-
quirement that the employer only pro-
vide home addresses. Under the new
rule, employers must provide this elec-
tronically within 2 days of ordering an
election.

By ensuring that there is a timely
transfer of more complete voter con-
tact information, the rule removed an-
other obstacle that had denied workers
the opportunity to be more fully in-
formed prior to voting on whether or
not to form a union. The employer, of
course, already has unfettered and un-
limited access to communicate with
employees, even on work time.

I also want to point out that the
NLRB’s election procedures are now
settled law. Every court where this
rule has been challenged has upheld the
rule. The fifth circuit, for example,
said that the Board ‘‘acted rationally
and in furtherance of its congressional
mandate in adopting the rule.”

The U.S. District Court for the Dis-
trict of Columbia held that ‘‘the Board
engaged in comprehensive analysis of a
multitude of issues relating to the need
for and the propriety of the final rule.”

Mr. Chairman, history has shown
when workers’ rights are respected, the
economy benefits. Protecting workers’
rights to make their voices heard
helped build a strong middle class. Re-
search shows that the erosion of union
density has weakened the middle class
and exacerbated wage stagnation by
breaking the essential link between in-
creasing worker productivity and ris-
ing wages.

This amendment undermines workers
in their ability to exercise their right
to collectively bargain. Plain and sim-
ple, the workers have a right to join a
union, and if they ask for an election,
they should get an election—not a
delay, not interference, and not retal-
iation.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘no” on this amendment.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the comments of my col-
leagues from the Education and the
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Workforce Committee. We have de-
bated that very clearly. We have dis-
cussed the fact that individuals ought
to be able to make a decision and have
a full understanding of what is avail-
able for them.

But when we talk about a stream-
lining rule, it only works for the union
organizer. It doesn’t work for the em-
ployee, and certainly not for the small-
business person who isn’t blessed with
having a large lawyer team, attorney
team, who can go into all of the back-
ground information to find out how, in-
deed, they even represent themselves
and communicate with their employees
in relationship to a union that is well-
versed in what they will do with their
challenge in the lawyered-up situation
that they have.

It discourages any comprehensive
study by the employee—let me state
that again—by the employee of what
they are looking at with union rep-
resentation or without.

Seven days for a businessperson to
get their act together is not a stream-
lining that works for them. It works
for the union organizer alone, not the
employee or the employer.

Mr. Chairman, I continue to state
that, if we truly want our employees to
make informed decisions with all of
the information that can be available
to them and the assistance needed so
that both sides are served when they
look for a final decision, we must do
away with this rule.

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), a
member of the Education and the
Workforce Committee.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentlewoman.

This is about giving both sides—the
workers seeking to organize and the
employer—the opportunity to make
their case to workers fairly and expedi-
tiously.

Prior to this case, in every case, em-
ployers would have access with ways to
pester and bug employees at home,
through their personal email, through
their phone numbers. There was simply
no way that there was any equality
given to the case for union organizers
to make. In fact, union organizers
often had to try to find ways that they
could reach to simply make the case to
workers so that they can make a fair
choice.

In addition, I find it ridiculous that
this is called, by those on the other
side, an ambush when, in fact, the only
ambush is when they ambush the right
of workers to organize by drawing out
the election process to months and
years, often beyond when many of the
employees involved are even at the
same employer because of the adverse
working conditions that could have led
them to organize in the first place.

This rule was done through a multi-
stakeholder process. There was a lot
input from all sides, and it was a very
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thoughtful rule that gave a level play-
ing field to ensure that workers, should
they desire to organize, had a reason-
able calendar for doing so and a reason-
able way of reaching other workers to
tell them the benefits of organizing,
just as the company was telling them
the downside.

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues
to reject this amendment which throws
out a very thoughtful rule that levels
the playing field in labor relations.

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

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. ARRINGTON).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. WALBERG).

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts.
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. 174 OFFERED BY MRS.
BLACKBURN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 174 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . Bach amount made available
by this Act (other than an amount required
to be made available by a provision of law) is
hereby reduced by 1 percent.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Tennessee.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the recognition, and I want
to begin by commending Chairman
COLE, his staff, and the Appropriations
Committee for the fine work that they
have done.

As we are looking at the Labor, HHS,
and Education appropriations bill, we
are looking at $156 billion for fiscal
year 2018. My amendment would cut an
additional 1 percent out of that num-
ber.

I think it is important to commend
the work that they have done over the
past couple of years. If you go back and
look at the appropriations numbers in
2016, they were at $163.65 billion; 2017,
down to $162.985 billion; and this year,
at $156 billion.

I think that that work is to be com-
mended. The leadership in this House,
the chairman, Chairman COLE, and the
work that they are doing is getting us
on the right path. It is important that
as we as Members of Congress do our
job, it is important that we engage the

Mr.
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rank-and-file employees that are there
in these various agencies—over at the
Department of Education and at Labor
and HHS—and make certain that they
are saving that one penny out of a dol-
lar, because we hit a pretty dubious
marker this week.

Our national debt now is at $20 tril-
lion, and because of this, because of the
responsibility that we have to our chil-
dren, to our grandchildren, to future
generations, because we realize, as Ad-
miral Mullen said on July 6, 2010, the
greatest threat to our Nation’s secu-
rity is our Nation’s debt, we need to do
a little bit more. And, of course, there
are always good programs that we can
stand here and talk about, and talk
about what will not be funded if we do
a penny on a dollar.

But the important thing to realize is
future generations, my grandchildren
that are now 8 and 9 years old, are pay-
ing for programs that we are refusing
to address the growth in these pro-
grams. We are committing money they
have not earned, taxes they have not
paid, because we are $20 trillion in
debt.

It is time to make these changes, and
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. Chair, I want to begin
by thanking my friend. We are class-
mates, we are friends, and we have
served on the Budget Committee to-
gether. So I know the commitment to
fiscal responsibility is serious and con-
tinuing and real. I particularly want to
thank her for her kind words about the
work of the committee in recent years
because we genuinely have tried to
continuously lower the amounts of
money.

My friend makes a very good point
about the dangers we face in terms of a
skyrocketing national debt, but as my
friend suggests, we have already cut
this more than 1 percent. I am not sug-
gesting there aren’t areas that can be
cut additionally. There probably are.
But as an appropriator, we prefer to
look at things individually, one at a
time, because there are always areas
that could be plussed-up as well.

I don’t think anybody here really
wants to cut money, even 1 percent,
from cancer funding or Alzheimer’s re-
search or Pell grants or programs that
we think actually help folks have an
educational choice, like charter
schools, and yet that is always the im-
pact of an across-the-board cut. You
cut things that need to be cut, for sure,
but you also cut some things that prob-
ably shouldn’t be.

So we would prefer to continue the
approach that my friend has singled
out and said that seems to work well,
and we will do that, and I know she
will be helpful in that.

I also know my friend knows that the
real drivers of our debt, frankly, are
Social Security, Medicare, Medicaid,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

all entitlement programs, our manda-
tory spending programs. And that is
where folks on both sides of the aisle,
I think, need to get very, very serious,
and the administration. Because we are
never going to get to a balanced budget
that I know my friend wants to achieve
and I want to achieve until we put 70
percent of all spending, which is the
entitlement spending, on the table for
serious examination to be dealt with.

I don’t oppose the goals of my friend.
I just have a different method of trying
to achieve them. So far, in the last 3
years, we have been able to do that. We
are going to continue to try and do
that going forward.

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

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, we
do always hear, well, you would take
from this or that if you were doing
across-the-board cuts. But just to my
colleagues who are in the Chamber to-
night and those who are watching,
across-the-board cuts work at the local
level and the State level because you
look at that number that you need to
hit and you get inside some programs
more than others, and you find that
penny on the dollar, and you find a way
to yield a savings, and you examine
what the priorities of a budget ought
to be.

That is the heavy lift. And while we
are doing it with the work we do here
in this Chamber and that the appropri-
ators do, it is important that, just as
Governors in our States—both Demo-
cratic and Republican Governors, by
the way—just as mayors in towns and
cities across this country do on a reg-
ular basis, and many are doing right
now because fiscal years are beginning
October 1, just as they do that work,
we need to do it.
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Do we need to look at entitlements?

Yes, absolutely. I am for putting
those issues on the table. I encourage
our colleagues and our administration
to do that. It is imperative because we
are staring $20 trillion in debt. We are
staring that in the face.

How do you look at your children and
grandchildren and say, ‘‘That is okay.
That is okay. Paying for $20 trillion
worth of debt is easy’’?

The answer is you don’t, because it is
not.

What it takes to address it is will. It
takes resolve. It takes cutting back
more than you have cut back before
and examining programs that are es-
sential. It is time to get serious about
this. I encourage support of my amend-
ment.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentle-

woman from  Massachusetts (Ms.
CLARK), who is my good friend.
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.

Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this amendment. The under-
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lying bill is already underfunded. The
majority has imposed a $5 billion cut
to the Labor-HHS bill below the 2017
omnibus level.

This cut is as unnecessary as it is in-
discriminate because it indiscrimi-
nately cuts programs in this bill with-
out thought to the relative merit. For
instance, this amendment would result
in fewer infants and toddlers receiving
Head Start’s services, fewer students
receiving financial aid to help afford
college, fewer biomedical research
grants, and cuts to public health emer-
gency response. The list goes on and
on.

Investment is what we need to help
build and strengthen our middle class,
and this amendment threatens that.

Mr. Chairman, I strongly urge Mem-
bers to oppose this 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-
tlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK-
BURN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes 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 Tennessee will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 175 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY

OF PENNSYLVANIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 175 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . For ““Health Resources and Serv-
ices Administration—Maternal and Child
Health” for establishing and carrying out
grants to eligible entities to develop, main-
tain, or enhance infant and early childhood
mental health promotion, intervention, and
treatment programs for children up to 12
years of age, as authorized by section 399Z-
2 of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
280h-6) there is hereby appropriated, and the
amount otherwise provided by this Act for
‘“‘Health Resources and Services Administra-
tion—Program Management’ is hereby re-
duced by, $5,000,000.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, this amendment is for in-
fant and early childhood mental health
promotion, intervention, and treat-
ment. It provides $5 million in grants
to develop, maintain, or enhance infant
and early childhood mental health pro-
motion, intervention, and treatment
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programs, including programs for in-
fants and children at significant risk of
developing or showing early signs of or
having been diagnosed with mental ill-
ness, including serious emotional dis-
turbance. This was passed and author-
ized in the Helping Families in Mental
Health Crisis Act last year in Congress
in which it was passed 422-2—near
unanimous.

The importance of this is that, across
the United States, up to one in five
children suffers from a mental disorder
in a given year, according to the Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Preven-
tion. This equates to more than 17 mil-
lion young people who meet criteria for
disorders that affect their ability to
learn, behave, and express emotions.
This small $5 million amount is about
29 cents per child, hardly enough to do
much when distributed over that
many, but it can do a great deal when
distributed for a few.

If you follow the course of children
with mental illness, untreated mental
illness, of course, leads to very trou-
bled adults and other problems. I might
add that this is National Suicide Pre-
vention Week, and among children, sui-
cide rates are climbing. In fact, over
the last 20 years, suicide rates have
climbed overall in this country. But,
tragically and alarmingly, they have
grown a great deal among children.

How do we tell families of children
who have completed a suicide or at-
tempted a suicide that we couldn’t
come up with the money for this, and,
instead, we thought other programs
were more important?

This money comes from the existing
programming budget. It does not take
away from vital programs. But I want
you to know that there has been a 54
percent increase of suicides among
children under age 12. Thirty-seven
percent of those child suicides are
Black children. The rate among Afri-
can-American children ages 5 to 11 has
doubled over the last decade.

This provides critically important
services for children. It appears that
schools are the most important place
where treatment can take place. Only
23 percent of prekindergarten programs
have onsite or scheduled visits from
psychiatrists and psychologists, ac-
cording to the Child Mind Institute.

The current workforce consists of ap-
proximately 7,500 child and adolescent
psychiatrists. We need 32,000. Eighty-
five percent of all psychotropic medica-
tions for children are written by pri-
mary care practitioners, not psychia-
trists, so we end up with serious prob-
lems here as suicides grow and as men-
tal health problems grow. This small
amount of money is taken from exist-
ing funds, not from any other pro-
grams, to make sure we are providing
services for these children.

Mr. Chairman, 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.
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to,
again, thank my good friend for, as he
always does, raising important issues,
and I appreciate his bringing attention
to the mental health of children.

The amendment offered—and this is
an important point I think many Mem-
bers in this body don’t think about—is
actually for a newly authorized pro-
gram that has not received funding in
the past, and our committee actually
has a smaller allocation than it had
last year. I think most of the public
doesn’t realize it, and it is sort of help-
ful, frankly, for my friend to advance
this amendment. Just because some-
thing moves through an authorizing
committee doesn’t mean any money
comes with it.

Now, in some cases—my friend
worked on the Cures bill—they sent
money with portions of that on the
opioid initiatives, some additional
money at NIH, and, of course, every
penny of that has moved in. They
found a way to fund it. But we can end
up in a situation where you just simply
pile on authorizations and send us less
money and think we will somehow
work it out. Sometimes we do. That is
why we have been able to steadily in-
crease funding at NIH, steadily in-
crease funding for programs like TRIO
and GEAR UP, and steadily increase
money for charter schools. There are
some areas we have been able to do
that, but we can’t do it everyplace.

I want to tell my friend that, while I
oppose the amendment, I am certainly
going to work with him. Actually, I
asked him not too long ago to give me
the one thing that is the most impor-
tant thing, and he mentioned the lack
of trained and qualified personnel, that
we could have a lot of programs, but
until we had a bigger pool of people ca-
pable of rendering the services, then we
simply are going to be moving from
program to program. I think that was a
very good point, and it is why I accept-
ed my friend’s amendment for $10 mil-
lion to begin to do that. That is an-
other area. I think we have to pick a
few pressure points here.

I agree with what my friend is offer-
ing here in terms of the need for em-
phasis. We just simply have to work
harder either getting the funds or find-
ing other places to take the funds
from.

So while I oppose the amendment, I
want to be very clear that I intend to
work with my friend going forward.

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

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, how much time do I have re-
maining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 1% minutes remaining.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, let me add to this. Yes,
there was money in the Cures bill for
opioid abuse for 59,000 people who had
died from drug overdoses, but 350,000
people will die this year related to
mental health problems.

I want to make sure that Congress is
not, once again, in a situation where

H7303

we are having another moment of si-
lence for some suicide, for some child
or young adult that got violent and
shot someone or ran their car into a
crowd, or something else. We have got
to start putting money into these pro-
grams. Five million dollars barely
scratches the surface, but it is like
that old adage of the man who came
across a child throwing a starfish back
in the ocean. The person said: ‘“You
can never take care of all of them.”
But the child said: ‘It will make a dif-
ference for this one.”

This will make a difference to a few
children.

How do we explain this to a parent
whose child is suffering, who can’t get
services, that what we have is we
couldn’t transfer money within an ex-
isting account, it doesn’t add any
more, and it doesn’t eradicate any pro-
grams, but it is something there espe-
cially at a time when this is so life
threatening?

You can’t explain that to a mom or a
dad.

During all the time in the course of
working this bill, we heard from thou-
sands of people telling their horrific
and sad stories. I spent the last 42
years of my life working as a psycholo-
gist. I have seen the faces of those who
have gone to the funerals and seen
those wasting away in prisons. I do ask
that this amendment be adopted.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. CLARK), who is my
good friend.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I do not oppose this
amendment. In fact, I support my col-
league’s effort to improve access to
early childhood mental health pro-
motion, intervention, and treatment.
But I think it is important that we
come back to why we are here tonight
and why this $56 million for mental
health programs is not included in this
Labor-HHS bill under consideration.

The reason is because this bill is
being cut by $5 billion from FY17 lev-
els. This is the end result that we get
when the majority’s efforts to slash
nondefense spending come to fruition.
We are forced to choose between life-
saving programs, such as mental
health and substance abuse programs,
and programs that invest in our future,
like early childhood education or job
training.

We ought to be negotiating a bipar-
tisan budget deal to lift the sequestra-
tion caps on both defense and non-
defense programs. Then we could begin
working on a bipartisan base that will
allow us to adequately fund mental
health and substance abuse prevention.

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 Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
PHY).
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The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. COLE. 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 gentleman from Pennsylvania will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 176 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY
OF PENNSYLVANIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 176 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . For ‘““Health Resources and Serv-
ices Administration—Maternal and Child
Health” for carrying out the Pediatric Men-
tal Health Care Access grant program, as au-
thorized by section 330M of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-19), there is here-
by appropriated, and the amount otherwise
provided by this Act for ‘‘Health Resources
and Services Administration—Program Man-
agement’’ is hereby reduced by, $9,000,000.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, this amendment increases
access to pediatric mental healthcare
by providing $9 million in grants to im-
prove access to behavioral integration
and pediatric primary care.

I thank the chairman of the Labor,
Health and Human Services, Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies Sub-
committee for his agreement to our
other amendment to boost the work-
force. We have a massive workforce
shortage in the field of mental health.

What good is it to have good wishes
among Members of Congress for treat-
ment, yet people can’t get it?

There is a shortage of child and ado-
lescent psychiatrists for the 17 million
children with a mental health condi-
tion. We have 9,000. We need over 30,000.
There is a shortage of psychologists,
and 36 States have a shortage of psy-
chiatric nurses. As a matter of fact,
half of the counties in America have no
psychiatrists, no psychologists, and no
clinical social worker. So for children
with primary mental health problems,
it is a desert for treatment.

0 2115

They sit on long waiting lists. Their
symptoms worsen.

A study called the RAISE Program—
Recovery After an Initial Schizo-
phrenia Episode—found that if we pro-
vided treatment initially for those who
show their initial psychotic episode, it
improves their prognosis over their
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lifetime. But delaying treatment actu-
ally causes them harm.

When you have no care, you have
that harm. For those few psychiatrists
and psychologists out there, what are
they told to do in rural areas?

Travel from one office to another to
try and give them access, with valuable
hours of time taken up. They can’t pro-
vide that care.

This $9 million helps provide mecha-
nisms by which pediatricians and fam-
ily practices can have telemental
health. We know that when a warm
handoff occurs in the office—and that
is when the family or the child at that
point meets a psychiatrist or that psy-
chologist—the actual follow-up rate is
over 99 percent. A large number—over
80 percent—continue follow-up right
through treatment.

However, when they are given a re-
ferral, that actual follow-up is around
50 percent, and only 11 percent of peo-
ple complete treatment. That is why
you need to have some level of face to
face.

This issue of at least providing tele-
mental health gives people that face-
to-face approach.

Since 50 percent of serious mental ill-
ness cases emerge by age 14, and 75 per-
cent by age 24, this is the critical pe-
riod in the life of someone who is de-
veloping serious mental illness to have
care. We can no longer just say that we
are going to let pediatricians be the
primary providers for mental illness
treatment when that is something that
they do not have the specialty and
training.

The number of psychiatrists there to
treat children is declining relative to
the needs. The problems among chil-
dren, as I mentioned previously, con-
tinue to go up.

I might also add here that this does
not reduce any spending among the
critical funded and authorized pro-
grams within SAMHSA.

But let me say where some of the
money goes in these SAMHSA pro-
grams. The GAO did a study and found
that 80 percent of the grants are not
using it for evidence-based care.
SAMHSA, instead, spends their money
on ridiculous, embarrassing programs:
making fruit smoothies if you are
stressed, $400,000 on a website for tod-
dler sing-along songs, getting in touch
with your inner animal workshops,
making masks, making collages, a
website and crisis hotline for people in
the Boston area who had snow anxiety
during a snowstorm, teaching people
interpretative dancing, $25,000 for a
painting of people sitting on a rock at
SAMHSA headquarters, an alternative
conference funded by SAMHSA at the
luxurious Boston Park Plaza Hotel.

And we can’t fund something that
will save children’s lives?

It makes no sense to me.

Mr. Chairman, 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.
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Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, once again,
I agree with my friend on the basic
point, but this, too, is a program that
was authorized with no funding.

The things we got funding for in the
21st Century Cures Act, we funded to
the penny. Frankly, things we didn’t
get funding for, we still authorized.

This is one of those cases where,
again, the cause is worthy, and we are
willing to work with the gentleman—
and we will certainly continue to do
that—but a lot of these things that my
friend just mentioned are from pro-
grams that were authorized by non-ap-
propriations committees. We don’t cre-
ate the programs.

That is where my friends, frankly, on
the Energy and Commerce Committee
and the Ways and Means Committee
need to spend some time. They need to
spend some time deauthorizing certain
programs that continue.

Again, I will work with my friend if
our allocation changes or we can find
additional savings. But I can’t willy-
nilly, particularly when we have al-
ready cut these administrative pro-
grams, partly in the en bloc amend-
ment, to fund some of the very things,
including my friend’s amendment, that
we felt were very worthy. We will look
at this.

The other thing that I would hope we
could do is work with our friends on
the other side of the aisle. I will just
tell you, from a conference standpoint,
when you go to a conference with a
program that has been authorized but
not funded, it is extremely difficult to
get the other body to join in with you.
That is just the reality.

Every decision involves taking some-
thing away. It is always easy to call
something administration or nonvital.
That is what it looks like in the
phrase. That may or may not be what
it is in the program. So it is just a
more difficult exercise than I think
most folks understand.

My friend’s point is still the right
one. One of the reasons I look very
carefully at this one is because I see it
as a multiplier, in terms of the profes-
sional shortage of people that we have
that my friend has pointed to.

Mr. Chairman, again, I reluctantly
oppose this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, how much time do I have re-
maining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 1 minute remaining.

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

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. CLARK).

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, again, I rise not in opposi-
tion to this amendment, but I support
this effort by my colleague as well.

Let’s increase behavioral health inte-
gration into pediatric primary care, for
I, too, have seen the shortages of men-
tal health providers in my home State
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and the very real and devastating im-
pact that that has on families.

This is a false crisis. There is $5 bil-
lion that we have cut from the FY17
levels, but this false crisis has very
real impacts on the lives of children
and their families.

Let’s get to the work of negotiating
a bipartisan budget to lift sequestra-
tion caps on both defense and non-
defense, and draft a reasonable Labor-
HHS bill that adequately funds mental
health and substance abuse prevention
programs. We have the opportunity and
we need to seize it.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, let me say this: I have got
to tell you that this is distressing to
me. I know what my colleague meant
by false crisis, but this is a crisis for
children.

The children in America with mental
health problems cannot get care. Mem-
bers of Congress have an opportunity
to put a small amount of money to
make a big difference for children who
cannot get that care.

What we can do and what my col-
league from Oklahoma said is we need
to cut some things. One of them is stop
the ridiculous wasteful spending at
SAMHSA. If they can fund $400,000
websites and going to luxurious hotels,
they can certainly do something that
actually puts providers there so chil-
dren can change the trajectory of their
lives.

I have just known too many families
who suffer through this. I hope that as
Members vote on this, they remember
those families in their districts and de-
cide this is a way to send a signal that
we can make a big difference in the
lives of many.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance 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 Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
PHY).

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

Mr. COLE. 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 gentleman from Pennsylvania will
be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 178 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY

OF PENNSYLVANIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 178 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short

title), insert the following:
. For ““‘Substance Abuse and Men-

tal Health Services Administration—Mental
Health” for establishing and operating the
National Mental Health and Substance Use
Policy Laboratory, as authorized by section
501A of the Public Health Service Act (42
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U.S.C. 290aa-0), there is hereby appropriated,
and the amount otherwise provided by this
Act for “‘Substance Abuse and Mental Health
Services Administration—Health Surveil-
lance and Program Support’ is hereby re-
duced by, $5,000,000.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I want to restate the prob-
lems that exist at SAMHSA.

The General Accounting Office, dur-
ing the multiyear investigation of the
subcommittee which I chair, the Over-
sight and Investigations of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, came
back and said that 80 percent of the
grants for SAMHSA are not evidence-
based. There is a serious problem in
that agency.

Instead, they funded absurd pro-
grams, such as making fruit smoothies;
and a $400,000 website for toddlers to
sing-along songs, which they told us
was about prevention.

We asked: What are you preventing?

They said: We will get back to you on
that.

They also had workshops on getting
in touch with your inner animal, mak-
ing masks and collages; interpretive
dancing; a website and crisis line for
people in the New England area when
they had heavy a snowfall so they
could call in.

They have workshops on how to tell
people to get off their medications.
They had a $25,000 oil painting for their
office, which graces their hall, of peo-
ple sitting on a rock, which gives them
mental health awareness. I might add,
the only thing I am aware of is a total
waste of money. And, of course, an al-
ternative conference, which continues
this year as well, spending, I think,
$150,000 or so to hold their conference
at the luxurious Boston Park Plaza
Hotel.

I don’t want to hear from that agen-
cy that they don’t have money. This
particular program redirects them so
they get reset in terms of evidence-
based care. It forms a panel of people
with expertise in medical psychiatric
areas, including consumers.

It is there to provide direction and
guidance for an agency that has been
without direction and guidance. It is
there to make sure that we redirect the
way SAMHSA is going so that it gets
in the area of really treating mental
illness.

Let me say this—let me use the
words of Dr. Elinore McCance-Katz, the
current Assistant Secretary of Mental
Health and, therefore, the de facto
head of SAMHSA.

She said: ‘. . . SAMHSA does not ad-
dress the treatment needs of the most
vulnerable in our society. Rather, the
unit within SAMHSA charged with ad-
dressing these disorders, the Center for
Mental Health Services, chooses to
focus on its own definition of ‘recov-
ery,” which generally ignores the treat-
ment of mental disorders, and, as a
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major initiative under ‘recovery’ serv-
ices, focuses on the development of a
‘peer workforce.’

“There is a perceptible hostility to-
ward psychiatric medicine: a resistance
to addressing the treatment needs of
those with serious mental illness and a
questioning by some at SAMHSA as to
whether mental disorders even exist.”

For example, they state that psy-
chosis is just a different way of think-
ing for some experiencing stress. They
also focus on activities that don’t di-
rectly assist those who have serious
mental illness.

She adds that: ‘“Significant dollars
are spent on hotlines for callers who
may be experiencing suicidal thinking.

But I might add that during this
whole time, while death rates decline
for heart disease, lung disease, AIDS,
and accidental deaths, et cetera, they
went way up for suicide. They in-
creased steadily for substance abuse.

It is a failed agency, along those
lines.

She says that there are pressing
needs, but nowhere in SAMHSA’s stra-
tegic initiatives do they even address
psychiatric treatment of mental illness
as a priority.

I know we have to change this. I
would like to ask of my dear friend, the
chairman of the subcommittee, is there
a way we can talk more about this and
address this in the future to see that
this is addressed adequately?

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 1

yield to the gentleman from OKkla-
homa.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I thank my
friend for yielding and for his excellent
work in this area.

Yes, we would look forward to that.
Frankly, we have pretty regular ex-
changes with a lot of the committees
under our jurisdiction where they have
done the hard work of authorizing an
investigation. That can be used to
guide appropriations.

So I look forward to working with
my friend to make sure we can elimi-
nate the type of abuses that he is talk-
ing about and redirect funds where
they need to go for the care of patients.

I thank my friend for his work and
his kind words, and I certainly pledge
that I will work with him going for-
ward, as I have in the past.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Re-
claiming my time, knowing that when
my friend says something, I consider
that a bond.

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. 179 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY
OF PENNSYLVANIA
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 179 printed
in House Report 115-297.
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Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . For ‘“‘Substance Abuse and Men-
tal Health Services Administration—Mental
Health” for carrying out the Strengthening
Community Crisis Response Systems grant
program, as authorized by section 520F of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 290bb-
37), there is hereby appropriated, and the
amount otherwise provided by this Act for
“Substance Abuse and Mental Health Serv-
ices Administration—Health Surveillance
and Program Support’’ is hereby reduced by,
$10,000,000.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, this is the last of my
amendments on this. Although this
House overwhelmingly passed the au-
thorization for these, as did the Sen-
ate, money was not allocated towards
it.

While I understand there is a priority
to treat substance abuse, but even with
that, many times there is nowhere for
someone to go.

Back in the 1950s, we had over half a
million psychiatric hospital beds in
this country. I think at the time the
population of the United State was 150
million. Now, with a population close
to 317 million to 318 million, we have
about 40,000 hospital beds and a short-
age of 100,000. The only State that ac-
tually has an adequate number of beds
is Mississippi. All the rest are at a crit-
ical shortage.

So what happens when a person has a
drug overdose and needs to get into
treatment? What happens when a per-
son has a psychiatric breakdown?

Well, generally what happens is the
police arrive, not the paramedics. They
arrest the person. Many States actu-
ally say: Let’s put these people in a jail
cell, because there is no bed.

Or, if they take them to the hospital,
the hospital says: Let’s just give them
some medication to stabilize them and
let them back out because we can’t
hold them. We have no place for them
to go.
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What happens, many times these peo-
ple are boarded, that is, they remain in
an emergency room bed, which is no
place for someone with a psychiatric
crisis. Sometimes they will be tied to
their gurney; sometimes they are in
the hallways; sometimes they are, for
days or weeks or several weeks, wait-
ing for a psychiatric bed and nothing
opens up.

I thought when Dorothea Dix said
let’s close down the jail concept, that
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was prevalent in our country back
then, let’s have nice hospitals for
them. Historically, they said that was
a good move, but what happened is
these psych beds closed down starting
widely in the 1980s and continuing
until now. There simply is no place for
them to go.

Let’s remember that President Ken-
nedy’s last bill he signed before his as-
sassination was to begin this process of
closing the beds but having commu-
nity-based treatment, but America and
Congress have not kept that promise.

There is a story of a Senator from
Virginia by the name of Creigh Deeds.
Some may remember in the news when
his son Gus had a crisis and Senator
Deeds took his son to a hospital. There
they waited hour after hour after hour
while the hospital tried to find a hos-
pital bed available for him. Finally, he
said they couldn’t find any beds: Take
young Gus home, and let’s see what
happens in the future.

When Senator Deeds took his son
home, his son stabbed Senator Deeds,
trying to kill him; and when Senator
Deeds ran to get help, he survived, but
his son did not because he shot himself
with a bullet—because there were no
beds.

Now, this particular amendment
doesn’t create beds, but what happens
is sometimes there are beds available
in other communities; but short of a
hospital calling hospital after hospital
after hospital to find a bed for some-
one, which may be an hour or two drive
away, there is no place for them.

Surely, we understand the idea: Do
we continue to put these folks in hos-
pitals and jail cells? Do we dump them
back in the street and let them be the
forgotten homeless whom we walk
over? Do we send them back home and
risk further harm to them? Do we have
them tied to a gurney and given a
chemical sedation, a chemical straight-
jacket to wait until something opens
up?

What this amendment does is it is $10
million in grants to develop and main-
tain or enhance the database of inpa-
tient psychiatric facilities and crisis
stabilization units so we can begin to
address this bed shortage. Rather than
lead people away from care, this is a
way of helping hospitals get that care
and instill States to put together pro-
grams to speed this up.

We still have to work with CMS to
create more beds and stop some of the
ridiculous rules that they have in
there, but what do we continue to tell
the mentally ill1? “We will get around
to it”’? “We couldn’t do it this time”’?
“Good luck”? “I am sorry your son
died”?

When does this end? Will we hear
more excuses that we can’t do any-
thing about it because we had a $5 bil-
lion cut? What do we do with Ameri-
cans who are dying from this over and
over?

Thomas Jefferson once said: ‘I trem-
ble for my country when I reflect that
God is just, that His justice cannot
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sleep forever.”” We have a chance to
make a difference in the justice for the
mentally ill, or will we once again turn
a blind eye and say we can do nothing?

Mr. Chairman, I ask that Members
vote for this amendment to try and
save some lives.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
PHY).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in the
order to consider amendment No. 180
printed in House Report 115-297.
AMENDMENT NO. 182 OFFERED BY MR. BURGESS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 182 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chair, 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. For ‘‘Substance Abuse and
Mental Health Services Administration-Sub-
stance Abuse Treatment’’ for the Controlled
Substance Monitoring Program, as author-
ized by section 3990 of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g-3), there is hereby
appropriated, and the amount otherwise pro-
vided by this Act for ‘‘Office of the Sec-
retary—General Departmental Management’’
is hereby reduced by, $10,000,000.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Chair, tonight I
am proud to introduce an amendment
that will fully fund the National All
Schedules Prescription Electronic Re-
porting program, colloquially known as
NASPER. NASPER has long provided
us with an opportunity to help prevent
the spread of opioids across the coun-
try; however, until now, we have not
funded it.

NASPER funding supports the devel-
opment and maintenance of a State-
run prescription drug monitoring pro-
gram. These prescription drug moni-
toring programs allow for doctors and
pharmacists to electronically inter-
connect with one when prescribing
opioids, allowing for the providers to
confer and ensure that the patient is
not receiving a duplicate opioid pre-
scription that the patient may then di-
vert or sell.

Prescription drug monitoring pro-
grams work because they engage pro-
viders and they successfully prevent in-
dividuals from exploiting weaknesses
in the healthcare system.

During any epidemic, it is important
to first help those in need and provide
support to individuals and first re-
sponders who were impacted by the epi-
demic. Last year, the Energy and Com-
merce Committee and the Sub-
committee on Health did exactly this.

’
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We worked to put forth the Com-
prehensive Addiction and Recovery Act
to provide support for those impacted
by the opioid epidemic by increasing
access to those in need.

No epidemic response, however, is
complete without preventative meas-
ures, and that is why NASPER is so
important to this fight. We must
prioritize programs like NASPER that
are preventative and can ensure that
errant prescribers and bad actors do
not fall through the cracks. If we want
to end this epidemic, we must commit
resources to programs that will pro-
mote prevention and encourage safer
prescribing of prescription drugs.

As the subcommittee chairman for
the authorizing committee that has
been tasked with the public health re-
sponse to a crisis that claimed more
than 60,000 American lives last year, 1
am committed to further working to
oversee the implementation of our ini-
tial response efforts and to develop any
supplemental responses that may be
needed to prevent future unnecessary
deaths.

I encourage my colleagues to take
this opportunity to support the work of
the Subcommittee on Health on the
Energy and Commerce Committee in
authorizing this and allow Congress to
approve funding for NASPER.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 183 printed
in House report 115-297.

AMENDMENT NO. 184 OFFERED BY MR. SCOTT OF
VIRGINIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 184 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk
made in order under the rule.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . No funds made available by this
Act may be used to undertake any activities
to prepare for or facilitate the transfer of re-
sponsibilities or functions from the Office of
Federal Contract Compliance Programs of
the Department of Labor to the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair,
this amendment would prohibit the use
of funds in this act to prepare for or fa-
cilitate the transfer of the Department
of Labor’s Office of Federal Contract
Compliance Programs into the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission.
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The amendment would ensure that
these two important agencies charged
with distinct missions to enforce work-
place discrimination laws are not un-
duly burdened by the administration’s
plan to transfer responsibilities of Con-
tract Compliance into the EEOC.

Although both agencies enforce dis-
crimination laws, they differ in their
authorities, their scope, and their re-
sponsibilities. For example, Contract
Compliance only addresses discrimina-
tion by Federal contractors, unlike the
EEOC, which enforces the laws as they
relate to virtually all employees.

Contract Compliance is responsible
for ensuring that the Federal contrac-
tors and subcontractors take affirma-
tive action to ensure that all individ-
uals have equal opportunity for em-
ployment. EEOC was created by title
VII of the Civil Rights Act, and its sup-
port for affirmative action is vol-
untary.

Contract Compliance, the focus is on
contract compliance, and the ultimate
sanction is disbarment of a Federal
contractor. It gets its authority
through an executive order and accom-
plishes much of its enforcement
through the administrative process. By
contrast, EEOC is established by stat-
ute and makes and enforces Federal
statutes through lawsuits in Federal
courts. Other distinctions:

The ultimate client for Contract
Compliance is the Federal Govern-
ment, while EEOC’s clients are private
employees;

EEOC is complaint driven, unlike the
Office of Federal Contract Compliance;

Contract Compliance can audit con-
tractors, EEOC cannot;

EEOC has subpoena power, Contract
Compliance does not;

Contract Compliance does not have
the authority to file lawsuits and get
punitive damages, EEOC can seek puni-
tive damages and lawsuits;

Contract Compliance enforces the
Vietnam Era Veterans’ Readjustment
Act, the EEOC does not;

EEOC protects employees from ge-
netic discrimination, Contract Compli-
ance does not.

The proposal to transfer the Office of
Federal Contract Compliance into the
EEOC came about by some ideological
groups that want to shrink the Federal
Government, but it is unwise because
it is opposed by civil rights groups and
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce.

To underscore the collective voice
and opposition to this transfer, the
Senate Committee on Appropriations
adopted language last Thursday that
says that the committee rejects the
budget’s proposal to begin plans to
merge the Office of Federal Contract
Compliance Programs with the EEOC.

Mr. Chair, the realignment of respon-
sibilities would ask the EEOC to do
considerably more with a lot less in
terms of expertise, personnel, and fund-
ing. Further, this combination would
derail the EEOC’s efforts to reduce its
backlog of charges while simulta-
neously trying to collect vital data rel-
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evant to the enforcement of civil rights
laws.

The enforcement of civil rights laws
would be best served if we in Congress
would fully fund both the EEOC and
the Office of Federal Contract Compli-
ance so that they both can do the vital
work of securing the right to work in a
place free of harassment, retaliation,
and other forms of discrimination.

For these reasons, I ask my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on this amend-
ment.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 186 OFFERED BY MR. ELLISON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 186 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. ELLISON. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract with any person whose disclosures of a
proceeding with a disposition listed in sec-
tion 2313(c)(1) of title 41, United States Code,
in the Federal Awardee Performance and In-
tegrity Information System include the term
“Fair Labor Standards Act” and such dis-
position is listed as ‘‘willful” or ‘‘repeated”.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.
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Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment is very simple. If you have
a contract doing business with the Fed-
eral Government, if in your disclosures
you have been found designated to have
violations of the Federal Labor Rela-
tions Act, and those violations are con-
sidered to be willful, intentional, and
repeated, then you will not be able to
take advantage of this particular ap-
propriation.

This kind of amendment is designed
to say that the Federal Government
believes that a penny earned and a
penny worked should be received by
the worker. It is as simple as that.

People who do not support this
amendment are saying that Federal
contractors can engage in wage theft
and it is okay with us. And we are sim-
ply saying that the hardworking people
in the United States expect that the
Federal penny that workers earn will
be given to them, and that is not too
much to ask.

Hardworking people living in Amer-
ica should never worry that an em-
ployer will steal their wages, especially
if that employer is paid by a govern-
ment contract. Right now, Federal con-
tractors who repeatedly and inten-
tionally pay subminimum wage, force
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their workers to work off the clock,
refuse to pay overtime, or make illegal
deductions on their employees’ pay are
still allowed to apply for Federal con-
tracts. They should not be. We should
reward workers who treat their work-
ers fairly and not allow firms who will-
fully and repeatedly profiteer off of
their employees by letting them keep
their government contracts.

If passed, my amendment will ensure
that a business that willfully and re-
peatedly violates the Fair Labor
Standards Act cannot apply for a Fed-
eral Government contract until they
clean up their act. To be clear, my
amendment would not punish a single
accidental violation.

If my colleagues across the aisle
won’t make corporations pay their fair
share of their taxes, I hope that they
will at least join me in going after em-
ployers who refuse to pay taxpayer
money to line their pockets by cheat-
ing employees repeatedly, and on pur-
pose. This is not a small thing. This is
real money out of real people’s pock-
ets.

The Economic Policy Institute found
that low-wage workers in just the ten
most popular States—California, Flor-
ida, Georgia, Illinois, and others—lose
$8 billion in wages due to wage theft

each year.
For example, the corporation General
Dynamics Information Technology

owns a number of call centers that
serve Federal contracts. In the last 10
years, they have agreed to pay $412,000
in back wages to 921 employees for Fair
Labor Standards Act violations. Immi-
grants and residents of low-income
communities are often at the greatest
risk for abuse at the hands of employ-
ers who do wage theft.

The government should be doing ev-
erything it can to protect workers
from intimidation and stolen wages. If
this amendment passes, companies like
General Dynamics Information Tech-
nology won’t be able to continue to do
what they have been doing. They will
have to be fair to people, at least after
they clean up their act.

We have to demand higher standards,
Mr. Chairman. Respecting a fair day’s
pay for a fair day’s work is an Amer-
ican value.

Mr. Chairman, 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 appre-
ciate the gentleman’s amendment, and
I know the sincerity of his view on the
issue.

This amendment, in my view, mir-
rors, to some degree, the last adminis-
tration’s regulation on so-called Fair
Play and Safe Workplaces, also known
as a blacklisting rule, which has re-
cently been withdrawn.

There are existing requirements for
reporting and addressing violations of
labor laws by Federal contractors. In-
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deed, hundreds of companies every year

are barred from doing business with

the Federal Government.

While bad actors certainly should
face consequences, I believe blanket
prohibitions circumvent proper admin-
istrative review under the existing pro-
cedures. Agencies already have many
requirements related to the award of
Federal contracts, and imposing a new
across-the-board requirement, in my
view, is not the right approach to ad-
dress this issue.

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the amend-
ment, and I urge its rejection.

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

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Minnesota has 1% minutes re-
maining.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. SCOTT).

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, we know that there are a lot of
contractors who have significant wage
violations. It should be a privilege to
contract with the Federal Government.
Taxpayers should not be asked to sub-
sidize companies that engage in willful
and repeated wage theft.

This amendment only applies to con-
tractors with repeated willful viola-
tions, not technical violations that
could result from good faith difference
in interpretation of rules and regula-
tions—willful and repeated.

Awarding contracts to those kind of
contractors is not only unfair to work-
ers, it is unfair to law-abiding contrac-
tors who play by the rules but are
forced to compete on an unlevel play-
ing field with those who cut corners.

Mr. Chairman, I include in the
RECORD a letter from the American
Civil Liberties Union.

AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION,
Washington, DC, September 7, 2017.

VOTE YES ON AMENDMENTS No. 113, No. 184,
AND No. 186 TO H.R. 3354, THE MAKE AMER-
ICA SECURE AND PROSPEROUS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2018
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the

American Civil Liberties Union and our more

than two million members and supporters,

we urge you to support the following amend-
ments that may be offered during floor con-
sideration of H.R. 3354, the Make America

Secure and Prosperous Appropriations Act,

2018:

1. AMENDMENT NO. 113 (PRESERVING FUNDING
FOR THE EEOC/EEO-1 EQUAL PAY DATA COL-
LECTION)

In July, the House Appropriations Com-
mittee adopted the Harris Amendment to
defund implementation of the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission’s (EEOC) re-
vised Employer Information Report (EEO-1).
Amendment No. 113, offered by Representa-
tives DeLauro, Frankel, and Scott to the
FY18 CJS appropriations bill, would preserve
funding for that critical equal pay initiative.

The data collection at issue, through the
EEO-1 that employers already must use to
document the demographics of their
workforces, is a critical tool to lift the cloak
of secrecy that shrouds pay decisions in this
country. Without such transparency, the
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pernicious gender and race wage gaps, and
the discrimination that causes them, will
continue to flourish. The new EEO-1 revision
was adopted after extensive public comment
and would have deterred intentional pay dis-
parities, facilitated employers’ good faith ef-
forts to comply with equal pay laws, and
identified appropriate targets for federal en-
forcement of nondiscrimination law.

Instead of supporting this measured ap-
proach to eliminate the pay gap, the EEO-1
has been undermined by members of Con-
gress and the Trump Administration’s Office
of Management and Budget, which recently
halted implementation of the EEO-1 equal
pay data collection. Because OMB has or-
dered a review and requested that the EEOC
undertake a new effort, the Harris amend-
ment could unnecessarily tie the agency’s
hands. Members should vote in favor of the
DeLauro-Frankel-Scott amendment in order
to preserve the ability of the EEOC to con-
tinue to make meaningful progress on equal
pay. A vote against this amendment is a vote
against equal pay.

2. AMENDMENT NO. 184 (NO FUNDING TO ELIMI-
NATE OFCCP AND TRANSFER DUTIES TO EEOC)
The Trump administration’s FY2018 budget

submission to Congress recommended the

elimination of the Department of Labor’s Of-
fice of Federal Contract Compliance Pro-
grams (OFCCP) and the transfer of its func-
tions to the EEOC. This amendment, offered
by Representatives Conyers and Scott to the

FY18 Labor-HHS-Education appropriations

bill, would withhold federal funding in order

to prevent implementation of this ill-advised
proposal.

These vital and distinct agencies have dif-
ferent missions and different areas of exper-
tise. The EEOC seeks to remedy complaints
of discrimination in employment. The
OFCCP more broadly oversees the employ-
ment practices of federal contractors who
are required to proactively monitor work-
place diversity and pay equity, make mean-
ingful efforts to recruit qualified applicants
from under-represented groups, and elimi-
nate barriers to equal opportunity for var-
ious disadvantaged groups, including vet-
erans and individuals with disabilities. The
administration’s proposal would jeopardize
the uniquely important missions of each
agency and weakens our government’s abil-
ity to effectively enforce our nation’s civil
rights laws. It would also place an extraor-
dinary burden on the EEOC which already
has an excessive workload and a well-known
backlog. Finally, numerous organizations
that work with these agencies—from civil
rights, women’s rights, and workers’ rights
groups along with business groups such as
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce—oppose the
administration’s proposal.

For these reasons, we urge members of the
House to support Amendment No. 184 that
would prevent the elimination of OFCCP.

3. AMENDMENT NO. 186 (NO FUNDING TO FEDERAL
CONTRACTORS WHO REPEATEDLY AND WILL-
FULLY VIOLATE FLSA)

This amendment, offered by Representa-
tives Ellison, Grijalva and Pocan to the FY18
Labor-HHS-Education appropriations bill,
would ensure that no federal contracts are
entered into with entities that willfully and
repeatedly violate the Fair Labor Standards
Act.

Employers that have the privilege of doing
business with the federal government also
have a responsibility to comply with our
laws. This amendment would provide a
strong protection against our government
doing business with employers that commit
labor violations.

Should you have any questions, please con-
tact Vania Leveille.

Sincerely,
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FAIZ SHAKIR,
Director, Washington
Legislative Office.
VANIA LEVEILLE,
Senior Legislative
Counsel.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I support the amendment, and I
urge its adoption.

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

Mr. ELLISON. 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 Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON).

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

Mr. ELLISON. 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 Minnesota will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 187 OFFERED BY MR. GIBBS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 187 printed
in House Report 115-297.

Mr. GIBBS. 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:

At the end of division F (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, or enforce the final regulations on
“Improve Tracking of Workplace Injuries
and Illnesses’ published by the Department
of Labor in the Federal Register on May 12,
2016 (81 Fed. Reg. 29624 et seq.).

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment prohibits the Department
of Labor and OSHA from implementing
a burdensome rule dealing with report-
ing workplace injuries and illness.

The OSHA rule requires all busi-
nesses with more than 250 employees to
file all illness and injury reports in a
publicly available database. It would
also be a requirement for any business
with more than 20 employees in certain
industries such as manufacturing or
agriculture.

This online filing requirement raises
serious privacy concerns. While em-
ployers were previously required to col-
lect this information, it was never open
and available to the public.

The rule risks the confidentiality of
personally identifiable information for
those injured on the job.

Additionally, a provision in the final
rule declaring automatic postaccident
drug testing is now considered an un-
reasonable procedure, a provision that
conflicts with multiple States’ work-
ers’ compensation laws.

While the Trump administration has
wisely delayed the implementation of
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the regulation, it is important to pre-
vent any future development of this
rule.

I encourage my colleagues to adopt
this amendment, which rolls back an-
other one-size-fits-all regulation from
Washington, D.C., that potentially
interferes with the privacy of employ-
ers and employees for the entirety of
fiscal year 2018.

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in strong opposition
to this amendment, which would re-
move protections for workers who re-
port workplace injuries and prevent
OSHA from collecting data necessary
to identify and target the most haz-
ardous workplaces and serious safety
and health problems.

Let’s look at 2015. There were nearly
5,000 workers killed on the job by trau-
matic injuries and an estimated 50,000
deaths from occupational diseases.
Each day, 150 workers in this country
died because of exposure to workplace
hazards.

In 2015, there were 3.7 million work-
place injuries reported, with more than
half of them serious, but these numbers
don’t show the whole problem. Studies
have shown that up to half of all work-
place injuries are not reported on the
OSHA injury log. One of the reasons is
that some workers fear that they will
be retaliated against or fired if they re-
port an injury.

The new OSHA rule strengthens pro-
tections for workers who report inju-
ries, which will allow workers to report
them more freely and result in more
complete reporting.

OSHA’s injury tracking rule is an im-
portant worker protection measure
that does three things. First, it pro-
hibits employers from retaliating
against workers who report workplace
injuries. Second, it continues long-
standing requirements that certain em-
ployers in high-risk industries submit
summary injury and illness data to
OSHA, which now must be done elec-
tronically. And, third, it requires large
employers in high-risk injuries to sub-
mit more detailed injury and illness
data to OSHA.

These are critical protections for
workers. They should not be over-
turned.

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

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman, employers
will still be required to keep this infor-
mation on record. Any OSHA inspector
can come in and inspect those records.
So the idea that there is no docu-
mentation of any workplace injuries or
illnesses is still there.

The problem here is that it is put on
a website, that could have issues with
FOIA requests, also publicly available.
Businesses will be forced to sensitive
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information and confidential informa-
tion that will be public information
that risks the identity of many em-
ployees out there.

OSHA has historically recognized the
sensitive nature of this data and
sought to protect this information
being released on, as I said, the Free-
dom of Information Act request.

Furthermore, OSHA has failed to
demonstrate any evidence that this
rule will effectively reduce workplace
injuries and illnesses. I think the point
to remember here is that employers are
required to keep the records of that,
and OSHA inspectors can see that. So
when OSHA comes in and inspects a
business entity, they can look at those
records and see what the workplace in-
juries are and red flag them, and they
have that ability. But personal infor-
mation should not be at risk to the
public and risk people’s identities and
their personal health issues for illness
and work injuries.

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT), my
friend, the distinguished ranking mem-
ber of the Education and the Workforce
Committee.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentlewoman for
yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
this amendment, which blocks OSHA’s
ability to improve tracking of injuries
and illnesses in workplaces across the
country.

One of the problems we have is that
Federal OSHA and State OSHA plans
have less than 2,000 inspectors to cover
8 million workplaces nationally. If you
do the arithmetic, each Federal OSHA
inspector can inspect a workplace
about once every 159 years. State
OSHA might be able to do it once a
century. So the fact that you have
something on site that is there for
them to see if they ever get there, the
problem is they never get there.

We need to make sure they have the
information to know which ones to go
to, which ones are the dangerous sites.
The scarce resources that OSHA needs
to precisely target those resources is a
result of these reports. For large em-
ployers, and each illness with summary
information from smaller employers,
that is how they figure out where to
visit.

This rule also protects workers
against discrimination if they report
injuries. GAO has found that workers
fear reporting injuries, especially
where employers impose sanctions or
reduce bonuses for work-related inju-
ries.

This amendment would upend this
important rule which allows OSHA to
target their resources to inspect those
that really need inspecting. This
amendment would upend the rule and
compromise its transparency and
worker protections.

The information is not individually
identifiable. People are protected. But
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the courts have said that this informa-
tion is not confidential.

This amendment would rig the sys-
tem against worker safety by depriving
OSHA of the information they need to
target the workplaces, so I request a
“no’”’ vote on this amendment.

Mr. GIBBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask sup-
port of my amendment to make sure
that we protect the private health
records of our employees at the work
site and any illnesses that they might
have. I don’t think we should risk that.

As I said earlier, I think OSHA in-
spectors have the ability to come in
and inspect those records on the work-
place site. Putting it out on the inter-
net doesn’t make a lot of sense.

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

O 2200
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Chairman, Congress should support

OSHA’s efforts to protect workers and
use their data to target safety and
health efforts to the most dangerous
workplaces.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to re-
ject this rider and to move forward
with the underlying bill.

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 Ohio (Mr. GIBBS).

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

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts.
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 Ohio will be post-
poned.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 188 printed in House Report
115-297.

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 189 printed in House Report
115-297.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chair, I move that the
Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
GIBBS) having assumed the chair, Mr.
ARRINGTON, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 3354) making appropria-
tions for the Department of the Inte-
rior, environment, and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2018, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

———

SECURE RURAL SCHOOLS
PROGRAM

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this evening to highlight the impor-

Mr.
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tance of the Secure Rural Schools pro-
gram. It was created to fill a void in
the economics left by restrictive forest
management practices and regulations
that have basically cut off our Federal
forests and left many rural commu-
nities without the forests that once
drove their economy: timber harvest.

The program was established in 2000
as only a temporary program to help
rural America until we could restore
active forest management, which
would allow communities to then be
self-sufficient, create jobs, work the
land, and keep their schools running.

Indeed, the temporary program has
not seen the practices towards forest
management, towards timber harvest
that is needed, as we see the West up in
smoke once again.

We need, in Congress, to put policies
in place that allow for timber harvest,
for better air quality, for the safety of
the habitat, for the economy, and for
secure rural schools so they will see
funding they need, and for counties as
well that rely on that for road money.

In Modoc County, they are afraid
they may have to close one of their
high schools, which means another 50-
mile drive through bad weather over a
ridge for some of the students there.

Congress must implement common-
sense forest management for a myriad
of reasons: again, forest health, school
funding, jobs, all the things that make
sense for the West. We need to pass Se-
cure Rural Schools funding.

———————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CURBELO of Florida (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCcCARTHY) for today on
account of assisting his family and
constituents in recovery efforts from
Hurricane Irma.

Mr. MARINO (at the request of Mr.
McCARTHY) for today on account of
personal reasons.

———————

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1311. An act to provide assistance in
abolishing human trafficking in the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary;
in addition, to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce; and to the Committee on Homeland
Security for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

S. 1312. An act to prioritize the fight
against human trafficking in the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary;
in addition, to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce; and to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

September 12, 2017

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled a bill
of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 3732. An act to amend section 1113 of
the Social Security Act to provide authority
for increased fiscal year 2017 and 2018 pay-
ments for temporary assistance to United
States citizens returned from foreign coun-
tries.

———

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on September 11, 2017,
she presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill:

H.R. 3732. To amend section 1113 of the So-
cial Security Act to provide authority for in-
creased fiscal year 2017 and 2018 payments for
temporary assistance to United States citi-
zens returned from foreign countries.

————————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 5 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, September 13, 2017, at 10
a.m. for morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

2461. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service;
Livestock, Poultry, and Seed Program, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Rules of Practice
Governing Formal Adjudicatory Proceedings
Instituted by the Secretary Under Various
Statutes [Docket No.: AMS-LPS-16-0051]
(RIN: 05681-AD58) received August 24, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

2462. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Importation of Hass Avocados From
Colombia [Docket No.: APHIS-2016-0022]
(RIN: 0579-AE29) received August 24, 2017,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

2463. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment of Defense Chemical Demilitariza-
tion Program Semi-Annual Report to Con-
gress for September 2017, pursuant to 50
U.S.C. 1521(j); Public Law 99-145, Sec. 1412 (as
amended by Public Law 112-239, Sec. 1421(a));
(126 Stat. 204); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

2464. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel, Division of Regulatory Services, Of-
fice of the General Counsel, Department of
Education, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Teacher Preparation Issues
[Docket ID: ED-2014-OPE-0057] (RIN: 1840-
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