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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBER of Texas).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
November 7, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RANDY K.
WEBER, SR. to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

PENN STATE TO CELEBRATE MILI-
TARY APPRECIATION WEEK AND
HOMECOMING

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, this week, Penn State
University recognizes Military Appre-
ciation Week, which is in conjunction
with its homecoming celebration.

The Penn State Homecoming and
Military Appreciation game will take
place, and appropriately so, on Vet-

erans Day, Saturday, November 11,
against the Rutgers Scarlet Knights in
Beaver Stadium. This game will cele-
brate both Penn State and its commit-
ment to alumni and others in the com-
munity who have served in our mili-
tary.

I am so pleased to see the Penn State
community honoring servicemembers,
veterans, and their families, expressing
appreciation to them and recognizing
the sacrifices of Gold Star families.

Faculty, staff, and students from
around the university and within the
community are engaging in planning
and recognizing Active-Duty and vet-
eran military personnel and their fami-
lies.

Mr. Speaker, the State College Bor-
ough and Centre County have also
joined with University Park to present
numerous events for veterans and their
families during Military Appreciation
Month. Events began on October 2 with
the Penn State Veterans Career Fair
and will continue through the end of
this week.

The Vietnam Veterans Traveling Me-
morial Wall came to University Park
during the month’s events. I had the
opportunity to participate in both the
opening and closing ceremonies for the
wall, and it was a moving tribute to all
those who served during the Vietnam
war.

The theme for the Centre County
event was ‘“Welcome Home.” We all
know that, in many instances, our
Vietnam veterans did not receive a
warm welcome home when they actu-
ally returned home from war. This is a
scar on our history and one that we are
working to heal. The Traveling Wall
served as a reminder of the efforts to
promote liberty and freedom that our
Vietnam veterans put forth.

Military Appreciation events con-
tinue this week in conjunction with
homecoming. There will be a Veterans
Day ceremony in front of Old Main on
Friday, a tailgate before the Military

Appreciation football game Saturday,
and a Freedom 5K for post-traumatic
stress disorder, to benefit those suf-
fering with it, on Sunday.

The 6-week regional celebration cul-
minates Sunday afternoon with Mili-
tary Appreciation basketball games for
both the Penn State men’s and wom-
en’s teams at Bryce Jordan Center.

Mr. Speaker, caring for our veterans
and military has been one of my top
priorities since beginning my congres-
sional service. It has a special place in
my heart, not just because of all our
veterans have done, but because I have
seen firsthand the magnitude of their
sacrifice.

As a military father, I know that
wearing the uniform is about service
and sacrifice.

I thank all those who serve and have
served this great Nation, and I look
forward to honoring their service this
week at Penn State and in every corner
of our country.

May God bless our veterans, the
United States of America, and the
Nittany Lions for a homecoming win.

————
TAX BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Oregon (Ms. BoNAMICI) for 6 minutes.

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition to the dan-
gerous tax plan that is currently being
considered by the House Ways and
Means Committee. House Republicans
wrote this proposal behind closed doors
and then presented it to Congress and
the public just last week.

This is not the kind of bipartisan tax
plan we need to help lift up working
families, grow our economy, and lead
to a better future for our constituents.
In fact, under this proposed plan, about
80 percent of the benefits will go to the
wealthiest 1 percent. While helping out
wealthy individuals and corporations,
the proposal hurts many working fami-
lies by getting rid of deductions for
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State and local taxes and medical ex-
penses, for example.

Mr. Speaker, there is another place
where this bill will hurt working fami-
lies. Mr. Speaker, Benjamin Franklin
said: ‘“‘an investment in knowledge
pays the best interest.”” When it comes
to education, this plan is an inexcus-
able lost opportunity.

Education is one of the smartest in-
vestments we can make, and tax policy
is a place where there is tremendous
potential to do great things. Unfortu-
nately, this tax proposal shortchanges
America’s schools, students, and teach-
ers.

Ninety percent of students attend
public schools, yet this tax plan
starves public education by making
changes to the property tax deduction
and reducing funding sources for the
bipartisan Every Student Succeeds
Act.

On top of that, the plan would turn
529 college savings plans into a Trump-
DeVos private school voucher scheme
that will primarily aid wealthy fami-
lies and will further undermine our
public education system.

This tax plan doesn’t just hurt our
students, it also hurts teachers. Right
now, across the country, teachers pay
an average of $600 a year out of their
pockets to help stock their classrooms
with supplies like pencils, notebooks,
and materials to enhance learning, and
that has been offset by a $250 classroom
supplies deduction, which is the least
we could do to help those hardworking,
underpaid teachers, but this bill elimi-
nates that deduction for classroom sup-
plies.

We should all also be deeply con-
cerned about the consequences of this
GOP tax plan for families who invest in
higher education. The bill eliminates
the student loan interest deduction,
making it harder, rather than easier,
for millions of Americans who are
working to pay off their student loans.

On top of that, the bill repeals the
lifetime learning credit and the Hope
scholarship credit, has major reduc-
tions in tax credits for tuition, and will
make employer-paid tuition count as
income.

That is the wrong direction. We need
a tax proposal that helps, not hurts,
students and working families.

This proposal takes away important
investments in education, and at the
same time will add about $1.5 trillion
to the deficit, leaving our children and
grandchildren to pay the bill.

Mr. Speaker, this plan will limit op-
portunities for people to get ahead.
That is wrong. We should come back to
the table and craft a plan that works
for all Americans, not a plan that
strongly and wrongly favors those at
the top.

AN OUTSTANDING REFUGEE

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

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate an outstanding edu-
cator in my district.
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Ayan Omar of St. Cloud recently was
honored as one of seven recipients of
the Outstanding Refugee award from
the Minnesota Department of Human
Services. This award honors refugees or
their children who are making innova-
tive contributions to their community,
and Ayan is well deserving of this com-
mendation. She earned this honor as
the result of her civic leadership ef-
forts as a language arts teacher at St.
Cloud Technical High School.

But for Ayan, her work extends be-
yond the classroom and into the com-
munity. She often speaks on panels or
at events, and she was recently a fea-
tured speaker at St. Cloud’s TEDx
event, where she spoke about inter-
personal communication.

We are lucky to have educators like
Ayan who take their work into the
communities they serve. Thank you,
Ayan, for your commitment to edu-
cation, and congratulations on this
well-deserved award.

A COMMITMENT TO SAFETY AND CUSTOMERS

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize an outstanding con-
stituent from my district, Andy Thiele
of Monticello.

Andy recently competed in the 2017
International Foodservice Distributors
Association Truck Driving Champion-
ship in Orlando, Florida. This competi-
tion highlights the best drivers in the
food industry. This competition honors
drivers from all over the country and
their commitment to safety and excel-
lent customer service.

Andy’s devotion to safety is clear, as
he has been accident free for 11 years
and counting.

IFDA members, like the Twin Cities
division of Reinhart Foodservice where
Andy is employed, supply food to pro-
fessional kitchens, hospitals, care fa-
cilities, colleges, and hotels.

We need truck drivers like Andy who
deliver our Nation’s food efficiently
and safely across the country every
day. I commend Andy and all those
who competed in the competition this
yvear for their dedication to profes-
sionalism and safety. I am glad my dis-
trict, the State of Minnesota, and our
Nation have dedicated truck drivers
like Andy Thiele.

LIFESAVERS IN ST. CLOUD

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize five outstanding
constituents in my district for an act
of heroism that saved a fellow Min-
nesotan.

Police officer Curt Grosz, firefighters
Adam Imholte and Dennis Ertl, and
high school students Abigail Trelfa and
Madison DeMarais worked hand in
hand to save the life of Daniel Fleigle.

Daniel was on a bridge in Sartell,
Minnesota, this summer when he acci-
dentally touched a live wire and was
electrocuted, sending him to the
ground. Thankfully, his friends Abigail
and Madison reacted immediately, call-
ing 911 and beginning CPR. First re-
sponders Curt, Adam, and Dennis all
responded to this scene shortly there-
after, and together they saved Daniel’s
life.
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The quick response of these heroes
ensured Daniel’s full recovery. Without
them, Daniel would likely not be with
us today. I am lucky to represent such
selfless and heroic people who run to
their fellow citizens in times of need.

Thank you Curt, Adam, Dennis, Abi-
gail, and Madison for saving Daniel’s
life and showing our community what
a true hero looks like.

ELK RIVER’S OUTSTANDING VOLUNTEERS

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the incredible members
of the Elk River Chamber of Com-
merce. Communities in my district
like Elk River are successful because
the members support and encourage
one another.

Recently, the Elk River Chamber of
Commerce, which represents 360 local
businesses, honored some of its most
active members as this year’s out-
standing volunteers. One was Pam
Artmann of Edina Realty Elk River. In
just 2 years with the chamber, she was
named Ambassador of the Year for
bringing positivity to her role.

The chamber also honored Tamara
Ackerman of Avalon Salon for her
work chairing and growing the Shiver
Elk River 5K/10K Run. For this, she re-
ceived the PACEsetter award, which
highlights her dedication to service on
the chamber board.

Finally, the chamber recognized
Mark and Deb Urista of Edina Realty
Elk River with the Keystone award,
which recognizes their longstanding
commitment and work with and on be-
half of the chamber.

I am honored to represent servant
leaders and entrepreneurs like Mark,
Deb, Pam, and Tamara.

Congratulations to all of you on your
well-deserved awards.

———

100 PERCENT OPPOSED TO THE
GOP TAX PLAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Ms. KELLY) for 5 minutes,

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to say what many in this
body have said: we should simplify our
Tax Code. However, I am 100 percent
opposed to you and your caucus’s ef-
forts to write this bill in secret, hidden
away from the public eye.

I am 100 percent opposed to your plan
to give massive tax breaks to a
superrich few and leave middle class
and working families to pay the bill.
As written, the richest 1 percent of
Americans will receive one-third of the
overall benefits from your so-called tax
reform plan in 2018, but by 2027, this
lucky superrich handful of Americans
will receive half of its benefits.

Mr. Speaker, that is just wrong.
Hardworking moms and dads deserve a
tax break, not the wealthiest.

So, yes, I am 100 percent opposed to
limiting the State and local tax deduc-
tion, a provision in the Republican tax
plan that would hike taxes on more
than 40 percent of my constituents.

I am 100 percent opposed to limiting
the student loan deduction, especially
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at a time when student debt totals
more than a trillion dollars. Nearly
two-thirds of Illinois college graduates
have debt, and their average debt to-
tals more than $28,000.

Mr. Speaker, I am 100 percent op-
posed to repealing the elder tax credit,
which helps families keep loved ones at
home as they age.

I am 100 percent opposed to denying
teachers, hardworking men and women
who have dedicated their lives to
teaching the next generation, a deduc-
tion when they dip into their own
pockets to purchase school supplies
their students need.

I am 100 percent opposed to repealing
the work opportunity tax credit that
helps businesses hire our brave vet-
erans and young people starting their
careers.

I am 100 percent opposed to repealing
the orphan drug expense credit that
helps find cures for terrible diseases
like sickle cell anemia, pancreatic can-
cer, and cerebral palsy.

I am 100 percent opposed to saddling
my children and grandchildren with an
additional $1.5 trillion in national debt
just so Republicans can give a tax
break to their donor base.

This is a scam. Mr. Speaker, I stand
with the National Farmers Union,
AARP, the National American Council
on Adoptable Children, the National
Federation of Independent Businesses,
Fix the Debt, the American Society of
Civil Engineers, the National Associa-
tion of Realtors, the Mortgage Bankers
Association, the Chicago Sun-Times,
and the majority of Americans in op-
posing your so-called tax reform that
is, frankly, nothing more than another
attempt by the GOP to steal from the
middle class and give to the rich.

Instead of packaging tax breaks for
millionaires and billionaires, let’s
work together on a plan for all Ameri-
cans.

0 1015

Let’s stop allowing one side of the
aisle the ability to write legislation af-
fecting more than 300 million people, in
secret, behind closed doors, and away
from the public eye. I am 100 percent in
favor of bringing in some sunlight and
letting the American people know ex-
actly what we are doing.

I am 100 percent in favor of doing
what we were elected to do: fix prob-
lems by working together.

I am 100 percent in favor of real tax
reform.

I am 100 percent in favor of giving
hardworking moms and dads what they
need and deserve: a tax break.

I am 100 percent in favor of growing
the earned income tax credit so fami-
lies get bigger paychecks.

I am 100 percent in favor of creating
tax initiatives for businesses that hire
and train at-risk young people and un-
deremployed people.

And I am 100 percent in favor of a
child care tax credit that actually re-
flects the true cost of childcare in
America.
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Let’s put the politics aside and give
the American people real tax reform
that supports working families and our
small businesses.

On other note, one more thing I am
100 percent against is more thoughts,
prayers, and moments of silence and no
action toward gun violence prevention.
Shame on us, Mr. Speaker.

———
THE REAL COST OF WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, approxi-
mately b weeks ago, we tragically lost
four soldiers in Niger: Staff Sergeant
Bryan Black, Sergeant La David John-
son, Staff Sergeant Dustin Wright, and
Staff Sergeant Jeremy Johnson. As re-
cently as this past week, we lost a sol-
dier in Afghanistan, Sergeant First
Class Stephen B. Cribben.

To honor those I have just named,
and their families, I would like to close
by reading a September 26, 2010, edi-
torial by Bob Schieffer, the host of
“Face the Nation.” The title of his edi-
torial was: ‘“The Real Cost of War.”

“I was in an airport lounge the other
day when I saw a woman across the
way. Why I kept staring, I don’t know.
Maybe it was just that she seemed so
sad. And then I understood. And I
looked away, hoping she had not seen
me stare.

‘““Because in her lap was an American
flag, neatly folded into a triangle and
placed in a clear plastic case—a flag
folded the way it always is when it is
given to a soldier’s family as the sol-
dier’s coffin is lowered into the grave.

“I figured her to be a soldier’s moth-
er, and I couldn’t help but wonder what
memories that flag evoked as she held
it there.

“Did it remind her of the first time
she had seen her child in the delivery
room, or was it the memory of seeing
him go off to school that first day, or
when he brought home the prize from
the science fair, or maybe made the
touchdown, or gave her the first Valen-
tine when he wrote out, ‘Mommy, I
love you.’

“I keep thinking about all the talk in
Washington about the high costs of de-
fense and how we have to cut the Pen-
tagon budget before it bankrupts the
country.

“But as I watched the woman, budg-
ets seemed to be such a small part of
all of it.

“No, the real cost of war is not what
we pay in dollars and cents.

“The real cost is what we take from
a mother who is left with just a mem-
ory—and a neatly-folded flag in a clear
plastic case.”

Mr. Speaker, I share that with the
House because I do not understand
why, after 16 years in Afghanistan, we
cannot have a debate on the floor of
the House by all the Members here, of
both parties, of whether we should con-
tinue to stay in Afghanistan or not.
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After 16 years, we have spent over $1
trillion, 2,300 Americans have been
killed, and over 20,000 wounded, but the
House does not have a debate.

I call on Mr. RYAN to please, as
Speaker of the House, initiate the com-
mittees of jurisdiction to mark up a
new AUMEF and bring it to the floor and
let the 435 Members of the House have
a debate, no matter whether they want
to stay or come home. But by not de-
bating, we are not meeting our con-
stitutional responsibility.

————

REPUBLICAN TAX PROPOSAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. CLYBURN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
alert the American people to the tax
scam that is the Republican tax reform
proposal, unveiled last week. It is re-
ported that President Trump wanted to
call this bill ‘‘cut, cut, cut.” That
would have been apropos.

The first cut is for him and his fam-
ily members, the second cut is for his
wealthy friends and acquaintances, and
the third cut is for large corporations
classified as LLCs. It certainly does
not cut taxes for middle-income fami-
lies or most small businesses. In fact,
it does just the opposite. It is crystal
clear who gets the cuts and who gets to
pay more.

First and foremost, the GOP tax plan
eliminates inheritance taxes that only
apply to two-tenths of 1 percent of fam-
ilies who wish to pass along their
wealth, unearned and untaxed.

Why are Republicans doing this? Be-
cause it is a huge priority for some of
their biggest donors, and the middle-in-
come families will be asked to pay for
this $172 Dbillion giveaway to the
superrich.

The GOP pretend not to be cutting
taxes for the superrich by maintaining
the top rate of 39.6 percent. However,
their plan increases the income levels
that the 39.6 percent applies to from
$470,000 a year to $1 million. These pro-
posed rate changes will cost over $1
trillion.

The GOP tax plan also features a spe-
cial rate for the owners of passthrough
businesses that will cost $448 billion.
These are LLCs and partnerships that
pay zero corporate taxes and whose
owners’ income is treated the same as
everybody else’s.

LLCs and other types of passthroughs
make up 95 percent of all the busi-
nesses in the country. Some of the
largest businesses, like Koch Indus-
tries, Chrysler, and, of course, most of
the entities owned by the Trump orga-
nization are LLCs.

Passthroughs that are truly small
businesses are not currently subject to
the highest individual rates and al-
ready pay 25 percent or lower. The Na-
tional Federation of Independent Busi-
nesses opposes this provision for this
very reason.

Mr. Speaker, most of us, especially
those who have worked in State gov-
ernments, view our States as the best
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laboratories for the development of
good ideas and best practices. This
passthrough idea was the centerpiece
of Governor Sam Brownback’s tax
overhaul in Kansas 5 years ago. The
Governor promised it would yield mas-
sive economic growth.

And what happened? Kansas was
plunged into a massive budget deficit
and forced to make draconian cuts to
education, infrastructure, and the rest
of the State’s operations. This year,
the Kansas Legislature overrode Gov-
ernor Brownback’s shortsighted experi-
ment.

I urge my colleagues not to make the
same mistake here. This scam will sub-
ject the good people of this country to
a second great recession in a single
decade. Middle-income families will
pay more because the GOP plan elimi-
nates deductions for State and local
taxes. This includes millions of Ameri-
cans and over 500,000 South Caro-
linians.

Middle-income families who itemize
deductions will pay more because the
elimination of the personal exemption
will cost their households $4,000 per
member.

Middle-income families who utilize
mortgage interest deductions will pay
more because the GOP plan lowers the
cap.

Middle-income families with children
in college, or recent graduates, will pay
more because the GOP plan eliminates
the deductions for interest on student
loans.

Middle-income families that are vic-
tims of natural disasters will pay more
because the GOP plan eliminates the
casualty loss deduction.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to alert the American
people to the tax scam that is the Republican
“tax reform” proposal, unveiled last week. It is
reported that President Trump wanted to call
this bill, “cut, cut, cut.” That would have been
apropos. The first cut is for him and his family
members, the second cut is for his wealthy
friends and acquaintances, and the third cut is
for large corporations classified as LLCs. It
certainly does not cut taxes for middle income
families or most small businesses. In fact, it
does just the opposite. It is crystal clear who
gets the cuts and who gets to pay more.

First and foremost, the GOP tax plan elimi-
nates inheritance taxes. This tax only applies
to estates of over $11 million and only affects
two tenths of one percent of families in Amer-
ica, those who wish to pass along their wealth,
unearned and untaxed.

Why are Republicans doing this? Because
it's a huge priority for some of their biggest
donors. In fact, this cut is not even about the
0.2 percent—it’s really about two families—the
Mercers and the Kochs.

The bottom line is that America’s hard-work-
ing low, moderate and middle-income families
will be asked to pay for this $172 billion dollar
give away to the super rich.

At the heart of this scam is the GOP pre-
tense not to be cutting taxes for the super-rich
by maintaining the top rate of 39.6 percent.
However, it increases the income level that
the 39.6 percent applies to; from $470,000 to
$1 million. These proposed rate changes will
cost over $1 trillion.
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This cut also goes to those who make far
more than $1 million as well. Whether your in-
come is $1 million, $10 million, or $100 mil-
lion, this provision alone gives you an extra
$25,000 a year. Mr. Speaker, many South
Carolinians | represent do not make $25,000
in a year.

The GOP tax plan also features a special
rate for the owners of “pass-through” busi-
nesses at a cost of $448 billion. These are
LLCs and partnerships, who pay zero cor-
porate tax, and whose owners’ income is
treated the same as anybody else’s.

The Republicans claim that giving these
owners a special lower rate will help small
businesses, but nothing could be further from
the truth. LLCs and other types of pass-
throughs make up 95 percent of all the busi-
nesses in the country. In fact, some of the
largest businesses like Koch Industries, Chrys-
ler, and of course, most of the entities owned
by the Trump Organization, are LLCs.

Pass-throughs that are truly small busi-
nesses are not currently subject to the highest
individual rates, and already pay 25 percent or
lower. The National Federation of Independent
Businesses opposes this provision for this
very reason. It delivers a special low tax rate
to wealthy owners and will not help the small
businesses they claim that it will.

Mr. Speaker, most of us, especially those
who have worked in State governments, view
our states as the best laboratories for the de-
velopment of good ideas and best practices.
This pass-through idea was the centerpiece of
Governor Sam Brownback’s tax overhaul in
Kansas just five years ago. The Governor
promised it would yield massive economic
growth. And what happened? Kansas was
plunged into a massive budget deficit and
forced to make draconian cuts to education,
infrastructure, and the rest of the state’s oper-
ations.

This year, the Kansas legislature overrode
Governor Brownback’s short-sighted experi-
ment.

| urge my colleagues not to make the same
mistake. This scam will subject the good peo-
ple of this country into a second great reces-
sion in a single decade.

Let’'s take a look at who pays more while
the President and his wealthy friends and ac-
quaintances pay less.

Middle income families will pay more be-
cause the GOP plan eliminates deductions on
state and local taxes. This includes millions of
Americans and over 500,000 South Caro-
linians.

Middle income families who itemize deduc-
tions will pay more because the elimination of
the personal exemption will cost their house-
holds $4,000 per member.

Middle income families who utilize the mort-
gage interest deduction will pay more because
the GOP plan lowers the cap, costing millions
of Americans more.

Middle income families with children in col-
lege or recent graduates will pay more be-
cause the GOP plan eliminates the deduction
for interest on student loans.

Middle income families that are victims of
natural disasters will pay more because the
GOP plan eliminates the casualty loss deduc-
tion.

Middle income families who adopt children
will pay more because the GOP plan elimi-
nates the adoption tax credit.

Middle income school teachers will pay
more because the GOP plan eliminates their
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ability for to deduct for supplies they may pur-
chase for their classrooms.

Middle income families struggling to pay
costly medical bills will pay more because the
GOP plan shamefully eliminates their deduct-
ibility.

Mr. Speaker, paying for pass-through gim-
micks and tax giveaways to multi-millionaires
by raising taxes on moderate and middle-in-
come Americans is reprehensible.

Democrats are ready to do real tax reform
on a bipartisan basis. But not once in this
process, has the other side attempted to ne-
gotiate. In fact, they have publicly made it
abundantly clear that they want a bill that only
Republicans will support.

Bipartisan tax reform should lower taxes for
working people, not raise them.

Bipartisan tax reform should end incentives
for offshoring jobs and level the playing field
for American corporations.

Bipartisan tax reform should expand the
Earned Income Tax Credit for single filers and
the Child Tax Credit to help families.

Real bipartisan tax reform would not in-
crease the deficit, add to the debt and pass
the bill on to our children and grandchildren.

| know many of my colleagues share these
values. Let's set aside this partisan process
and do something worthwhile for the American
people. Until then, the Democratic Caucus will
be resolute in our opposition to ramming
through tax increases for middle income
Americans and massive giveaways for the
rich.

——————

COMMEMORATING VETERANS DAY
AND HONORING SERVICE ANI-
MALS FOR VETERANS

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

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, as
the Nation celebrates Veterans Day
this week, a day we honor those who
served our country, I am happy to re-
port the VA has made great strides in
improving and assisting veterans with
physical injuries. It struggled, how-
ever, to deal with many of the invisible
injuries plaguing our veterans, like
post-traumatic stress disorder.

These invisible injuries ravage our
Nation’s veteran population, with an
average of more than 20 veterans a day
committing suicide. This is entirely
unacceptable. We must work harder to
look for real solutions to this crisis.

That is why I am here today urging
my colleagues to support the Puppies
Assisting Wounded Servicemembers
Act, also known as the PAWS Act. The
PAWS Act will set up a 5-year pilot
program in the VA to provide post-9/11
veterans suffering from PTSD with
service dogs if other treatments have
not been successful.

Individuals suffering from PTSD ex-
perience emotional numbness, loneli-
ness, nightmares, hypervigilance, and
anxiety. However, traditional VA
treatments are symptoms-based and
often have side effects or fail to ad-
dress the root of these issues.

Service dogs, however, have no side
effects. They can be used in tandem
with other treatments. They can be
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trained to wake their owners from
nightmares, create a buffer zone in
large crowds, remind their owners to
take their medication, and watch their
owners’ back to provide a sense of secu-
rity and more.

I have heard from veterans suffering
from PTSD that sometimes the hardest
part of the day is just getting out of
bed in the morning. The schedule of
walking, feeding, and caring for his or
her service dog offers veterans purpose
and a sense of responsibility. Ulti-
mately, a service dog and its owner
better each others’ lives.

It is important that the House pass
the PAWS Act and allow the VA to ex-
amine the efficiency and effectiveness
of providing veterans with service dogs.

While talking about service animals,
I would also like to recognize Eli’s
Fund, an initiative at Texas A&M Uni-
versity created in memory of the late
Lance Corporal Colton Rusk and Eli,
his service dog, that provides financial
support for service animals of Active-
Duty servicemen and -women, medi-
cally retired veterans’ service animals,
and retired military animals, to help
with veterinary medical bills. It is im-
portant that military animals continue
to be cared for in retirement.
CONGRATULATING GEORGE GONZALES AND THE

CORPUS CHRISTI ARMY DEPOT FOR OUT-

STANDING SERVICE

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, 1
am proud to represent the Corpus
Christi Army Depot, considered as the
jewel of the Army Depot system.

CCAD is currently the largest rotary
wing aircraft facility in the world. In-
stead of buying new helicopters, which
cost $17 million or more, CCAD repairs
and rehabilitates the current fleet,
often at less than half the cost of new
helicopters. CCAD saves taxpayers mil-
lions of dollars, while ensuring the U.S.
Army maintains a superior level of
readiness and reliability.

This would not be possible without
outstanding employees like Army vet-
eran George Gonzalez, who recently re-
ceived the prestigious 2017 Donald F.
Luce Depot Maintenance Artisan
Award, given annually to one indi-
vidual who makes an outstanding con-
tribution to Army aviation in the area
of depot maintenance.

Gonzales leads a 3l1-man team that
reassembles UH-60 Black Hawk heli-
copters. Under his leadership, the team
has reduced the average build time
from 42 to 17 days.

Congratulations, George, and your
team, and everyone at CCAD, who are
doing an outstanding job ensuring our
warfighters are equipped with the avia-
tion assets they need to keep America
safe and be a force for good around the
world.
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RECOGNIZING THE ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF
COMMANDER ARMANDO SOLIS

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, I
am here today to recognize the career
of recently retired Flour Bluff High
School Navy Junior ROTC instructor,
Commander Armando Solis.
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In 1993, following completion of near-
ly 22 years in the United States Navy,
Commander $Solis became the inau-
gural Navy Junior Reserve Officer
Training Corps naval science instruc-
tor at Flour Bluff High School. Over
the next 24 years, Commander Solis not
only instilled his students with values
of citizenship, service to the United
States, personal responsibility, and
sense of accomplishment, but he also
created one of the most successful
JROTC programs in the Nation.

In his first year, the Navy selected
the Flour Bluff program as the best
new program in Texas and, by his
fourth year, the best in the Nation.
With 23 years as a distinguished honors
program, 22 Texas Navy JROTC cham-
pionships, a record 11 Navy national
championship titles, and the honor of
being the only Navy program to win
the All-Service National Drill Team
Championship, Commander Solis has
touched the lives of thousands of stu-
dents, instilling them with the values
of patriotism, loyalty, and, most im-
portantly, service.

Thank you, Commander Solis, for
your commitment to our students and
our Nation. I wish you the best in re-
tirement.

————

PLAN DOES NOT ELIMINATE
LOOPHOLES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, it is always an honor to stand in the
well of the House and have the oppor-
tunity to speak to not only the Mem-
bers of Congress, but to the American
people.

Today, Mr. Speaker, I rise because 1
am in opposition to a tax plan that has
been said to eliminate loopholes, but
has not done so.

Let me explain, Mr. Speaker. I will
address but one loophole. I will address
the loophole that allowed a person who
made $3 billion one year—by the way, 1
don’t begrudge him for making $3 bil-
lion. I like to see people make as much
as they can make in this country, but
I also think that every person ought to
pay for his or her fair taxes on what-
ever they earn. This person made $3
billion.

How much is $3 billion?

Well, let me explain. Mr. Speaker, $3
billion, it would take a minimum-wage
worker working full time, Mr. Speaker,
198,000 years to make $3 billion; 198,000
years. I don’t begrudge a person for
making it, but here is the point: if you
make it, you ought to pay your fair
share of taxes on it.

This country makes it possible for us
to do great things. This country makes
it possible for us to succeed. So if you
have succeeded in this country, you
ought to contribute to the country
itself. He made $3 billion and paid taxes
that were called carried interest. He
did not pay ordinary income taxes. In
fact, he paid less than half of what a
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person making much less—persons who
may have worked for him, maybe a sec-
retary, maybe somebody who was mak-
ing money at a much lower level in
that company—paid less than half in
taxes in terms of the amount to be
paid, the percentage of the earnings;
less than half of the ordinary income
tax.

It is called carried interest. Well, the
commitment was that you were going
to close loopholes. You haven’t closed
that loophole. You haven’t eliminated
that loophole. I know that there is talk
about reducing the size of a big loop-
hole and making it a little less big, but
that is not what you promised. You
said you were going to eliminate the
loopholes. This loophole sends a signal
to ordinary Americans who are work-
ing hard every day. It says to them
that you are willing to allow the rich
to have more to do more, but you be-
lieve that those who work hard every
day can do more with less.

Mr. Speaker, I refuse that philos-
ophy. I reject it. I believe that if you
are working hard every day, if you are
earning middle class wages, you ought
to be able to get the tax break prom-
ised. I don’t think that the tax break
should go to the person who can make
$3 billion and pay less than half of ordi-
nary income tax on it.

Carried interest was a commitment
that was made. The elimination of car-
ried interest has not taken place. You
have not kept your word. There are
many other aspects of it. You can’t
talk about all of them in one message.
But you can do this: you can make it
clear to working class people, to mid-
dle-income people, that this tax plan is
for those who are going to make the
carried interest kind of money, the $3
billion, the money that will allow them
to go on and do great things, but won’t
cause them to have to pay their fair
share of taxes.

Mr. Speaker, I believe in fairness for
all, and that includes the very, very
rich.

——

COMMEMORATING NATIVE AMER-
ICAN HERITAGE MONTH AND
HONORING DR. RUDI MITCHELL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BACON) for 56 minutes.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate National Na-
tive American Heritage Month by hon-
oring a dedicated community leader
and warrior from Nebraska’s Second
Congressional District.

Growing up on the Umonhon Nation
Reservation in Macy, Nebraska, Dr.
Rudi Mitchell was one of eight children
raised by a single mother. Rudi’s mom,
Mary Lieb Mitchell, was a strong
woman and a major influence in the
lives of her children. Her focus was
education and ensuring her children
had the opportunities that she did not
have.

It was because of her that Rudi and
his siblings all went out to pursue
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higher education. Including nieces and
nephews, 15 members of his family have
earned degrees ranging from bachelor’s
to doctorate, to medical degrees.

In 1964, Rudi felt the call to serve our
Nation at a time of war and enlisted in
the United States Army Medical Corps.
As he will tell you, Native Americans
consider it an honor to serve as a war-
rior, and he was proud to do so in the
U.S. Army. He was a part of the Army
Medical Corps and served a total of 3
years and 13 months of which he de-
ployed to South Korea, providing med-
ical support to troops.

Once his service was complete, Dr.
Mitchell used the GI Bill to attend the
University of Nebraska Omaha, and in
August of 1973, he earned his bachelor
of general studies with an emphasis on
social work. He then pursued and re-
ceived his master of social work in Au-
gust of 1975.

With his degrees in hand and inspired
by his mother’s dreams, Dr. Mitchell
worked for the Nebraska Indian Inter-
tribal Development Corporation and
the Bureau of Indian Affairs for Winne-
bago. After that, he returned to the
Umonhon Nation Reservation in Macy,
Nebraska, and was the acting director
of the outpatient mental health-social
services department at the Carl T. Cur-
tis Health Education Center. Rudi then
earned his doctorate of education and
counseling and psychology from the
University of South Dakota in Decem-
ber of 1987.

Dr. Mitchell continued to serve those
residing at the Macy and Winnebago
Reservations, including as interim
president of the Nebraska Indian Com-
munity College and, most recently, as
the assistant professor of Native Amer-
ican studies at Creighton University.
He is also listed as a qualified expert
witness in Indian child welfare cases in
the courts of the State of Nebraska.

His deep compassion for the youth of
the Umonhon Nation inspires him to
continue to make an impact. With the
high suicide rate and many suffering
from depression, Dr. Mitchell has made
it a mission of his to interact with the
youth as a social worker and mental
health therapist. As an elder of the
Umonhon Nation, Dr. Mitchell partici-
pates and leads traditional Umonhon
prayer ceremonies in welcome and
graduation ceremonies.

Rudi continues to preserve his native
language, which his mother did not
allow to be spoken in his childhood
home because she wanted them to
learn English. He also is working to re-
vive the lost culture of his Nation, in-
cluding the importance of his Indian
name. His is Sihi-duba of the Buffalo
Clan.

As a direct descendant of Chief Big
Elk, the last hereditary chief of the
Umonhon Nation, Dr. Mitchell followed
his great-great-great-great-grand-
father’s legacy of leadership, and has
served as a Native American leader on
the local, State, and national level.
From 1992 to 1995, he was the Tribal
chairman of the Umonhon Nation and
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the chief elected governmental rep-
resentative of his people. He presided
over the elected Tribal Council at all
official meetings and represented their
interests with county supervisors, the
Nebraska Unicameral, the United
States Congress, State Governors, the
President of the United States, and
international leaders.

In addition, Dr. Mitchell serves on
the board of directors for the Big Elk
Native American Center, a nonprofit
that is working to provide a multitude
of services to more than 8,000 Native
Americans from over 130 Tribes that
reside in the Omaha area. Currently,
the nonprofit provides language serv-
ices, teaching the Umonhon language,
and providing expert witnesses.

Dr. Mitchell is a lifetime member of
the VFW Post 1581 and the American
Legion Post 1, and although he has of-
ficially retired, he still serves as an
elder of the Omaha Tribe. Through his
lifetime of dedicated service, he has
helped many youth and members of the
Umonhon Nation overcome depression
and learn about their heritage.

We are proud to recognize Dr. Mitch-
ell as a true warrior, patriot, and self-
less servant; one that not only fought
for his Nation, but also for those im-
pacted by mental health issues, and
continues to keep his Native American
culture and heritage alive for future
generations.

————

REMEMBERING JOSHUA RYAN
REDNER

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to share the story of Joshua
Ryan Redner, a young man from my
district in Levittown whose tragic
story illustrates exactly why we can-
not waver in our commitment to fight-
ing the opioid epidemic.

During his final year of high school,
Josh was prescribed Percocet to treat
the pain from a knee injury. His par-
ents, George and Jacqui, never imag-
ined that their son, a star athlete, and
an excellent student who planned to at-
tend the Coast Guard Academy could
be dragged down by addiction.

But addiction can impact anyone,
Mr. Speaker. Not long after the initial
prescription, Josh’s family mnoticed
changes in his behavior. Then, long
after Josh’s prescription had run dry,
George and Jacqui were still finding
pills in Josh’s room. Recognizing the
beginning of a serious problem, Josh’s
parents sat him down and Josh com-
mitted to getting clean.

Working to get the help he needed,
Josh entered rehab. Unfortunately, the
treatment did not hold and thus began
a cycle of relapse, followed by stints in
rehab. George and Jacqui were shocked
to learn that Josh eventually moved
from OxyContin, which was expensive
and hard to find, to heroin, which was
cheap and easily found—a transition
that is all too common.
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Tragedy struck the Redner family
with the passing of Josh’s older broth-
er, George. Devastated by the loss of
his role model, Josh used the power of
his grief to get clean and live a life
that would have made his older brother
proud. Josh found a good-paying job,
acted as a role model for his three
younger Dbrothers, and was saving
money to buy a home.

Mr. Speaker, it is with a broken
heart that I say that this is not how
Josh’s story ended. Josh once again re-
lapsed. Speaking with his parents over
the phone, Josh assured them that he
would be okay and asked that they
pick him up the next morning. Having
no other options, George and Jacqui
agreed.

The next morning, George and Jacqui
found Josh next to a picture of his
older brother, George, having lost his
battle with addiction.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to share with you the words that
Jacqui shared with me. Her incredible
strength is a testament to the love she
has for her sons. Jacqui said:

This heroin epidemic affects everyone it
touches. It is not going away. It is only get-
ting worse. I don’t want any parent to have
to bury their child. I should not have had to
bury two of mine. If we can together save
one more child from going down the same
path as our Josh did, then our efforts will be
worth it.

—————

VETERANS DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair now recognizes the gentlewoman
from Alabama (Mrs. ROBY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, in the year
1918, on the 11th hour of the 11th day of
the 11th month of the year, the armi-
stice ending World War I was signed.

Originally known as Armistice Day,
Congress passed and President Dwight
Eisenhower signed a resolution offi-
cially designating November 11 as Vet-
erans Day. Now, every year, Americans
pause on this special day to recognize
all those, young and old, who have
served our country in uniform.

While we should honor the service
and sacrifice of our veterans every day,
this day provides a unique opportunity
for us to come together as a nation and
pay tribute to the men and women who
put their lives on the line for our free-
dom.

This year I will be participating in
my hometown of Montgomery’s Vet-
erans Day event, and I highly encour-
age you and your families to attend the
festivities in your area. I can promise
you that you won’t regret it. For me, it
is not only an opportunity to express
my gratitude to those who have served,
but it is also a chance for my children
to meet veterans and to better under-
stand the sacrifices that they have
made for us.

If you can’t attend an event in per-
son, I hope you will take time to reach
out to friends and relatives who have
served and let them know how much
you appreciate them.
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Mr. Speaker, this Veterans Day
comes as services for veterans are im-
proving both on a national level and lo-
cally in Alabama’s Second Congres-
sional District. I have been impressed
by the leadership of the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs, Dr. David Shulkin.
He has been making the long-troubled
department work better for those it
serves.

Closer to home for me, the Central
Alabama Veterans Health Care System
has improved its service rating and
now ranks three out of five stars. This
is encouraging news, especially consid-
ering that just a few short years ago
the Central Alabama VA was one of the
Nation’s worst. Our VA now has the
steady leadership of Dr. Linda Boyle,
and there is no question that her guid-
ance has made a difference in making
this sustained progress.
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I am eager to see it continue. We still
have significant issues to address at
our Central Alabama VA, which is why
I will remain actively engaged in work-
ing to turn around the system.

Mr. Speaker, it is my distinct honor
to represent a district that is home to
one of the Nation’s highest concentra-
tions of veterans and retired military
personnel. One of the most rewarding
parts of this job is being able to advo-
cate for those who have served this Na-
tion in uniform.

I take my responsibility to look after
veterans very seriously, whether push-
ing for better policies or fighting to
improve access to the VA medical serv-
ices or going to bat on behalf of some-
one the bureaucracy has left behind.

So, Mr. Speaker, I would like to close
by extending my sincere gratitude to
everyone who has served this country
and their families. Our country is great
because of the men and women who
were willing to sacrifice on our behalf.

————
THE ESTATE TAX

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

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to share the amazing story of Rick
Corman, the hardworking, hard-charg-
ing founder of R.J. Corman Railroad
Group in Nicholasville, Kentucky, in
my district. Rick’s life story is an ex-
ample of the American Dream, and his
tireless spirit, grit, determination, and
generosity benefited not only the em-
ployees of R.J. Corman, but an entire
community.

Unfortunately, because of America’s
broken Tax Code, the abilities of entre-
preneurs like Rick are compromised,
and the estate tax, in particular,
threatens the future ability of the R.J.
Corman Railroad Group to continue to
drive economic growth, employment,
and charitable giving in Kentucky.

This story is timely. As Congress
takes on the task of reforming our bro-
ken Tax Code over the next few weeks,
critics will undoubtedly protest that

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

this plan is a tax cut for the rich, and
they will cite our changes to the estate
tax as an example. But as the story of
Rick Corman reveals, the estate tax is
not a tax on the wealthy as much as it
is an unfair penalty on hard work, jobs,
charity, upward mobility, and the
American Dream.

In 1973, after growing up in a low-in-
come, five-room house with no interior
bathroom, Rick Corman started his
company immediately following high
school graduation with nothing more
than a dump truck, a backhoe, and a
tenacious spirit. Driven by his remark-
able operator skills, and then by his
commitment to safe and reliable serv-
ice, Rick was able to become a trusted
provider in the railroad industry.

But his success would not have been
possible without the assistance early in
his career from Luther Deaton, a com-
munity banker for what is now called
Central Bank in Kentucky. As Rick
grew his company, he faced debts and
cash flow problems. He struggled to get
a loan. As Luther said: He had a good
company; he just faced a cash crunch.

But Rick invited Luther to the site
of a coal train derailment inside a tun-
nel in the middle of the night to show
his work; and Rick, recalling the epi-
sode, laughed because he had gotten his
banker filthy and covered in coal dust.
But after that experience and seeing
how hard Rick worked, Luther knew
that this man would not fail. So Rick
was then able to secure character-
based loans that allowed his company
to thrive because his community bank-
er was willing to take a risk on him
based on what he knew about his busi-
ness and Rick’s drive to succeed.

Today, this type of loan would never
be allowed under the overly restricted
Dodd-Frank law, but those loans
proved to be essential for the growth of
Rick’s company and ultimately highly
profitable for the bank.

Without access to capital, today’s en-
trepreneurs are prohibited from doing
what Rick Corman did. Over 40 years
he grew his company into what is
today known as R.J. Corman Railroad
Group, continuously investing profits
back into his business, into its work-
ers, and into the surrounding commu-
nity.

Today, R.J. Corman has field offices
in 23 States. The company serves all
seven class I railroads, many regional
and short line railroads, as well as var-
ious rail-served industries.

Rick grew the company into what it
is today by treating all of his workers
well, working alongside them, and
never asking them to do a job that
Rick himself was unable or incapable
of doing himself. The company’s diver-
sity and investment in people gave it
the ability to service all aspects of the
freight railroad industry at any scale.
The company has been critical to re-
storing service when class I railroads
are devastated by flooding or storms
like Hurricanes Katrina, Harvey, or
Irma.

But now the future success of this
company is threatened by the estate

H8531

tax, also known as the death tax. In
2013, Rick Corman passed away after a
heroic 12-year battle with cancer. It re-
sulted in the transfer of his life’s work
to a living trust. More than anything,
Rick had an intense appreciation for
the hard work and loyalty of his em-
ployees who had been and continue to
be an integral part of the company’s
success, and he wanted to ensure that
he protected their jobs into the future.

Since Rick’s passing, the trust has
continued to reinvest cash into the
company, as he intended, and the com-
pany continues to operate and help
those who have benefited from it. The
company has invested nearly $110 mil-
lion in capital assets, and employment
has grown by 53 percent, nearly 450
jobs. The company has donated more
than $2.5 million to charitable causes
since Rick’s passing.

But due to the estate tax, the com-
pany has yet to feel the full impact of
the tax. But starting in 2019, nearly 30
percent of its annual cash flow will be
pulled from the company as a result.
This will significantly impact R.J.
Corman’s ability to create jobs, pur-
chase equipment, and donate to char-
ity. The leadership of the company now
tells me that the government will actu-
ally lose revenue because the company
will not be able to grow and create jobs
that would produce more revenue than
the estate tax will produce.

This is an example of why it is so im-
portant we end this unfair tax. The
death tax destroys intergenerational
small businesses and family farms
throughout the Nation owned by people
who started with literally nothing and
worked their entire life to build a suc-
cessful company and jobs.

So as we look at the estate tax and
tax reform in the coming weeks, I hope
my colleagues will remember the story
of Rick Corman. These families and
these businesses should not have to
fear triple taxation from Washington
just because someone passes away.

Our bill immediately delivers relief
from this tax, and I hope that we will
pass a repeal of the estate tax to honor
entrepreneurs, job creators, and philan-
thropists like Rick Corman.

————
RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 51
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———
PRAYER

Chaplain Michael J. Halyard, South
Texas Veterans Health Care System,
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San Antonio, Texas, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Merciful and loving God, source of
life and constant guide to Your people,
we ask Your blessings on our esteemed
Representatives as they continue to
help govern a course for our Nation and
its citizens.

In these days of disrepute and impro-
priety, keep them steadfast in their de-
liberations. Inspire them to continue in
their journey to promote the values
upon which this great Nation was
founded: justice, liberty, equality, free-
dom, and peace.

As Your blessings of goodness tran-
scend into a dynamic of creativity,
help us to see signs of hope born of pain
as we often find ourselves present in
the midst of uncertainty and suffering.

May the vacuous space left by stains
of catastrophic occurrences open the
minds and hearts of all to deeper com-
passion and a new level of human un-
derstanding.

May all that is done here today be for
our American democracy while reflect-
ing Your resplendent honor and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I
demand a vote on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. PITTENGER led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

WELCOMING CHAPLAIN MICHAEL
J. HALYARD

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. RUTH-
ERFORD) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to introduce my colleagues
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to our guest chaplain for the U.S.
House of Representatives, Reverend
Captain Michael Halyard of Jackson-
ville, Florida—previously of Jackson-
ville, Florida, I should say. Upon his
return from Iraq just recently, he has
been deployed to San Antonio, Texas,
and that is a loss for northeast Florida.

Reverend Halyard is a respected com-
munity leader who is devoted to his
community, country, family, and faith.
Reverend Halyard serves as a staff
chaplain at Community Hospice of
Northeast Florida, and he served as an
assistant pastor at the United Mis-
sionary Baptist Church in Jackson-
ville. He is also a member of the Flor-
ida National Guard, where he has
served as the combat veteran battalion
chaplain since 2009.

Reverend Halyard leads his church
and his community by serving his Na-
tion, leading worship services, and by
providing support for grieving families.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues
today to welcome Reverend Halyard.
May God bless him and our Nation, and
especially those who he will be serving
in Texas, particularly Sutherland
Springs, Texas, today.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOLLINGSWORTH). The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 further requests for 1-
minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

———

EXTEND TEMPORARY PROTECTED
STATUS FOR HAITIANS AND
HONDURANS

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
the administration has announced that
it will terminate temporary protected
status, or TPS, for Nicaragua while ex-
tending the immigration protection for
Honduras for merely 6 months. In the
coming weeks, an announcement on
Haiti’s TPS designation is expected.

I am greatly worried about these de-
cisions because over 100,000 Hondurans
and Haitians legally residing in our
communities could be deported and
forced to go back to the instability and
chaos in their home countries.

For years, the United States has been
providing necessary funding for Hon-
duras, which is still struggling with
crime and security challenges, and for
Haiti, which continues to be impacted
by devastating natural disasters. This
is precisely why Congress enacted TPS:
so that we can provide a safe haven to
those who are unable to securely re-
turn to their home countries.

Mr. Speaker, the decision to send
these individuals back would be a set-
back to our bilateral relations with
those nations while tearing these fami-
lies apart.

I strongly urge the administration to
extend TPS for Hondurans and Hai-
tians residing in our beautiful country.
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INHUMANE TREATMENT OF THE
UNDOCUMENTED CANNOT BE RE-
WARDED

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to shed light on the appalling
state of our Nation’s immigration de-
tention centers.

Devoid of health services and basic
medical standards, these ICE facilities
are cruel and inhumane. Suicide rates
are high, children and families are
traumatized, and LGBT detainees are
subject to alarming rates of abuse.

These centers are also very expen-
sive. Daily operations cost $165 per de-
tainee, and $2 billion, annually, despite
detention alternatives that can cost as
little as $9 a day.

Yet even with this track record, ICE
funding has nearly doubled from the
Bush administration to today, and
transparency has fallen by the wayside
under the current administration, all
while conditions continue to deterio-
rate.

Inhumane treatment of the undocu-
mented cannot be rewarded with re-
peated budget increases. It goes
against our country’s most funda-
mental values and cannot continue. We
must cut ICE’s budget until these con-
cerns are addressed.

——
CELEBRATING JEAN GAINES’ 40TH
ANNIVERSARY AT GENEVA

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Mrs. Jean Gaines for
her 40 years of service at the Geneva
Chamber of Commerce, most recently
as their president. Under her leader-
ship, the chamber has grown substan-
tially, to the benefit of our community
and to the State of Illinois.

To those who know Jean Gaines, she
is described as intelligent, alert, and
fun-loving, a good mix of qualities to
steer the board of directors through
many challenges.

Through hard work, she has devel-
oped multiple festivals and business ac-
tivities, including the Festival of the
Vine and the opening of the Geneva
Visitor Center.

Her contributions have made the
chamber of commerce a vibrant organi-
zation and a model for many other
chambers throughout the State of Illi-
nois and throughout the country.

Her family has also had a hand in the
chamber’s success. Her husband, John;
daughter, Kristine; son-in-law, Jerry
Holtz; son, Mark; and grandsons, Jack
and Luke Holtz, have all worked in
countless events in their support of our
local business community.

Jean, congratulations on 40 great
years of service. Your hard work helps
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American business succeed, and we are
grateful.

GOP TAX PLAN WILL HURT
WORKING FAMILIES

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

Mr. BROWN of Maryland. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today against the GOP tax
plan that benefits the top 1 percent by
raising taxes on millions of working
families. It eliminates important tax
incentives for middle class families and
those who strive to join the middle
class.

This bill would no longer allow
Americans to deduct interest on stu-
dent loans, making college even more
expensive.

By capping the mortgage deduction,
it keeps the American Dream of own-
ing your home in economically vibrant
areas of my State out of reach.

The bill ransacks Medicare and Med-
icaid by $1.5 trillion, and if you have a
sick child or a family member with dis-
abilities or long-term medical needs,
you will struggle just to make ends
meet.

While the tax cuts for billionaires
and corporations are permanent, the
help for working families would dis-
appear over time.

Raising taxes on middle class fami-
lies isn’t the kind of tax reform our
country needs. This isn’t the relief
they were promised. This isn’t the re-
lief they deserve. Working moms and
dads can’t simply hope that corporate
tax cuts turn into profits that trickle
down to them.

Mr. Speaker, we need to invest in
economic growth, not in hurting work-
ing families across America.

———————

AMBASSADOR HALEY SPEAKS
TRUTH

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, congratulations to Ambas-
sador Nikki Haley, the former Gov-
ernor of South Carolina, for leadership
opposing a misguided U.N. resolution
calling for the U.S. to lift the Cuban
embargo. This was a resolution the
Obama administration has shamefully
abstained from voting on.

Rather than bow down to the Cuban
Communist dictatorship, Ambassador
Haley stood up to them and stood up
for the oppressed people of Cuba.

Ambassador Haley correctly re-
viewed: ‘“The United States opposes
this resolution today in continued soli-
darity with the Cuban people and in
the hope that they will one day be free
to choose their own destiny.”’

The economic catastrophe of Cuba is
due to the Communist, totalitarian
dictatorship, not the American embar-
go0. As cited by the late Prime Min-
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ister, Margaret Thatcher: socialism
will work until you run out of spending
other people’s money.

Ambassador Haley’s service has ush-
ered in a new era of moral clarity. The
United States is again a leader for ex-
panded freedom. President Donald
Trump’s commitment to peace through
strength is going to make the world
safer for American families, along with
Vice President MIKE PENCE, who is here
in the Capitol Building today.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

———
TAX PLAN AND EDUCATION

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, are there students in our country
who think college has become too af-
fordable? parents who feel that saving
for their children’s education has be-
come too easy? I know that my con-
stituents would certainly answer with
a resounding ‘‘no.”

Why would anyone support a tax bill
that would make college even more ex-
pensive for our students?

When will we start working together
to put the interests of average Ameri-
cans before the interests of large cor-
porations?

According to the Ways and Means
summary, the Republican tax bill
would increase the cost to students at-
tending college by $65 billion—that is
billion with a B—over the next decade.

This administration promised to put
money back in the pockets of Ameri-
cans who need it the most, and this
misguided tax bill does the exact oppo-
site.

Mr. Speaker, education is the corner-
stone of our global competitiveness,
and this Republican bill would only
make college less affordable and less
accessible. I urge my colleagues to re-
ject this assault on the middle class.

HONORING DR. BILLY GRAHAM’S
99TH BIRTHDAY

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

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in honor of Dr. Billy Graham, a
revered national treasure, who cele-
brates his 99th birthday today.

The world honors Dr. Graham’s birth-
day because of a decision he made 83
years ago. On November 1, 1934, at a
Mordecai Ham tent revival in Char-
lotte, North Carolina, young Billy Gra-
ham accepted Jesus as his personal
Savior and committed his life to tell-
ing others about Jesus’ love and for-
giveness. God used that decision to im-
pact countless lives around the world.

While Presidents have sought his
counsel over many decades and mil-
lions have gone forward to accept Jesus
Christ at his meetings, Dr. Graham is
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remembered most for honoring and fol-
lowing his Lord and master.

On a personal note, I first met Dr.
Graham back in 1971 when I served as
his caddy at the Byron Nelson Pro-Am,
playing with Byron Nelson, Bob Hope,
and Arnold Palmer. That was a fun
time, but I have admired his walk with
Jesus ever since.

Happy birthday, Dr. Graham.

———

GOP TAX PLAN

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the Republican tax plan.
This bill is nothing but a giveaway to
America’s wealthiest and corporations
on the backs of middle class families.

The GOP tax plan gets rid of com-
monsense policies that the American
people rely upon:

It eliminates the student loan deduc-
tion that helps young people pay for
college;

It eliminates the medical expense de-
duction, which helps families strug-
gling with diseases like Alzheimer’s af-
ford care;

It eliminates the deduction for teach-
ers that helps them purchase supplies
for the classroom; and

It sharply reduces the State and local
tax deductions that my constituents in
Sacramento rely upon.

Meanwhile, when the national debt
grows as a result of the GOP’s un-
funded tax breaks, Republicans will
turn around and justify cuts to earned
benefits like Medicare and Social Secu-
rity.

Middle class Americans shouldn’t be
punished so that the megarich and cor-
porations get a break.

———
O 1215
OPIOID CRISIS

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

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commend President Trump for
his attention to the opioid epidemic
sweeping over our great Nation and his
declaration of a public health emer-
gency.

As we work to address this epidemic,
I was happy to welcome Richard Baum,
the acting director of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy, to Cecil
County in Maryland’s First Congres-
sional District 10 days ago for their
Prescription Drug Take Back Day. My
home State of Maryland has been hit
particularly hard by the opioid crisis.
Last year, 89 percent of all intoxication
deaths in Maryland were linked to
opioid abuse, and the frequency of
opioid-related deaths quadrupled over
the last 7 years.

But despite these frightening statis-
tics, State and Federal lawmakers
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across the country are still pushing to
legalize recreational marijuana. Mari-
juana use increases the risk of cancer,
hinders brain development in adoles-
cents and young adults, and encourages
experimentation with even more dan-
gerous drugs, including opioids.

Mr. Speaker, with the opioid crisis
our Nation is currently fighting, why
on Earth should we increase access to
an addictive gateway drug?

———
REPUBLICAN TAX PLAN

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

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Speaker, I have
grave concerns with the so-called tax
plan Republicans are peddling. It
should be called the Republican tax
scam. Working Americans are being
sold a bill of goods. Let me be crystal
clear: this plan will not cut taxes for
working middle class families. This is a
tax cut for Wall Street and a tax hike
for Main Street. And what does your
family get? More cuts to children’s
education, deep cuts to your
healthcare, and deep cuts to lifesaving
emergency services.

Over 50 million taxpaying households
will pay more taxes every April 15, due
to this tax scam. Let me repeat that
another way. This tax scam gets rid of
credits and deductions for the middle
class and keeps loopholes for corpora-
tions to ship your jobs overseas.

Mr. Speaker, I am completely op-
posed to this tax scam that cuts taxes
for big corporations, and it forces big
cuts to Medicare, education, and Social
Security. This tax scam is wrong.

———
SUPPORT VETERANS

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, the Nation
celebrates Veterans Day. Originally
called Armistice Day, November 11,
1919, marked the end of World War I.

In 1926, Congress passed a resolution
for an annual observance, and Novem-
ber 11 became a national holiday in
1938. In 1954, the holiday was renamed
Veterans Day.

Mr. Speaker, we all want to thank
our veterans for their service to this
Nation, and there is no better way to
do so than to care for them when they
return home. That is why I encourage
my colleagues to support the Veterans
E-Health and Telemedicine Support
Act, or the VETS Act.

This bill will be on the floor this
afternoon, and it will allow VA health
professionals to practice telemedicine
across State borders to care for more of
America’s veterans. This Nation has
the technology available today to pro-
vide care for our veterans, no matter
where they reside. This bill upholds our
promise to be there for our veterans.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the VETS Act and work to give
our veterans access to the best care
possible, no matter where they are or
where they live.

RECOGNIZING DR. JOACHIM FRANK

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

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a constituent of
mine, Dr. Joachim Frank. Dr. Frank is
a faculty member at Columbia Univer-
sity who, earlier this month, along
with his international research col-
leagues, was awarded the 2017 Nobel
Prize in Chemistry.

Dr. Frank becomes the third con-
stituent from New York’s 13th Congres-
sional District who has received this
tremendous honor and crowning
achievement from the Royal Swedish
Academy of Sciences. Dr. Frank’s work
and success is the foundation for sci-
entists to explore and illuminate an al-
most unimaginable world that exists
much beyond what you and I can imag-
ine.

We will see new medicines, curative
therapies, and access to more informa-
tion than we have ever seen before: the
true product and potential of unrelent-
ing intellectual curiosity.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
congratulate my constituent, Dr.
Joachim Frank, and his research part-
ners as the distinguished recipients of
the 2017 Nobel Prize in Chemistry.

RECOGNIZING DIWALI AND HINDU
NEW YEAR

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize Diwali, known
as the Festival of Lights, and to recog-
nize the Hindu New Year.

The Hindu community comes to-
gether wearing their finest clothing to
celebrate this occasion. Families pre-
pare for Goddess Lakshmi’s arrival
weeks in advance by decorating their
porches with colorful designs, or
rangoli; preparing sweets and savories;
and lighting divos. On the night before
Diwali, they light divos, symbolically
asking Bhagwan to expel their igno-
rance and enlighten their souls. Lights,
candles, and fireworks are an integral
part of the festivities.

I was honored to be able to attend
multiple celebrations at the BAPS
mandirs in my district in Levittown,
Warrington, and Souderton. As I trav-
eled from celebration to celebration, I
got to share in the absolute joy of my
constituents as they celebrated with
friends and with family. I was moved to
be asked to participate in the lighting
ceremonies, and I was in awe of the
beauty of the festivals.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to represent
a district that is so diverse and so rich
in its culture.
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OPPOSING RYAN-McCONNELL TAX
PLAN

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, today, 1
come to the people’s House floor in
strong opposition to the Ryan-McCon-
nell billionaires-first tax plan, a plan
that overwhelmingly benefits the
superrich and well-connected, and
scams the middle class and our most
vulnerable Americans.

But don’t just take it from me. Ac-
cording to the Institute on Taxation
and Economic Policy, working families
in my home State of Ohio would see
their taxes increase by $1,000 per year,
while the wealthiest Americans, people
like President Trump, would see their
taxes decrease by as much as $747,000,
according to the Tax Policy Center.

Not to be overshadowed, the Tax Pol-
icy Center also concluded that nearly
80 percent of the bill’s benefits pad the
pockets of the wealthiest Americans.
At the same time, it eliminates the
medical expenses deduction, student
loan deduction, and the new markets
tax credit. That does not seem like fair
taxes to me.

Instead of raising taxes on the middle
class, what we should be doing is allow-
ing for a better future, better opportu-
nities, better jobs, and better wages for
all Americans.

———

REMEMBERING THE LIFE AND
CONTRIBUTIONS OF JUDGE ROB-
ERT LEE BYRD, JR.

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

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to remember the life and con-
tributions of Judge Robert Lee Byrd,
Jr.

Judge Byrd was born in Birmingham
in 1932. He received his bachelor’s de-
gree from Vanderbilt University in
1954, before attending the University of
Alabama School of Law.

He was in private practice in Mobile
for over 20 years and was later ap-
pointed circuit judge in Mobile County.
Judge Byrd was a dedicated member of
the Mobile community. During my
time as an attorney in Mobile, I had
the privilege of practicing in his court
where he conducted himself with im-
mense dignity and professionalism.
Judge Byrd recently passed away, but
his impact will live on.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Ala-
bama’s First Congressional District, I
want to share my deepest sympathies
with his wife, Mary, and his three
daughters. Judge Byrd will never be
forgotten.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:
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OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, November 7, 2017.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on No-
vember 7, 2017, at 9:47 a.m.:

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 1370.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 3031.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3043, HYDROPOWER POL-
ICY MODERNIZATION ACT OF
2017, AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 3441, SAVE
LOCAL BUSINESS ACT

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 607 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 607

Resolved, That at any time after adoption
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3043) to mod-
ernize hydropower policy, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Energy and
Commerce now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute.
The previous question shall be considered as
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ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 3441) to clarify the treatment of
two or more employers as joint employers
under the National Labor Relations Act and
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Education and the Workforce
now printed in the bill shall be considered as
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the bill, as amended, are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended,
and on any further amendment thereto, to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce; and (2) one motion
to recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama is recognized for
1 hour.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, House Res-
olution 607 provides for consideration
of H.R. 3043, the Hydropower Policy
Modernization Act of 2017, and H.R.
3441, the Save Local Business Act.

H.R. 3043 would modernize Federal
regulatory permitting processes for the
licensing of hydropower projects. Spe-
cifically, the bill would designate the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, or FERC, as the lead agency for
these projects.

I am a proud supporter of an all-of-
the-above energy strategy that allows
for not only American energy inde-
pendence, but for American energy
dominance.
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Hydropower should be a part of that
strategy. In the Pacific Northwest es-
pecially, hydropower is a clean and re-
liable energy source that is particu-
larly abundant. There is remarkable
potential for the hydropower industry
in this region and around the United
States.

In 2015, hydropower accounted for ap-
proximately 6 percent of total U.S.
electricity generation and 46 percent of
electricity generation from renewable
sources. However, less than 3 percent of
dams in the U.S. produce electricity.
That shows just how great the poten-
tial is here.
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Through this legislation, we can help
ease regulatory burdens and streamline
the permitting process by naming
FERC as the lead agency for coordi-
nating all Federal authorizations. This
will result in balanced and more timely
decisionmaking and reduce the current
duplicative oversight regime.

So how does this benefit the average
American?

Well, having a reliable power source
is essential to the world today.

Even more, this legislation also has
the potential to lower energy costs and
create good-paying jobs. By doing so,
we can help Americans put away and
keep more of their hard-earned money.

Currently, the hydropower industry
employs a workforce of approximately
143,000 people, and that number would
certainly rise under this legislation as
we unlock our full potential.

Now, some of my colleagues have ex-
pressed concerns that this legislation
could hurt the environment, so I want
to address that.

First, hydropower is an entirely
clean source of renewable energy. In-
creasing hydropower production actu-
ally helps protect the environment and
promote better public health.

Second, the legislation makes clear
that these permitting reforms should
have no effect on this Clean Water Act,
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act,
the Endangered Species Act, the Rivers
and Harbors Act, and the National His-
toric Preservation Act. Those laws and
their protections will remain in place.

This is simply about promoting a re-
liable power source, lowering energy
costs, creating jobs, and unlocking the
full potential of an all-of-the-above en-
ergy strategy.

Mr. Speaker, I will also note that
this rule will provide for consideration
of four amendments to H.R. 3043, in-
cluding one minority and one bipar-
tisan amendment.

The other bill covered by the rule is
H.R. 3441, the Save Local Business Act.
As the sponsor of this legislation, I am
thrilled to see this body taking action
to protect millions of jobs and provide
clarity to America’s workers.

Jesus said that no man can serve two
masters, and there is real wisdom be-
hind what He said as there is wisdom
behind everything He said. His teach-
ings are important every day, but that
basic principle seems particularly im-
portant in the context of this legisla-
tion.

For decades, there was a common-
sense legal test that determined when
two or more separate businesses could
be considered joint employers and held
jointly responsible for the same group
of employees. Employers had to share
direct and immediate control over es-
sential terms and conditions of em-
ployment. As a former labor and em-
ployment attorney who practiced in
this area for decades, I can assure you
this was the standard that everyone
knew and appreciated.

Well, in 2015, the activist National
Labor Relations Board issued a ruling
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in Browning-Ferris Industries that up-
ended this cornerstone of Federal labor
law and created a vague and totally un-
workable new joint employer policy.

Making matters even worse and more
complicated, Federal agencies then in-
corporated the new standard in their
regulatory agenda. Under this new
standard, two independent businesses
could be considered joint employers if
they make a business agreement that
“indirectly” or ‘‘potentially’ impacts
their employees. Under some of these
standards, you can actually be reserved
power.

Just think about the uncertainty and
ambiguity this standard could cause. It
is hard enough for people to even agree
on what exactly those terms mean.
Imagine how confusing it is for Main
Street businesses to understand and
follow that.

This is not some abstract issue. In
fact, I have been hearing and talking
with job creators and workers in my
district about this for years. I have sat
around the restaurant tables and heard
real stories and concerns.

Bob Omainsky, the owner of
Wintzell’s Oyster House in my home
district, had this to say about the con-
fusion caused by the new joint-em-
ployer standard: ‘“‘If we hire an outside
landscaping company to Kkeep our
lawns lush, I could be considered a
joint employer if I show the
landscapers where to mow. Or, if I con-
tract a food supplier for certain ingre-
dients, I could become part of a lawsuit
if one of their workers complains about
overtime pay. The uncertainty is noth-
ing more than governmental overreach
that is crippling eateries like
Wintzell’s and discouraging growth
throughout the restaurant industry.”

This story and example is not unique
to my district. These stories exist all
over the country from Seattle, Wash-
ington, to Miami, Florida; and we
heard a whole bunch of them in the
hearings that we held in committee.
This is why this bill has earned support
from both sides of the aisle. This is not
a partisan issue, but instead this is
about protecting jobs and providing
clarity to workers.

Workers shouldn’t have to wonder
who their employer is. They deserve
better than a vague and confusing rule
that the American Action Forum found
threatens 1.7 million jobs. Even the
Progressive Policy Institute issued a
statement saying the expanded stand-
ard ‘“‘may do more harm than good.”

I also want to make one thing per-
fectly clear: this legislation does not
remove a single worker protection. All
worker protections provided by the Na-
tional Labor Relations Act, the Fair
Labor Standards Act, and the Equal
Pay Act remain unchanged and are
still available.

I also want to dispel the myth that
this legislation is some departure from
the norm. In fact, this legislation sim-
ply restores the agreed-upon legal
standard that existed for decades.

The reality is that the new standard
has created so much confusion and am-
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biguity that no one really knows what
the law is. There are at least nine dif-
ferent legal tests nationwide to deter-
mine joint employer status under the
Fair Labor Standards Act, and there
are more to come.

This patchwork of standards creates
regulatory uncertainty, especially for
job creators doing businesses in mul-
tiple States. Ultimately, this legisla-
tion is about providing clarity to work-
ers and job creators. It is about pro-
tecting the rights of workers and en-
suring employers have clarity on their
responsibilities to their employees, and
it is about preserving the small busi-
nesses that are the backbone of our
local communities.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support House Resolution 607 and the
underlying bills, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Alabama
(Mr. BYRNE) for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes, and I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong opposition to this rule, which
provides for consideration of two deep-
ly flawed pieces of legislation.

H.R. 3043, the Hydropower Policy
Modernization Act of 2017, is yet an-
other attempt by this Republican ma-
jority to prioritize corporate profits
over ensuring people have access to
safe and clean drinking water.

This bill would not only threaten our
clean water, it would also undermine
States’ rights and Tribal rights by
prioritizing power generation above all
else when deciding whether to grant or
extend a license to operate a hydro-
power project.

Simply put, this bill puts profits
ahead of the public interest. By giving
a rubber stamp commission more
power than other expert agencies, the
bill rigs the process in favor of power
producers at the expense of States,
Tribes, and our environment.

This bill prioritizes profits over clean
water and healthy fisheries and should
be strongly defeated. Protecting our
families and our environment should
always be our first priority.

In another giveaway to corporate in-
terests, House Republicans are also
bringing to the floor this week H.R.
3441, the so-called Save Local Business
Act, under the false claim that it
eliminates uncertainty for workers and
protects small businesses.

The truth is a very different story,
Mr. Speaker. Joint employment stand-
ards ensure workers can hold employ-
ers accountable for violating wage and
hour laws, child labor, or refusing to
collectively bargain. This bill rep-
resents a significant and dangerous
break from that standard and would
undermine the rights of American
workers.

This legislation rewards companies
that rent employees from staffing
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agencies instead of hiring them di-
rectly, and allows them to evade re-
sponsibility for upholding the rights of
those employees, even though they
profit from their work.

This bill is not about helping workers
or small businesses. This is all about
giving powerful companies even more
power over their employees.

But, Mr. Speaker, what is just as
troubling as the content of the under-
lying bills is the process Speaker RYAN
and his Republican leadership team
routinely use to call up this terrible
legislation.

Today we are considering the 49th
completely closed rule of the 115th
Congress. That is right. Today House
Republicans are breaking their own
record for the most closed session of
Congress in history. It is astounding.
This is something you would celebrate
in Putin’s Russia, not here in the
United States.

Since he first took the gavel in 2015,
Speaker RYAN has continue to shame-
lessly break his promise to allow a fair
and open legislative process here in
this House.

In Speaker RYAN’s first speech as
Speaker in October of 2015, he said:
“We need to let every Member con-
tribute. . . . Open up the process. Let
people participate. A neglected minor-
ity will gum up the works. A respected
minority will work in good faith. In-
stead of trying to stop the majority,
they might try to become the major-
ity.”

Speaker RYAN and I disagree on a
great many issues, but I strongly agree
with what he said in that 2015 speech.
We do need to let every Member con-
tribute and open up the process here in
the House. We do need the majority
party to respect the minority party so
we can actually work together on bi-
partisan solutions.

But in the 2 years since Speaker
RYAN took the gavel, he has, sadly,
failed to deliver on his commitment to
open up the legislative process. Things
have only gotten worse. In fact, Speak-
er RYAN is the only Speaker who has
not allowed a truly open rule to give
Members the opportunity and the
chance to do what their constituents
sent them here to do and to offer dif-
ferent perspectives and ideas on how to
improve legislation.

With each new closed rule they bring
to the floor, shutting out amendments
from both Democrats and Republicans,
the cynical hypocrisy grows louder and
louder. Instead of the people’s House,
this has, sadly, become ‘‘only the peo-
ple who agree with PAUL RYAN’s
House.”

I guess my question for the Speaker
would be: Did you mean any of what
you said? Did you forget all those
promises you made? Or did you have
absolutely no intention of Kkeeping
those promises once you were in
power?”’

Every single Member of this House of
Representatives was elected to rep-
resent the people of their district, but
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we cannot do that if the party in the
majority blatantly uses strong-arm
tactics like these that prevent us from
doing our jobs.

In 2015, Speaker RYAN also said: “We
need to return to regular order. We are
the body closest to the people. Every 2
years, we face the voters. . . . We rep-
resent them. We are supposed to study
up and do the homework that they can-
not do. So when we do not follow reg-
ular order—when we rush to pass bills
a lot of us do not understand—we are
not doing our job. Only a fully func-
tioning House can truly represent the
people.”

Where do I begin?

Literally just a few months ago,
Speaker RYAN and the Republican lead-
ers of this House were recKklessly
steamrolling their healthcare bill to
the House floor without holding any-
thing close to the number of hearings
that we held when the Affordable Care
Act was passed.

Instead, they led a haphazard process
where the bill was drafted in secret be-
hind closed doors—locked doors—with-
out any input from rank and file Mem-
bers of Congress and the American peo-
ple. Mr. Speaker, that is not regular
order. That is unconscionable. That
disrespects this House.

Today, when asked by a reporter
about this record-breaking closed proc-
ess, Speaker RYAN responded: ‘‘Abso-
lutely we have an open process.”’

Really?

Let’s review his record this Congress:
Zero open rules—zero. Forty-nine com-
pletely closed rules.

Open process?

Open process my foot, Mr. Speaker.

I guess in the age of Donald Trump,
words simply don’t matter anymore.
Black is white, up is down, open is
closed, and politicians can say what-
ever they think sounds good and they
think they can get away with it—facts
be damned.

If Speaker RYAN were serious about a
fair and open process, he would not
turn this House into a rubber stamp for
Donald Trump. He would let us be the
independent voice the people of our dis-
tricts elected us to be. He would not
routinely shut out the voices of Demo-
crats and Republicans. He would let
this House actually debate the serious
legislation and issues that come before
us.
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With one closed rule after another on
each bill that comes to the floor,
Speaker RYAN has completely shut out
both Democrats and rank-and-file Re-
publicans, routinely blocking amend-
ments we offer.

This is not how the Congress is sup-
posed to work. Our constituents de-
serve a Congress that actually debates
the bills that will affect their lives.
They deserve better.

I refuse to sit by while the Repub-
lican leadership makes a mockery of
this House. American voices will not be
silenced.
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The Speaker may grant promises of
openness, inclusiveness, and regular
order, but we just lived through the
most closed year in the history of this
institution, and the year isn’t even
over yet, Mr. Speaker.

Republicans ought to remember that
they will not always be in the major-
ity. I don’t think a Democratic major-
ity could be this bad on basic process,
even if we tried. But any Member who
votes for this record-breaking closed
rule today had better not have croco-
dile tears for regular order and open-
ness when they find themselves in the
minority some day in the future. Any-
one who supports 49 closed rules and
zero open rules in a single year loses
all credibility on the issue of openness.

My Republican friends should be
ashamed—ashamed—of diminishing
this House and diminishing its Mem-
bers and their thoughtful ideas. I urge
Democrats and Republicans to take a

stand and vote ‘‘no’” on this closed
rule.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am extremely proud of
the work that the Rules Committee
has done this year and of the leader-
ship in this Congress and how we have
handled legislation.

Unlike our Democratic colleagues
who would shut the doors and refuse to
accept late amendments from Mem-
bers, the chairman of our committee
has made it a point to ensure every sin-
gle Member has the opportunity to sub-
mit their amendments and come to the
committee to share their thoughts and
concerns.

Under this model of transparency and
openness, the committee has spent
countless hours listening and consid-
ering Member testimony. In fact, we
have welcomed over 330 Members to
testify, this Congress alone, before the
Rules Committee. We have made in
order 864 amendments, including 403
from Democrats, 341 from Republicans,
and 120 bipartisan amendments.

Unfortunately, our friends across the
aisle have become more interested in
derailing legislation than actually im-
proving legislation. For example,
Democrats politicized an open appro-
priations process by offering poison pill
amendments meant to kill legislation
they had no intention of supporting,
regardless of the outcome.

These tactics have fundamentally
changed the way we do business. In-
stead of offering thoughtful ideas in-
tended to shape a measure, their dila-
tory tactics are for one purpose and
one purpose only: to score political
points.

The Rules Committee will not let
these political games get in the way of
fulfilling the promises we made to the
American people who elected this ma-
jority. That is why the chairman of our
committee has made it a priority to
listen to all Members. I would ask all
of you who come to the Rules Com-
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mittee to watch our committee listen-
ing to all Members.

We are also committed to moving the
majority’s progrowth agenda forward.
As a result of our efforts, we have had
a record of success in this House. To
date, we have passed almost 400 bills
out of the House.

This further underscores that the
House is here to work, we are here to
serve, and we are here to get results.
But the proof is in the facts. John
Adams said: ‘“Facts are stubborn
things.”

As of November 7 of this year, in just
the first session of this Congress, we
have provided for the consideration of
864 amendments on the House floor.
Under Speaker PELOSI, during the en-
tirety of the 111th Congress, both ses-
sions, she had only made in order 778.
You tell me who has an open House and
who had a closed House.

There is no shame on this side at all.
There is great pride in the work we are
doing for the American people, and we
are not going to let anyone get in the
way of our making sure that we fulfill
the promises we made.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
NEWHOUSE), a distinguished member of
the Rules Committee.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, first, I
want to thank my friend, the gen-
tleman from Alabama, for letting me
participate in this very important de-
bate today.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule, but specifically to voice my very
strong support for one of the bills of
the underlying legislation. That would
be H.R. 3043, which is the Hydropower
Policy Modernization Act of 2017.

This legislation, which is sponsored
and spearheaded by my good friend and
fellow Washingtonian, Representative
CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS, will im-
prove the licensing process for U.S. hy-
dropower resources by promoting ac-
countability as well as transparency,
by requiring greater cooperation
among Federal and State agencies, as
well as by reducing needless duplica-
tion of efforts.

Mr. Speaker, I am a strong, steadfast
supporter of hydropower—I admit
that—which, as America’s first renew-
able electricity source, has provided
our country with low-cost, clean, reli-
able energy for over a century. In my
own home State of Washington, nearly
70 percent of our energy is derived from
hydropower.

While there are still some misguided,
extreme efforts to breach our dams and
remove these critical sources of elec-
tric generation, I believe we need to in-
crease our use of clean and renewable
resources. By passing the Hydropower
Policy Modernization Act, we can take
a very major step in doing just that.

Mr. Speaker, FERC, or the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, serves
as the lead agency to coordinate hydro-
power reviews and convene stake-
holders to participate in collaborative,
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transparent public proceedings. How-
ever, FERC lacks the authority to im-
prove the hydropower licensing proc-
ess, including the ability to resolve dis-
putes among agencies and enforce
scheduling deadlines.

Far too often, it is those Federal and
State agencies, as well as other bureau-
cratic bodies, that stand in the way of
moving these licensing efforts forward.
In fact, in response to a House Energy
and Commerce Committee’s sub-
committee hearing, FERC reported
that there are 26 separate cases where
the Commission has finished its envi-
ronmental review and is currently
waiting for action to be completed by
another agency before FERC can issue
a decision on any particular project.

Mr. Speaker, the licensing process for
these projects should not be taking 10
years or more. Natural gas-fired facili-
ties and other carbon-based energy
sources are being approved in consider-
ably less time. Meanwhile, less than 3
percent of the dams in this country
produce electricity.

I will continue to support efforts to
increase hydropower generation that
will provide our country with reliable,
stable, and clean energy. We can usher
in a new era of U.S. energy independ-
ence derived from our very first renew-
able energy source by streamlining
these processes.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this rule and, particularly, its under-
lying legislation, H.R. 3043, the Hydro-
power Policy Modernization Act of
2017.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thought I had heard
everything. The gentleman from Ala-
bama got up and said how proud he is
of the Rules Committee and of the
process in this House. Oh, my God. The
fact that the gentleman would get up
and say that with a straight face, you
take my breath away. It is unbeliev-
able.

Today, we are considering our 49th
closed rule of the 115th Congress, offi-
cially making this the most closed ses-
sion in Congress in history, and the
gentleman is proud of that.

More than half of the rules Repub-
licans have reported out of the Rules
Committee have not allowed any
amendments. That means that no
Member, Democrat or Republican, can
offer their ideas on the House floor.

The gentleman says: Well, we want
to prevent Kkiller amendments from
being made in order. So all the Repub-
licans that offer amendments to the
Rules Committee have Kkiller amend-
ments? It is ridiculous to say that
about the Democratic amendments.

In total, just so the gentleman under-
stands this, in total, the Rules Com-
mittee has blocked more than 1,300
amendments this year. That is 1,300.
They are all killer amendments? They
are all not deserving of a debate in the
people’s House?

They blocked 1,300 amendments, in-
cluding 955 Democratic amendments.
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You blocked 260 Republican amend-
ments and 121 bipartisan amendments.

Blocking these amendments has a
very real impact. A bad process pro-
duces bad policy. Shutting out input
from the vast majority of Members,
both Democrats and Republicans, may
make it easier for you to jam your
agenda through the House, but that
speed comes at the expense of the pol-
icy itself.

When you block amendments, you
are shutting down debate on incredibly
important issues, issues that this
House of Representatives should be de-
bating and voting on.

Here are a few examples of germane
amendments that the majority didn’t
think were worthy of a debate and an
up-or-down vote in the House. These
were totally in order.

There is my bipartisan amendment
to require a Presidential determination
and congressional action to increase
troop levels in Afghanistan. With the
longest war in American history, I
thought maybe it was worth some de-
bate, but the Rules Committee said no
to that.

Also, a bipartisan amendment to
phase out the 2001 Authorization for
Use of Military Force, they blocked
that.

Also, an amendment to ensure that
the U.S. doesn’t withdraw from the
Paris climate agreement—I know my
Republican friends think climate
change is a hoax. They don’t believe in
science. But, you know what? You
ought to have the guts to debate it.
But you blocked it.

You blocked an amendment for fund-
ing for troops in Syria.

You blocked an amendment to create
the National Russian Threat Response
Center.

The list goes on and on and on.

These aren’t Kkiller amendments.
These are important issues that get
blocked time and time again. These
issues are at the very core of our re-
sponsibilities here in Congress, and you
blocked them from even being consid-
ered by the full House.

In this Congress, the majority has
blocked over 1,300 amendments from
coming to the floor. You are proud of
that? That is disgraceful.

I truly hope that breaking the closed
rule record is a wake-up call and that
some of you over there will decide to
do things a little bit differently around
here and a little bit better around here,
starting next week with your tax bill,
but I am not going to hold by breath.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLI-
SON).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would request that all Members
direct their remarks to the Chair.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I urge
Members to vote ‘‘no’> on the Repub-
lican effort to roll back the joint-em-
ployer rule that the Obama administra-
tion promulgated. This joint-employer
rule is an attack on workers, and it is
an attack on franchisee businesses.
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For people watching, Mr. Speaker,
understand that when a franchisor, the
big headquarters, tells a franchisee,
“You have got to do every single thing
we tell you. You basically work for us.
We are going to tell you the size of the
sandwich. We are going to tell you the
kind of oil to use. We are going to tell
you how to schedule your workers. We
are going to, basically, control your
enterprise, though you are supposed to
be an independent business,” the
Obama administration said, ‘“We are
going to treat you as if you are joint
employers.”” So if there is wage theft or
there is unfairness on the job or some
problem that comes up with workers,
then the big company, the head-
quarters, will also be held responsible
for solving the problem.

What the Republicans do today, Mr.
Speaker, is say: ‘‘No, we might impose
all these conditions on you per the
franchisee agreement, but, if there are
problems, it is going to be your prob-
lem, franchisee.”

This is absolutely unfair. As workers
are going all over this country trying
to get higher wages, this is a whole
movement for them to get livable wage
for people who work every single day
at our fast-food chains. They are going
to their local franchisee owners to ask
for those wages.

But if the franchisor says: ‘“You can’t
pay any more than this. We are going
to restrict you in multiple number of
ways. We are going to make you sell
food items at a cost that you can’t
even sustain, like the dollar menu’—
those things cost more than a dollar,
folks. But if the big headquarters says
you have got to charge a dollar as a
promotion, then the franchisee has to
eat that.

But when workers need more money,
the big company makes that impos-
sible, and then workers are left holding
the bag along with the franchisee.

The joint-employer rule, holding
both sides responsible for those wage
thefts to pay for hours, these things
make a more fair process and require
the big headquarters to take responsi-
bility as well.

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this. This is an
antiworker bill. This is an anti-small
business bill, which is somewhat sur-
prising to me, given that my friends on
the other side of the aisle say they are
for small business, but, really, they are
just for big business. If you have any
doubts about that, all you have got to
do is look at this tax bill they are put-
ting out there.

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

Mr. Speaker, when I was giving the
statistics earlier, I left one very impor-
tant one out. I can’t believe I forgot
this.

Of the almost 400 bills we passed in
this House this year, 80 percent of
them have been bipartisan. So this
record production of bills we have had
in the House this year has benefited
both sides of the aisle as we have
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worked together to come up with com-
monsense policies for the American
people.
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I am very proud of that work and
that progress we have made in this
House. The gentleman from Minnesota
acted as if this bill, the Save Local
Business Act, is something to benefit
big companies, but let me tell you who
I, and virtually all of us who are sup-
porting this bill, have heard from:
small businesses in our districts that
are begging us to pass this bill.

I have had dozens of meetings in my
own district. I know of hundreds of
meetings that have been held across
the country between Members of this
House on both sides of the aisle and
small businesses in their districts that
say: Please pass this bill.

This isn’t for the big businesses in
America. This is for the small, Main
Street businesses in our communities
and for the people who work there.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. NORMAN), one of the new-
est Members of the House who has al-
ready made a distinguished mark here.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in adamant support of the rule
and, in particular, of H.R. 3441, the
Save Local Business Act.

Let me say for my good friend from
Massachusetts, you know, the amend-
ments that he is referring to that have
been rejected, they have been rejected
because they are against small busi-
ness and they are for Big Government,
which American voters have rejected
and will continue to reject.

It may be cliché to say that small
and local businesses are the backbone
of our economy, but, at the end of the
day, there is no denying that state-
ment. Small businesses truly are the
engine that keep our economy moving,
and when they suffer, our whole econ-
omy suffers.

Just take the last 8 years with the
minimal growth that we have had.
Since 2015, when the National Labor
Relations Board adopted an expanded
definition of the joint employers stand-
ard, upending decades of precedent and
redefining who an employer is, there
has been much confusion and ambi-
guity. For example, since then, there
have been over 65,000 letters sent to
Congress expressing confusion and ask-
ing for clarity in the aftermath of this
rule.

This is unacceptable. Locally owned
franchises are America’s unseen small
businesses, and in my district alone,
the Fifth District of South Carolina,
there are roughly 2,000 establishments
that provide over 15,000 jobs with an
economic output of over $1 billion.

Small business development, eco-
nomic growth, and entrepreneurs will
continue to be hurt by the National
Labor Relations Board’s excessive
broad definition of the term ‘‘joint em-
ployer.” Until Congress finds a con-
crete solution with this piece of legis-
lation, it will continue to do so.
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This bill, Mr. Speaker, provides clar-
ity for small and local businesses as to
what it means to be a joint employer,
restoring necessary clarity for employ-
ers and employees alike.

I strongly encourage all of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
support this bipartisan bill helping
small businesses all across the Nation,
and I congratulate the Congressman
from Alabama for proposing this bill.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
ELLISON) for a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I include
in the RECORD this letter from United
Steelworkers urging a ‘‘no’’ vote on the
joint employer bill.

UNITED STEELWORKERS,
Pittsburgh, PA, November 1, 2017.
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the
850,000 members of the United Steelworkers
(USW), I strongly urge you to oppose H.R.
3441, the ludicrously named ‘‘Save Local
Business Act’’. The bill has virtually nothing
to do with small businesses but will greatly
restrict the definition of employer under the
Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA).

Targeting a National Labor Relations
Board decision, Browning-Ferris Industries,
H.R. 3441 is not only drafted to repeal a deci-
sion where the employer tried to avoid col-
lective bargaining responsibilities through
subcontracting, but radically changes the
Fair Labor Standards Act. Currently, under
the FLSA, employers cannot hide behind
labor contractors or franchisees when they
set conditions of employment. H.R. 3441
strips nearly a century of workforce protec-
tions to give large employers almost unfet-
tered ability to hide from long established
employer responsibilities.

The rise in temporary or precarious work
in the United States is fast becoming an un-
fortunate norm in the economy. A recent
study on the rise of temporary employment
found the proportion of American workers
engaged in ‘‘alternative work’ jumped from
10.7% to 15.8% in the last decade. When in
the last decade 94% of net job growth is in
the alternative work category, workers con-
tinuously find themselves unable to seek
remedy for their grievances or an ability to
collectively hold their ultimate employer ac-
countable. H.R. 3441 will accelerate the
growth of job-instability as employers will
be able to manipulate the system to avoid
collective bargaining by hiring temporary
employees or contractor employees.

Congress’ responsibility to American work-
ers in this time of rising income inequality
and precarious work must be to improve ac-
cess to collective bargaining and stop em-
ployer circumvention of U.S. labor laws, not
to weaken them. H.R. 3441 strips workers of
another tool to hold their employers ac-
countable. A vote for this legislation is a
vote against working people and the right to
democratic representation in the workplace.
I urge you to vote no on H.R. 3441.

Sincerely,
LEO W. GERARD,
International President.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I in-
clude in the RECORD a letter from the
Signatory Wall and Ceiling Contractors
Alliance, which says that this legisla-
tion would not benefit small businesses
that create good jobs. It actually would
place such employers at a permanent
competitive disadvantage to unscrupu-
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lous companies that seek to thrive
solely at the expense of the workers
and taxpayer-funded social safety net
programs.

SIGNATORY WALL AND
CEILING CONTRACTORS ALLIANCE,
Saint Paul, MN, October 5, 2017.

Hon. PAUL RYAN,
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Minority Leader, House of Representatives,

Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER AND LEADER PELOSI: 1
am writing on behalf of the Signatory Wall
and Ceiling Contractors Alliance (SWACCA)
to express our strong opposition to H.R. 3441,
the ‘‘Save Local Business Act.”” This legisla-
tion will not benefit honest small businesses
that create good jobs with family-sustaining
wages and benefits. It will actually place
such employers at a permanent competitive
disadvantage to unscrupulous companies
that seek to thrive solely at the expense of
their workers and taxpayer-funded social
safety-net programs.

SWACCA is a national alliance of wall and
ceiling contractors committed to working in
partnership with our workers and our cus-
tomers to provide the highest-quality, most
efficient construction services. Through the
superior training, skill, and efficiency of our
workers SWACCA contractors are able to
provide both cost-effective construction
services and middle class jobs with health
and retirement benefits. Our organization
prides itself on representing companies that
accept responsibility for paying fair wages,
abiding by health and safety standards,
workers compensation laws, and unemploy-
ment insurance requirements.

Unfortunately, however, we increasingly
find ourselves bidding against companies
that seek to compete solely on the basis of
labor costs. They do so by relieving them-
selves of the traditional obligations associ-
ated with being an employer. The news is lit-
tered with examples of contractors who have
sought to reduce costs by willfully violating
the laws governing minimum wage, over-
time, workers compensation unemployment
insurance, and workplace safety protections.
The key to this disturbing business model is
a cadre of labor brokers who claim to provide
a company with an entire workforce that fol-
lows them to job after job. It is a workforce
that the actual wall or ceiling contractor
controls as a practical matter, but for which
it takes no legal responsibility. In this model
workers receive no benefits, are rarely cov-
ered by workers compensation or unemploy-
ment insurance, and are frequently not paid
in compliance with federal and state wage
laws. The joint employment doctrine is an
important means for forcing these unscrupu-
lous contractors to compete on a level play-
ing field and to be held accountable for the
unlawful treatment of the workers they uti-
lize.

As an association representing large, me-
dium, and small businesses, we oppose H.R.
3441 because it proposes a radical, unprece-
dented re-definition of joint employment
under both the FLSA and the NLRA that
goes far beyond reversing the standard ar-
ticulated by the NLRB in Browning-Ferris or
retuning to any concept of joint employment
that has ever existed under the FLSA since
the Act’s passage. H.R. 3441’s radical and un-
precedented redefinition of joint employ-
ment would proliferate the use of fly-by-
night labor brokers by ensuring that no con-
tractor using a workforce provided by a
labor broker would ever be deemed a joint
employer. This is because the bill precludes
a finding of joint employment unless a com-
pany controls each ‘“‘of the essential terms



H8540

and conditions of employment (including
hiring employees, discharging employee, de-
termining individual employee rates of pay
and benefits, day-to-day supervision of em-
ployees, assigning individual work schedules,
positions and tasks, and administering em-
ployee discipline)”’. H.R. 3441 goes further by
expressly countenancing a company using
labor brokers retaining control of the essen-
tial aspects of the workers’ employment in a
“limited and routine manner’’ without fac-
ing any risk of being a joint employer.

Simply put, H.R. 3441 would create a stand-
ard that would surely accelerate a race to
the bottom in the construction industry and
many other sectors of the economy. It would
further tilt the field of competition against
honest, ethical businesses. Any concerns
about the prior administration’s recently-re-
scinded interpretative guidance on joint em-
ployment under the FLSA or the NLRB’s
joint employment doctrine enunciated in
Browning-Ferris can be addressed in a far
more responsible manner. Make no mistake,
H.R. 3441 does not return the law to any
prior precedents or standards. It creates a
radical, new standard. This standard will
help unethical employers get rich not be cre-
ating more value, but instead by ensuring
their ability to treat American workers as a
permanent pool of low-wage, subcontracted
labor that has neither benefits nor any
meaningful recourse against them under our
nation’s labor and employment laws.

On behalf of the membership of SWACCA,
thank you in advance for your attention to
our concerns about this legislation. Please
do not hesitate to contact me if you have
any questions or require additional informa-
tion.

Sincerely,
TIMOTHY J. WIES,
President.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to go back to
this point I have been making about
how this is now officially the most
closed Congress in history, and I think
people need to keep that in mind before
they vote for this rule.

But the gentleman from Alabama,
again—I guess in this age of Trump, I
mean, you can twist things all kinds of
different ways, you know—bragged
about all this great bipartisanship
here. In that number that he was refer-
ring to, a number of bills that were
supported in a bipartisan way, a big
chunk of them are things like naming
post offices, suspension bills that are
not controversial, Hats Off to Teachers
Day, those types of bills.

But on major legislation, whether it
is healthcare or whether it is this
crummy tax bill that they are going to
be bringing up, this place is polarized
because they block out any competing
ideas.

Let me again reiterate for my col-
leagues: the Rules Committee has
blocked more than 1,300 amendments
this year. That is just this year alone.

Now, I already mentioned amend-
ments on the AUMF, climate change,
Afghanistan, and more. I think those
are important subjects. But the Mem-
bers offering these amendments, I
think, no matter what you believe
about these amendments, deserve the
right to be heard by the whole House
and to receive an up-or-down vote.

But here are a few more examples of
the germane amendments that my
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friends on the Republican side on the
Rules Committee blocked under the
closed and structured rules. They
blocked an amendment to prohibit the
repeal of DACA.

You know, I mean, 800,000 people’s
lives now are in the balance because of
Donald Trump rescinding the protec-
tion for these DREAMers, and he said:
Congress, you do it. You fix it.

Well, we tried to bring an amend-
ment to the floor to have a debate and
fix it, and if my Republican friends
don’t want to vote for it, they can vote
“no.” But they blocked it. They
blocked an amendment to bar funds
from being spent on this stupid, idiotic
wall that the President seems enam-
ored with along our border. They
blocked an amendment to increase
funding to fight rural domestic vio-
lence and child abuse. They blocked
several amendments to ensure the
Trump family doesn’t profit off the
Presidency, and we all know that they
are, but we can’t even have that de-
bate.

They blocked an amendment to pro-
tect asylum seekers and human traf-
ficking victims, and they blocked an
amendment to ensure victims of incest
can have access to abortion care. I can
go on and on and on. I mean, they
blocked Congressman GROTHMAN’S
budget amendment twice. He is a Re-
publican. It was germane. He even tes-
tified before the Rules Committee, but
you blocked it.

Last week, you blocked Representa-
tive JIMMY DUNCAN’s amendment to
allow doctors to practice medicine out
of State on a volunteer basis. Germane.
It may be a good idea. It deserves to be
debated. You blocked it.

Is that a poison pill? Is that what the
gentleman was referring to? You know,
process matters, and it matters for this
reason, because when you have a lousy
process, you end up with a lousy prod-
uct.

I know it is not sexy to talk about
process, you know, but it is important.
It is important that we do our jobs, we
debate these issues, and that we listen
to Democrats and Republicans, you
know, come before us with ideas: some
we may agree with, some we may not,
but let’s have that debate. What is
wrong with that? Why is that such a
radical idea in this place? To get up
and say I am proud of this; I am proud
that we are now the most closed Con-
gress in the history of our country?
That is something to be proud of?

I think that is something to be
ashamed of. I think it diminishes this
House of Representatives, and it dimin-
ishes every single member of this
House, Democrats and Republicans
alike.

This is supposed to be a deliberative
body. Let’s deliberate. Let’s not nego-
tiate things in the back room and then
rush it to the floor and demand an up-
or-down vote. You know, you don’t
have a monopoly on good ideas, and
there are people in your own party who
have some good ideas, too, and I think
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we have good ideas as well. And if you
want bipartisanship, true bipartisan-
ship, and you want to end the polariza-
tion, open the process a little bit. That
would be helpful.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased and
very proud of the bipartisanship that
we have had in this House this year to
pass all these bills. Let me note just
two very substantive bills, one last
week and one today.

Last week, we passed a bill that got
rid of this IPAB group that is going to
take money, is proposed to take money
out of Medicare. It was cosponsored by
45 Democrats, and dozens and dozens of
Democrats voted for it on the floor last
week. Today, this Save Local Business
Act is bipartisan in its sponsorship
and, I predict, on the vote of the floor
today.

Now, how important is that? Let me
read to you just a few of the organiza-
tions that support this bill: the Amer-
ican Hotel and Lodging Association,
the Asian American Hotel Owners As-
sociation, Associated Builders and Con-
tractors, Associated General Contrac-
tors, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce,
the Coalition for a Democratic Work-
place, the Coalition to Save Local
Businesses, The Latino Coalition, Na-
tional Association of Home Builders,
National Association of Manufacturers,
National Council of Chain Restaurants,
National Retail Federation, U.S. Trav-
el Association, the Capital Research
Center, Generation Opportunity, Herit-
age Action for America, Hispanic Lead-
ership Fund, the Independent Women’s
Institute for Liberty, the James Madi-
son Institute, the National Taxpayers
Union, the Tea Party Nation, Food
Marketing Institute, National
Franchisee Association, National
Apartment Association, Retail Indus-
try Leaders Association, and the Work-
place Fairness Institute, and I could
have dozens and dozens more.

The truth of the matter is, these are
very important bills that we bring be-
fore this floor, and most of them are bi-
partisan. The ones we have today are
bipartisan bills.

Mr. Speaker, I would say to you that
this House has a lot to be proud of, of
the great work we have done this year,
and I am most proud of the fact that,
in most of those cases, we have been
working together.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is right,
we can work together and come to-
gether in a bipartisan way to pass a
post office bill, to name a post office
after somebody, but my friends didn’t
think it was important to come to-
gether and work with us on improving
the Affordable Care Act, totally cut
out of the process.

I am willing to bet that when the tax
bill comes up, the tax bill that is going
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to give wealthy people a big tax break
and raise taxes on a lot of middle-in-
come families, that will be a very
closed process as well. So yeah, you
know, Hats Off to Teachers Day, nam-
ing post offices, stuff that, I mean,
Western civilization, as we know it,
doesn’t hinge upon, yeah, there is lot of
bipartisanship here.

We had a couple of bills yesterday
that passed unanimously. I mean, we
had votes on them. They were non-
controversial. But when it comes to
anything really meaningful, there is no
bipartisanship, and there is no open-
ness here.

Again, let me repeat, so my col-
leagues understand this. This is the
most closed session of Congress ever in
history, and the year is not even over
yet. Today, we are considering the 49th
closed rule of the 115th Congress, offi-
cially making it the most closed ses-
sion of Congress in history. More than
half of the rules the Republicans have
reported out of the Rules Committee
have not allowed any amendments.
They have blocked over 1,300 amend-
ments.

Speaker RYAN now is the only speak-
er who has not allowed an open rule.
Speakers Boehner, PELOSI, Hastert, and
Gingrich all allowed some open rules.
This is the first time we never had one.

Mr. Speaker, again, I would say to
my colleagues, process matters, and
this is really a sad day for this House,
for this institution, and I hope my Re-
publican friends think about it a little
bit because you are doing great damage
to this institution, and that makes me
very sad.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, when we adopt this rule
later on this afternoon, when we adopt
my bill, let me tell you who is going to
be happy. Tens and tens of thousands of
small businesses and hundreds of thou-
sands of their employees across Amer-
ica, that is who is going to be happy.

And you know what, we are not here
to make ourselves happy. We are here
to make the people who sent us here
and expect us to do their business, we
are here to make them happy, and we
are going to make them happy today,
as we have done over and over again
this year, by passing legislation that
works for them, not for us.

So there may be some unhappiness in
the room because we haven’t made
every little amendment in order for
this floor, but we have made the
amendments that matter to the Amer-
ican people, and, more importantly, we
passed legislation that matters to the
American people, and I am very proud
of that, and the American people, in-
deed, are happy.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to remind
my colleagues as well that the bill that
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the gentleman from Alabama is talk-
ing about, his bill, when it—in the
Rules Committee last night, the Rules
Committee thought it was appropriate
to block three germane amendments
from the ranking member of the Edu-
cation and the Workforce Committee. I
mean, that is the process that we are
dealing with here.

The ranking member of that com-
mittee does not have the opportunity
to bring his ideas to the floor and de-
bate them and get a vote up or down on
it. That is not right, and the Rules
Committee, unfortunately, is becoming
a place where democracy goes to die,
where every good idea is routinely shot
down, and it has to stop.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask my
colleagues to defeat the previous ques-
tion. And I want to say to my col-
leagues that, a month ago, I stood at
this very podium, following our Na-
tion’s deadliest mass shooting in Las
Vegas, asking my colleagues to defeat
the previous question so that we can
begin to study gun violence.
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Now I stand here again, after yet an-
other unthinkable tragedy, begging my
colleagues to allow us to take this
small first step following Sunday’s
deadly mass shooting at First Baptist
Church in Texas.

Twenty-six people in that church lost
their lives to gun violence, and that is
from one single shooting. On an aver-
age day, 93 Americans are killed with
guns.

I would like to ask my colleagues
again: What will it take?

If the deaths of those children in
Sandy Hook Elementary School
weren’t enough for Congress to take
action, if the 49 lives lost in Orlando
weren’t enough, if the 58 lives lost in
Las Vegas weren’t enough, and if the 26
lives lost in Texas on Sunday aren’t
enough, then nothing may ever be
enough for Congress to have the cour-
age to do the right thing.

But I am hoping that is not true.
Today we can decide to take the first
step in fighting gun violence with one
vote. If we defeat the previous ques-
tion, I will offer an amendment to the
rule to bring up H. Res. 367, which
would establish the Select Committee
on Gun Violence Prevention.

It is time that we start having seri-
ous discussions about this problem.
Moments of silence and calls for prayer
are not enough. We have been doing
that. It is time for us to get serious.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with extra-
neous material, immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how
much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 7 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we are bringing to the
floor two bills today that I think are
bad bills. But, nonetheless, they rep-
resent the thinking of the Republicans
who are in charge of this Congress.

What is particularly distressing to
me is that, on one of those measures, it
is being brought to the floor under a
completely closed process.

As I mentioned, last night, the rank-
ing member of the Education and the
Workforce Committee came before the
Rules Committee to offer three ger-
mane amendments, and the Rules Com-
mittee said: No, you don’t have the
right to have a debate on your ideas,
even though they are perfectly ger-
mane, on the House floor.

I think that is lousy. As a result, we
come today and we make history. This
is now officially the most closed Con-
gress ever in the history of our coun-
try. My friends on the other side of the
aisle are getting up and talking about
how proud they are. They talk about
bipartisanship. What they don’t tell
you is that most of the bipartisanship
are on things that really don’t mean a
lot: naming of post offices and bills
that pass by 435-0. On big things, on
important issues, they block us. I men-
tioned some of the things they blocked.

I know a lot of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle care deeply about the
DREAMers, since Donald Trump de-
cided to throw their fates into the bal-
ance. They want to do something to
help these young people, many of
whom came when they were 1 year old
or 2 years old and know no other coun-
try as their home but this country. We
tried to fix that legislatively, as the
President said he wanted us to do, and
the Republican majority blocked us.
They blocked us.

We tried to offer an amendment
again to say let’s not invest a gazillion
dollars on a border wall. Let’s invest in
our people. Let’s build up our infra-
structure. Let’s construct the finest
railway system in the United States—
in the world—over the next decade.
They blocked us.

We had an amendment to increase
funding to fight rural domestic vio-
lence and child abuse, and they blocked
us.

We had an amendment to say we need
to ensure that this culture of corrup-
tion that we see in the White House
doesn’t grow any bigger, that the
Trump family doesn’t benefit from the
taxpayers, they don’t benefit finan-
cially from the taxpayers, and we were
blocked on that as well.

Then we have been blocked on
amendments to debate these wars that
have gone on for years and years. The
war in Afghanistan is endless. It is the
longest war in American history. We
can’t have a debate on the floor. We are
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told that it is not appropriate and that
it is not the right time.

The bottom line is, what my friends
on the other side of the aisle are doing
is they are running this place in a very
authoritarian way, basically saying: It
is our way, and that is it. It is our way
or the highway, and you don’t matter.

Well, we have had enough. We have
had enough of being shut out, and we
are not going to shut up. We are not
going to sit by and allow this pattern
of closed rules and closed processes to
continue without a protest. This is a
serious matter.

For the Speaker of the House in his
press conference today to get up and
say, ‘‘Oh, we have a very open house,”’
I mean, where is he living?

That does not reflect the reality.
Maybe Donald Trump can say those
kind of things that don’t reflect re-
ality, but the Speaker of the House
ought to know that today, under his
leadership, this has become the most
closed House ever, and it diminishes
this institution and it diminishes every
single Member of this institution.

So vote ‘‘no’” on this rule. I urge my
Republican friends, who care about
process, who want this place to be
more deliberative, to vote ‘“‘no.” Send a
message to your leadership that you
have had enough.

If you want more bipartisan legisla-
tion, if you want a less polarized Con-
gress, then open the process up a little
bit. I have news for you, if you do,
maybe the popularity of Congress will
go up a little bit. I think we are at,
like, 12 or 13 percent now. Maybe that
might get you up to 15 or 16 percent.
But it is the right thing to do.

This is not the way we are supposed
to run a legislative body. When you do
it this way, you end up with lousy leg-
islation. Your healthcare bill was a dis-
aster. It reflected no input from any-
body. Thank God the Senate said no to
it. We see the same thing going on with
the tax bill.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no’ on the previous question so
maybe we can bring up a little bit of a
debate on the need for a select com-
mittee to study gun violence. But,
please, vote ‘“‘no’’ on this. Please send a
message to the Republican leadership
that enough is enough and we are tired
of these closed rules.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair would again ask Members to di-
rect remarks to the Chair.

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

Mr. Speaker, this has been a very
open process. At the beginning, you
recognized me for an hour and I gave,
as is customary, half of my time to the
other side so that they could present
their side.

In our committee, the Rules Com-
mittee, we let anyone who wants to
come—any Member who wants to come
and basically say whatever they want
to say for as long as they want to say
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it. We don’t really have any rules in
the Rules Committee because we want
to have it so open, we want to give ev-
erybody such an opportunity, that we
let everybody come and say whatever
they want. Then we take it all into ac-
count and we make some amendments
in order and some not.

Because we have done our job so well
this year, we have had so many bills in
the House—and the House has passed
them all—that this House is just about
a record-breaking House in terms of
what we are passing. Yes, our friends
over in the Senate haven’t passed a lot
of them. I don’t think the American
people like that. I think the American
people want the Senate to get to work
like the House has been at work.

This is important work, and we are
here to do it and not play games. The
bills that are under this rule are very
important bills.

I have heard a lot about climate
change. The gentleman may suggest
that people on our side of the aisle
don’t understand science. I am not a
scientist, but I do understand climate
change. I do understand from the peo-
ple who are worried about it, and a lot
of people are legitimately worried
about it. The only thing you can do
about that is to have alternative
sources of energy.

Hydroenergy is one of those sources.
You don’t release any carbon molecules
in the air when you generate elec-
tricity using water. So one of the bills
addresses that.

The other bill—my bill—the Save the
Local Business Act, is a very impor-
tant bill, a bipartisan bill. There are
bipartisan sponsors on this bill. As I
said earlier, there are tens of thou-
sands of businesses around America
and hundreds of thousands of employ-
ees of those businesses that are aching
for us to pass this bill.

So far from being small things that
don’t matter—by the way, saying nice
things about teachers isn’t a small
thing. I think it is a big thing. These
are important pieces of legislation, and
I am proud of the work that this House
has done to make sure that we consider
them and pass them.

Mr. Speaker, I again urge my col-
leagues to support House Resolution
607 and the underlying bills.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 607 OFFERED BY

MR. MCGOVERN:

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 3. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the resolution (H. Res. 367) to estab-
lish the Select Committee on Gun Violence
Prevention. The first reading of the resolu-
tion shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the resolution
are waived. General debate shall be confined
to the resolution and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Rules. After general debate
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the resolution shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. All points
of order against provisions in the resolution
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the resolution for amendment the
Committee shall rise and report the resolu-
tion to the House with such amendments as
may have been adopted. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
resolution and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except one
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. If the Committee of the Whole rises
and reports that it has come to no resolution
on the resolution, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
resolution.

SEC. 4. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of House Resolu-
tion 367.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘“‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. ... When the
motion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
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“Amending Special Rules” states: ‘“‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on:

Adopting the resolution, if ordered;
and

Agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 233, nays
182, not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 610]

YEAS—233
Abraham Comstock Graves (LA)
Aderholt Conaway Graves (MO)
Allen Cook Griffith
Amash Costello (PA) Grothman
Amodei Cramer Guthrie
Arrington Crawford Handel
Babin Culberson Harper
Bacon Curbelo (FL) Harris
Banks (IN) Davidson Hartzler
Barletta Davis, Rodney Hensarling
Barr Denham Herrera Beutler
Barton Dent Hice, Jody B.
Bergman DeSantis Higgins (LA)
Biggs Diaz-Balart Hill
Bilirakis Donovan Holding
Bishop (MI) Duffy Hollingsworth
Bishop (UT) Duncan (SC) Huizenga
Black Duncan (TN) Hultgren
Blackburn Dunn Hunter
Blum Emmer Hurd
Bost Estes (KS) Issa
Brady (TX) Farenthold Jenkins (KS)
Brat Faso Jenkins (WV)
Brooks (AL) Ferguson Johnson (LA)
Brooks (IN) Fitzpatrick Johnson (OH)
Buchanan Fleischmann Johnson, Sam
Buck Flores Jordan
Bucshon Fortenberry Joyce (OH)
Budd Foxx Katko
Burgess Franks (AZ) Kelly (MS)
Byrne Frelinghuysen Kelly (PA)
Calvert Gaetz King (IA)
Carter (GA) Gallagher King (NY)
Carter (TX) Gianforte Kinzinger
Chabot Gibbs Knight
Cheney Gohmert Kustoff (TN)
Coffman Goodlatte Labrador
Cole Gosar LaHood
Collins (GA) Gowdy LaMalfa
Collins (NY) Granger Lamborn
Comer Graves (GA) Lance

Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.

Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat

Perry
Peterson
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)

NAYS—182

Esty (CT)
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern

Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

McNerney
Meeks
Meng

Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Pingree
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen

Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto

Speier
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
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Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz

Brady (PA)
Bridenstine
Cummings
DesJarlais
Garrett
Hastings

Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine

Watson Coleman
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Welch
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—17

Hoyer

Hudson
Huffman
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Pocan
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Polis

Rice (SC)
Roybal-Allard
Thompson (MS)
Wilson (FL)

Messrs. HIMES, WALZ, and JONES

changed their vote from

una,y‘n

33

yea’” to

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JoDpy B. HICE of Georgia). The question
is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 233, noes 182,
not voting 17, as follows:

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Banks (IN)
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis

[Roll No. 611]

AYES—233

Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Estes (KS)
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Holding
Hollingsworth
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter

Hurd

Issa

Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam

Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lewis (MN)
LoBiondo
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
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Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
dJ.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F

Ellison
Engel

Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Evans

Foster
Frankel (FL)

Brady (PA)
Bridenstine
Cummings
DesJarlais
Garrett
Hastings

Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton

Trott

NOES—182

Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
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Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Soto
Speier
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—17

Hoyer

Hudson
Huffman
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Pocan

Polis
Roybal-Allard
Scalise
Thompson (MS)
Wilson (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of
the Journal, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 225, nays
184, answered ‘‘present’” 3, not voting
20, as follows:

[Roll No. 612]

YEAS—225
Abraham Donovan Long
Adams Duncan (SC) Loudermilk
Aderholt Duncan (TN) Lowenthal
Allen Dunn Lowey
Amodei Emmer Lucas
Arrington Engel Luetkemeyer
Bacon Eshoo Lujan Grisham,
Banks (IN) Estes (KS) M.
Barletta Evans Maloney,
Barr Farenthold Carolyn B.
Barton Ferguson Marino
Beatty Fleischmann Marshall
Bilirakis Fortenberry Massie
Bishop (GA) Foster McCarthy
Bishop (UT) Frankel (FL) McCaul
Black Franks (AZ) McClintock
Blackburn Frelinghuysen McCollum
Blumenauer Gabbard McEachin
Bonamici Garamendi McHenry
Brady (TX) Gianforte McMorris
Brat Goodlatte Rodgers
Brooks (AL) Gowdy McNerney
Brooks (IN) Granger Meadows
Brown (MD) Green, Al Meehan
Buchanan Griffith Meeks
Bucshon Grothman Meng
Budd Guthrie Messer
Bustos Hanabusa Mitchell
Butterfield Handel Moolenaar
Byrne Harper Mooney (WV)
Calvert Harris Moulton
Carter (TX) Hartzler Mullin
Cartwright Heck Murphy (FL)
Castro (TX) Hensarling Nadler
Chabot Higgins (LA) Newhouse
Chu, Judy Hill Norman
Cicilline Himes Nunes
Clay Hollingsworth O’Rourke
Cleaver Hultgren Olson
Cohen Issa Pelosi
Cole Jeffries Perlmutter
Collins (NY) Johnson (LA) Pingree
Comer Johnson, Sam Posey
Comstock Kaptur Quigley
Cook Keating Roby
Cooper Kelly (MS) Roe (TN)
Cramer Kelly (PA) Rogers (KY)
Crawford Kennedy Rooney, Francis
Crist Kildee Rooney, Thomas
Culberson King (IA) J.
Davidson King (NY) Rosen
Davis (CA) Krishnamoorthi Roskam
Dayvis, Danny Kuster (NH) Ross
DeGette Kustoff (TN) Rothfus
DeLauro Labrador Royce (CA)
DelBene LaMalfa Ruppersberger
Demings Lamborn Russell
Dent Larson (CT) Rutherford
Deutch Latta Sanford
Diaz-Balart Lawrence Schneider
Dingell Lewis (MN) Schweikert
Doggett Lipinski Scott (VA)

Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stefanik

Aguilar
Amash
Babin
Barragan
Bass
Bera
Bergman
Beyer
Biggs
Bishop (MI)
Blum
Blunt Rochester
Bost
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brownley (CA)
Buck
Burgess
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Carter (GA)
Castor (FL)
Cheney
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clyburn
Coffman
Collins (GA)
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Correa
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
Delaney
Denham
DeSantis
DeSaulnier
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duffy
Espaillat
Esty (CT)
Faso
Fitzpatrick
Flores
Foxx
Fudge
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Gibbs
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
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Stewart
Takano
Taylor
Thornberry
Tiberi
Titus

Trott
Tsongas
Upton

Vela
Wagner
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi

NAYS—184

Gosar
Gottheimer
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Gutiérrez
Hastings
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (NY)
Holding
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko

Kelly (IL)
Khanna
Kihuen
Kilmer

Kind
Kinzinger
Knight
LaHood
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Lawson (FL)
Lee

Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Love

Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Mast

Matsui
McGovern
McKinley
McSally
Moore
Napolitano
Neal

Noem

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
Palazzo
Pallone

Walz
Wasserman
Schultz

Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Yarmuth
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Palmer
Panetta
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Price (NC)
Raskin
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rogers (AL)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Ros-Lehtinen
Rouzer

Ruiz

Rush

Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smucker
Soto

Stivers
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (PA)
Tipton
Torres
Turner
Valadao
Vargas
Veasey
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—3

Ellison

Brady (PA)
Bridenstine
Cummings
DesJarlais
Garrett
Gohmert
Grijalva

Rice (SC)

Hoyer

Hudson
Huffman
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Pascrell

Tonko

NOT VOTING—20

Pocan

Polis
Roybal-Allard
Scalise
Thompson (MS)
Wilson (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-

ing.
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So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 611 and
“yea” on rollcall No. 612.

———

GOLD STAR FAMILY SUPPORT
AND INSTALLATION ACCESS ACT
OF 2017

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Armed Services be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the bill (H.R.
3897) to amend title 10, United States
Code, to provide for the issuance of the
Gold Star Installation Access Card to
the surviving spouse, dependent chil-
dren, and other next of kin of a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces who dies while
serving on certain active or reserve
duty, to ensure that a remarried sur-
viving spouse with dependent children
of the deceased member remains eligi-
ble for installation benefits to which
the surviving spouse was previously el-
igible, and for other purposes, and ask
for its immediate consideration in the
House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MOOLENAAR). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ne-
braska?

There was no objection.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3897

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Gold Star
Family Support and Installation Access Act
of 2017°.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Since World War I, the gold star symbol
has been used by American families to honor
members of the Armed Forces who have
given their lives in service to the Nation.

(2) Surviving families of deceased members
of the Armed Forces confront many chal-
lenges, often made worse by policies that fail
to compassionately honor the memory of
their loved one’s service and sacrifice to the
Nation.

(3) There is an obligation to ensure that
the Gold Star family connections to the
military community remain an eternal bond
providing strength and comfort to surviving
family members and to those still serving.

(4) Individual military services have recog-
nized the need to provide installation access
to Gold Star families to attend memorial
events, visit gravesites, and access other
benefits for which family members are eligi-
ble and entitled.

(5) Surviving families of deceased members
of the Armed Forces relocate to other parts
of the country, often far away from the serv-
ice installation where their loved one last
served.

(6) Current Department of Defense policy
rescinds on-base Dbenefits to surviving
spouses of deceased service members who re-
marry, even when dependent children under
the guardianship of the surviving spouse re-
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main eligible for benefits, effectively ren-

dering these benefits inaccessible by the

children of the deceased member.

SEC. 3. ISSUANCE OF GOLD STAR INSTALLATION
ACCESS CARDS.

(a) ISSUANCE AND CONDITIONS ON USE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 57 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 1126 the following new section:
“§1126a. Gold Star Installation Access Card:

issuance and protections

“(a) ISSUANCE TO GOLD STAR SURVIVING
SPOUSE AND DEPENDENT CHILDREN OF DE-
CEASED MEMBER REQUIRED.—The Secretary
concerned shall provide for the issuance of a
standardized Gold Star Installation Access
Card to the widow and dependent children of
a deceased member of the armed forces de-
scribed in section 1126(a) of this title to fa-
cilitate their ability to gain unescorted ac-
cess to military installations for the purpose
of attending memorial events, visiting
gravesites, and obtaining the on-installation
services and benefits to which they are enti-
tled or eligible.

‘“(b) ISSUANCE TO OTHER NEXT OF KIN AU-
THORIZED.—At the discretion of the Sec-
retary concerned, the Secretary concerned
may provide the Gold Star Installation Ac-
cess Card to the parents and other next of
kin of a deceased member of the armed
forces described in section 1126(a) of this
title.

““(c) SERVICE-WIDE ACCEPTANCE OF ACCESS
CARD.—The Secretaries concerned shall work
together to ensure that a Gold Star Installa-
tion Access Card issued by one armed force is
accepted for access to military installations
under the jurisdiction of another armed
force.

‘(d) PROTECTION OF INSTALLATION SECU-
RITY.—In developing, issuing, and accepting
the Gold Star Installation Access Card, the
Secretary concerned may take such meas-
ures as the Secretary concerned considers
necessary—

‘(1) to prevent fraud in the procurement or
use of the Gold Star Installation Access
Card;

“(2) to limit installation access to those
areas of the installation that provide the
services and benefits for which the recipient
of the Gold Star Installation Access Card is
entitled or eligible; and

‘“(3) to ensure that the availability and use
of the Gold Star Installation Access Card
does not adversely affect military installa-
tion security.

‘‘(e) TERMINATION.—The Gold Star Installa-
tion Access Card for the widow and depend-
ent children of a deceased member of the
armed forces shall remain valid for the life
of the widow or child, regardless of subse-
quent marital status of the widow, subject to
periodic renewal as determined by the Sec-
retary concerned to ensure military installa-
tion security.”.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 57 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
1126 the following new item:

‘“1126a. Gold Star Installation Access Card:
issuance and protections.”.

(b) APPLICABILITY OF CURRENT DEFINI-
TIONS.—Section 1126(d) of title 10, United
States Code is amended by striking the mat-
ter preceding paragraph (1) and inserting the
following: ‘‘In this section and section 1126a
of this title:”.

SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF COMMISSARY AND EX-
CHANGE BENEFITS FOR REMARRIED
SPOUSES WITH DEPENDENT CHIL-
DREN.

(a) BENEFITS.—Section 1062 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary of Defense’’
and inserting the following:
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‘““(a) CERTAIN UNREMARRIED FORMER
SPOUSES.—The Secretary of Defense’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(b) CERTAIN REMARRIED  SURVIVING
SPOUSES.—The Secretary of Defense shall
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary to provide that a surviving spouse of
a deceased member of the armed forces, re-
gardless of the marital status of the sur-
viving spouse, who has guardianship of de-
pendent children of the deceased member is
entitled to use commissary stores and MWR
retail facilities to the same extent and on
the same basis as the unremarried surviving
spouse of a member of the uniformed serv-
ices.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
1062 of title 10, United States Code, is further
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘commissary and exchange
privileges’” and inserting ‘‘use commissary
stores and MWR retail facilities’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(c) MWR RETAIL FACILITIES.—The term
‘MWR, retail facilities’ has the meaning
given that term in section 1063(e) of this
title.”.

(¢) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of sec-
tion 1062 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“§1062. Certain former spouses and surviving
spouses”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 54 of title
10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing the item relating to section 1062 and in-
serting the following new item:
¢“1062. Certain former spouses and surviving

spouses.”’.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

———————

RISK-BASED CREDIT EXAMINATION
ACT

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3911) to amend the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934 with respect to risk-
based examinations of Nationally Rec-
ognized Statistical Rating Organiza-
tions.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3911

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Risk-Based
Credit Examination Act”.

SEC. 2. RISK-BASED EXAMINATIONS OF NATION-

ALLY RECOGNIZED STATISTICAL
RATING ORGANIZATIONS.

Section 15E(p)(3)(B) of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 780-7(p)(3)(B)) is
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amended in the matter preceding clause (i),
by inserting ¢, as appropriate,” after ‘‘Each
examination under subparagraph (A) shall
include”.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on this bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, nationally recognized
statistical rating organizations—or
NRSROs, as they are known—have
been heavily criticized for the role that
they played in facilitating the finan-
cial crisis.

In the years leading up to the crisis,
the government adopted a series of
policies that had the effect of confer-
ring a ‘‘Good Housekeeping’’ seal of ap-
proval on the rating agencies and on
their products, including designating
certain agencies as nationally recog-
nized—a label that they had put on—
and hardwiring references to their rat-
ings into numerous Federal statutes
and regulations.

These regulatory privileges and the
perception that the government had
placed its blessing on the rating agen-
cies’ assessments led to a sense of com-
placency among investors and a failure
of private sector due diligence that
contributed to mispriced risk and a
collapse of market confidence when
ratings of certain asset-backed securi-
ties were called into question during
the credit meltdown of 2007 and 2008.

Mr. Speaker, as a result, the Dodd-
Frank Act mandated myriad regu-
latory requirements on these NRSROs
that were aimed at enhancing their dis-
closure and transparency. While some
of these provisions may have been con-
structive, several created new barriers
to entry and further entrenched a type
of rating agency oligopoly that has not
served investors or the economy well.

The Dodd-Frank Act follows a ‘‘reg-
istration, not regulation’ approach.
While it does not require the SEC—the
Securities and Exchange Commission—
to regulate or evaluate the rating
agencies’ methodologies or models, it
does seek to ensure that ratings are
based on an objective application of
the methodologies and that commer-
cial considerations do not influence
ratings decisions.

Specifically, section 932, creates the
Office of Credit Ratings at the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, which
imposes more stringent conflict-of-in-
terest regulations on credit rating
agencies and gives the compliance offi-
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cers at these rating agencies additional
responsibilities, including filing annual
reports with the SEC.

While credit agencies must be held
accountable, these increased reporting
requirements have given the burden to
small credit rating agencies and have
hurt investors who bear the true cost
of these rules. That one-size-fits-all an-
nual reporting requirements imposed
by Dodd-Frank on all NRSROs placed
unnecessary burdens and compliance
costs on small NRSROs, who in no way
were a cause of the financial crisis.

As a result of the annual reporting
requirements, large NRSROs that can
absorb these compliance costs have
gotten bigger; and smaller NRSROs, for
whom these compliance costs really
impose a disproportionate burden, they
have been prevented from entering the
marketplace and providing necessary
competition.

On May 15, 2013, former Securities
and Exchange Commission Chair Mary
Jo White wrote a letter on behalf of a
unanimous commission to Chairman
HENSARLING of the Financial Services
Committee to request the provisions of
H.R. 3911 as a legislative proposal. She
said: ‘“‘Rather than focusing every year
on each of the designated eight review
areas, allowing a risk-based approach
would permit the SEC staff to tailor
examinations. . As a result, staff
could focus limited resources on these
specific risks rather than reviewing the
designated eight areas, some of which
may not present a risk for a particular
firm.. . .¢

Consistent with former Chair White’s
request, H.R. 3911, statutorily changes
the annual reporting requirements so
that they are risk-based, instead of re-
quiring the burdensome review of all
eight review areas currently mandated.

This approach is a commonsense bal-
ance that still ensures large NRSROs
are regulated while smaller NRSROs
are provided necessary relief to enter
and thrive in the marketplace.

The legislation unanimously passed
the Financial Services Committee last
month, and I was pleased to be a part
of that.

At this time I would like to commend
the bipartisan work of Representatives
WAGNER and FOSTER on this important
bill. I encourage all of my colleagues to
vote in favor of H.R. 3911.

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I think the House
should note that the Speaker and the
two gentlemen controlling the time are
from the greatest State, the great
State of Michigan, so I think we are in
good hands.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3911, which is offered, as my
colleague has said, in a bipartisan fash-
ion by Representatives WAGNER and
FOSTER.

This legislation would allow the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission to
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focus on the most high-risk areas when
conducting annual examinations of cer-
tain credit rating agencies known as
nationally recognized statistical rating
organizations.

Credit rating agencies did, in fact,
play a central role in the subprime
mortgage meltdowns by routinely as-
signing inflated credit ratings to high-
risk structured mortgage products.
These ratings, which were issued by
agencies operating under conflicts of
interests, allowed banks to assume un-
reasonable amounts of risk and re-
sulted in the loss of trillions of dollars
when the mortgages underlying those
risky investments began to default.

In the wake of the ensuing financial
crisis, the Dodd-Frank Act strength-
ened oversight of credit rating agen-
cies, including by directing the SEC to
create an Office of Credit Ratings re-
sponsible for conducting annual exami-
nations of the rating organizations.

Currently, each rating organization
examination must include a review of
eight topic areas designed to assess the
adequacy of each agency’s internal
controls, conflicts of interests, and rat-
ing methodologies, among other areas.

This legislation, H.R. 3911, is respon-
sive to former SEC Chair Mary Jo
White’s 2013 request to the Financial
Services Committee for legislation
that would allow the SEC staff to take
a risk-based approach to annual rating
organization examinations. Such an
approach would allow the SEC to focus
valuable resources on the areas where
problematic conduct is most likely to
exist.

H.R. 3911 is designed to strengthen
regulatory efforts rather than provide
a basis for reduced accountability. So I
do urge the SEC to use the discretion
afforded under H.R. 3911 in order to
focus on areas that present the great-
est risk of misconduct.

It is vital that our ratings organiza-
tions are accountable, and I believe
this bill is an important step to ensure
that the inflated ratings that led up to
the financial crisis are not repeated.

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 3911. I
thank Representatives FOSTER and
WAGNER for their bipartisan work on
this bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Missouri (Mrs. WAG-
NER), who is the author of this bill and
chair of the Financial Services Over-
sight and Investigations Subcommittee
and, as I had said, sponsor of this legis-
lation.

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman of the Capital Markets,
Securities, and Investments Sub-
committee, my friend and colleague,
Mr. HUIZENGA, for his support.

Mr. Speaker, first, I also wish to
thank the ranking member and Con-
gressman FOSTER for his support of
this issue both in the 114th Congress
and the 115th Congress.
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H.R. 3911, the Risk-Based Credit Ex-
amination Act, makes the criteria re-
quired in annual reporting by nation-
ally recognized statistical rating orga-
nizations, or NRSROs, just that: risk
based.

In 2008, the financial crisis taught us
many lessons. It also highlighted how
NRSROs regularly gave high ratings to
mortgage-backed securities. As we now
know, these mortgage-backed securi-
ties led to one of the largest financial
collapses, which some economists have
put on par with the Great Depression of
the 1930s.

In 2010, with the passage of Dodd-
Frank and in an attempt to prevent
previous mistakes, these organizations
were hit with new requirements aimed
at enhancing their disclosures and
transparency. Unfortunately, the one-
size-fits-all annual reporting require-
ments mandated under section 932 of
Dodd-Frank placed unnecessary bur-
dens and compliance costs on small
NRSROs that were in no way the cause
of the financial crisis.

Contrary to what some might be-
lieve, more regulation doesn’t solve ev-
erything; in fact, it doesn’t solve most
things.

After the Office of Credit Ratings was
created in 2012 and the new require-
ments were put into place, smaller
NRSROs found it difficult to enter the
marketplace. Ironically, the large cred-
it rating agencies—which, again, had a
hand in the financial crisis—are get-
ting bigger, driving out small credit
rating agencies and making it clear
that these new regulatory require-
ments missed their intended mark and
placed unnecessary requirements on
smaller NRSROs.

Mr. Speaker, a move to a risk-based
model will alleviate the burden on
small NRSROs and provide competition
while continuing to maintain oversight
and transparency over the industry.
The marketplace needs this fix. As the
chairman noted in a 2013 letter, SEC
Chairman Mary Jo White concurred
with these conclusions.

Let’s be clear. This bill does not
eliminate reporting requirements for
credit rating agencies; instead, it sim-
ply makes the criteria required in an-
nual reports risk based. Credit rating
agencies will still be held accountable,
while allowing real competition in the
market.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation that is both bi-
partisan and commonsense, something
we don’t often see in Washington, D.C.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, in closing,
I would just reiterate two things. One,
I think here is an opportunity for us to
demonstrate that there are times when
we come together to deal with specific
problems in a bipartisan fashion. We
ought to encourage it, and I am pleased
to be a part of it.

Again, I would like to reiterate the
point that this legislation is not in-
tended to weaken oversight; in fact, it
is intended to focus oversight on those
areas of greatest risk. It is my hope
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and my sincere belief that that is the
approach that the SEC will take upon
passage and enactment of this legisla-
tion. It is a step in the right direction,
and I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

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

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to echo the words of my col-
league from Michigan: a bipartisan,
unanimous bill coming out of the Fi-
nancial Services Committee deserves
the support of this House. We are very
pleased that we have been able to
strike this accommodation, this bal-
ance, between making sure that those
rating agencies that truly did have a
hand in causing our economic down-
turn are separated from those smaller
institutions that really had nothing to
do with that.

Now, with this overregulation that
has occurred due to Dodd-Frank, I have
really been put at a disadvantage and,
ironically, have lowered competition in
this space. So we believe that we are
restoring some commonsense pProvi-
sions back into the law. With that, I
would like to encourage all of my col-
leagues to vote for H.R. 3911.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
HUIZENGA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3911.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

CLARIFYING COMMERCIAL REAL
ESTATE LOANS

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2148) to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to clarify capital
requirements for certain acquisition,
development, or construction loans, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2148

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as ‘‘Clarifying Com-
mercial Real Estate Loans™.

SEC. 2. CAPITAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTAIN
ACQUISITION, DEVELOPMENT, OR
CONSTRUCTION LOANS.

The Federal Deposit Insurance Act is
amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“SEC. 51. CAPITAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTAIN
ACQUISITION, DEVELOPMENT, OR
CONSTRUCTION LOANS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The appropriate Federal
banking agencies may only subject a deposi-
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tory institution to higher capital standards
with respect to a high volatility commercial
real estate (HVCRE) exposure (as such term
is defined under section 324.2 of title 12, Code
of Federal Regulations, as of October 11, 2017,
or if a successor regulation is in effect as of
the date of the enactment of this section,
such term or any successor term contained
in such successor regulation) if such expo-
sure is an HVCRE ADC loan.

‘“‘(b) HVCRE ADC LOAN DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this section and with respect to a
depository institution, the term ‘HVCRE
ADC loan’—

‘(1) means a credit facility secured by land
or improved real property that, prior to
being reclassified by the depository institu-
tion as a Non-HVCRE ADC loan pursuant to
subsection (d)—

“(A) primarily finances, has financed, or
refinances the acquisition, development, or
construction of real property;

‘(B) has the purpose of providing financing
to acquire, develop, or improve such real
property into income-producing real prop-
erty; and

‘(C) is dependent upon future income or
sales proceeds from, or refinancing of, such
real property for the repayment of such cred-
it facility;

‘(2) does not include a credit facility fi-
nancing—

‘“(A) the acquisition, development, or con-
struction of properties that are—

‘(i) one- to four-family residential prop-
erties;

‘‘(ii) real property that would qualify as an
investment in community development; or

‘“(iii) agricultural land;

‘(B) the acquisition or refinance of exist-
ing income-producing real property secured
by a mortgage on such property, if the cash
flow being generated by the real property is
sufficient to support the debt service and ex-
penses of the real property, as determined by
the depository institution, in accordance
with the institution’s applicable loan under-
writing criteria for permanent financings;

“(C) improvements to existing income-pro-
ducing improved real property secured by a
mortgage on such property, if the cash flow
being generated by the real property is suffi-
cient to support the debt service and ex-
penses of the real property, as determined by
the depository institution, in accordance
with the institution’s applicable loan under-
writing criteria for permanent financings; or

‘(D) commercial real property projects in
which—

‘(i) the loan-to-value ratio is less than or
equal to the applicable maximum super-
visory loan-to-value ratio as determined by
the appropriate Federal banking agency; and

‘‘(ii) the borrower has contributed capital
of at least 15 percent of the real property’s

appraised, ‘as completed’ value to the
project in the form of—
‘(1) cash;

‘(IT) unencumbered readily marketable as-
sets;

“(IIT) paid development expenses out-of-
pocket; or

“(IV) contributed real property or im-
provements; and

‘“(iii) the borrower contributed the min-
imum amount of capital described under
clause (ii) before the depository institution
advances funds under the credit facility, and
such minimum amount of capital contrib-
uted by the borrower is contractually re-
quired to remain in the project until the
credit facility has been reclassified by the
depository institution as a Non-HVCRE ADC
loan under subsection (d);

¢“(3) does not include any loan made prior
to January 1, 2015; and
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‘‘(4) does not include a credit facility re-
classified as a Non-HVCRE ADC loan under
subsection (d).

“(¢c) VALUE OF CONTRIBUTED REAL PROP-
ERTY.—For purposes of this section, the
value of any real property contributed by a
borrower as a capital contribution shall be
the appraised value of the property as deter-
mined under standards prescribed pursuant
to section 1110 of the Financial Institutions
Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement Act of
1989 (12 U.S.C. 3339), in connection with the
extension of the credit facility or loan to
such borrower.

“(d) RECLASSIFICATION AS A NON-HVCRE
ADC LoAN.—For purposes of this section and
with respect to a credit facility and a deposi-
tory institution, upon—

‘(1) the completion of the development or
construction of the real property being fi-
nanced by the credit facility; and

‘“(2) cash flow being generated by the real
property being sufficient to support the debt
service and expenses of the real property,
in either case to the satisfaction of the de-
pository institution, in accordance with the
institution’s applicable loan underwriting
criteria for permanent financings, the credit
facility may be reclassified by the depository
institution as a Non-HVCRE ADC loan.”.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on this bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in response to the 2008
financial crisis, the Basel Committee
on Banking Supervision, an organiza-
tion that, frankly, most citizens might
not have any idea exists, much less the
effects and the influences on their
banking lives, the Basel Committee on
Banking Supervision agreed to modify
internationally negotiated bank regu-
latory standards, known as the Basel
Accords. This was going to increase
bank capital requirements.

On July 9, 2013, the Federal banking
regulators here in the United States—
including the Federal Reserve; the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation,
FDIC; and the Office of the Comptroller
of the Currency, OCC—all issued a final
rule to implement most of the so-called
Basel III recommendations, including
modifications to capital requirements.

Basel III imposes new rules for high
volatility commercial real estate, also
known as HVCRES.

Unfortunately, we have a lot of acro-
nyms in the Financial Services space,
but you will be hearing a lot about
these HVCREs over the course of the
next few minutes.

These HVCRE rules are those which
the regulations characterize as loans
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that finance the acquisition, develop-
ment, or construction of real property.
Loans that finance the acquisition, de-
velopment, and construction of one- to
four-family residential properties,
projects that qualify as community de-
velopment investment, and loans to
businesses or farms with gross revenue
exceeding $1 million are exempt from
this HVCRE classification.

In June of 2017, the Treasury Depart-
ment released its first report in re-
sponse to the President’s February 2017
“Core Principles for Regulating the
United States Financial System,” in-
forming the administration’s perspec-
tive to regulate the financial system.
The report, entitled, ‘A Financial Sys-
tem That Creates Economic Opportuni-
ties—Banks and Credit Unions,” calls
on regulators to simplify and clarify
the definition of these HVCRE loans to
avoid the application of excessively
stringent postcrisis capital require-
ments and concentration limits related
to such loans, but does not identify
specific language and changes.

Additionally, in September of this
past year, the OCC, FDIC, and the Fed-
eral Reserve proposed a rule that at-
tempted to simplify the regulatory
capital calculations for these HVCRESs.
The proposal would change the current
definition of HVCRE and replace it
with a new definition related to high
volatility acquisition, development, or
construction loans. HVADC is what it
has been dubbed.

The complexity of the HVCRE defini-
tion and its uncertain application are
making it difficult for banks to com-
ply.

While we appreciate the various
banking agencies’ attempt at simpli-
fying the capital treatment of acquisi-
tion, development, and construction
loans, their proposal actually broadens
the number of loans subject to higher
capital charge. This actually increases
the amount capital banks will be re-
quired to carry for these ADC loans—
hardly a simplification.

Increases in risk weighting on these
loans have had a significant impact on
institutions’ capital ratios and, as a re-
sult, have increased costs to borrowers.
If a loan is classified as an HVCRE
loan, the lender will face a lower re-
turn on its capital as a result of the
higher capital reserve requirement,
meaning they are going to have to hold
more capital. This will lead to in-
creased pricing on the loan, including a
higher interest rate for the borrower.

H.R. 2148, Clarifying Commercial
Real Estate Loans, introduced by my
colleagues Representatives PITTENGER
and ScOTT, helps address the uncer-
tainty related to the Basel capital
rules and its impact on certain acquisi-
tion, development, or construction
loans. The bill clarifies the types of
loans that should and should not be
classified as HVCREs and which types
of equity can be used to meet capital
requirements.

Currently, that uncertainty is cre-
ating confusion and affecting commer-
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cial real estate ADC loans by increas-
ing borrowing costs and reducing credit
availability, which may be contrib-
uting to a slowdown in commercial real
estate lending.

I commend the bipartisan works of
Representatives PITTENGER and SCOTT
on this important bill. Having passed
the Financial Services Committee by
an overwhelmingly bipartisan vote of
59-1, there is no reason that we
shouldn’t have the same overwhelming
bipartisan support for H.R. 2148 today.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to vote in favor of H.R. 2148,
and I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I also rise today to sup-
port H.R. 2148, and I want to start by
thanking the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. DAVID ScOTT) and the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER)
for their work on this bipartisan legis-
lation, a bill that deals with capital
rules for commercial real estate loans,
including acquisition, development, or
construction loans.

It is critical that Federal bank regu-
lators maintain the strong capital
rules that have been implemented after
the enactment of Dodd-Frank. These
rules have made the U.S. financial sys-
tem much safer, while protecting con-
sumers, investors, and taxpayers in
promoting stable economic growth.

Unlike some proposals that have
been introduced that would gut the
regulatory framework of Dodd-Frank, I
am pleased that this bill reasonably
seeks to resolve a valid concern raised
by community banks that certain cap-
ital rules relating to high volatility
commercial real estate, or HVCRE,
loans are far too complex. This is an
issue that financial regulators like the
FDIC have also acknowledged must be
addressed and must be fixed.

The problem, in fact, was highlighted
in their Economic Growth and Regu-
latory Paperwork Reduction Act re-
port, which was published earlier this
year.

In September, financial regulators
released a proposal to revise the cap-
ital rules to make the calculations
more straightforward. This is a good
step in resolving this issue.

Although I am supportive of H.R.
2148, there are some concerns that I
have heard and that I can appreciate,
including that it could provide for
more rigid definitions relating to cap-
ital rules.

The highly technical standards are
important, though, to demonstrate
congressional intent. But Congress
may not need to act, if bank regulators
correct the problem on their own.

In addition, according to the FDIC
Inspector General, commercial real es-
tate loans generally account for more
than one-third of community bank
lending. The GAO found that failure of
many small banks in the last crisis
were ‘‘driven by credit losses on CRE
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loans, particularly loans secured by
real estate to finance land development
and construction.” We have to be cau-
tious, and we should be sensitive to
these risks.

Notwithstanding all of those legiti-
mate concerns that we should keep in
mind, I support this legislation and
hope that it will send a clear signal to
the regulators that they should con-
sider and address any comments on
their proposed rule without delay that
is fully sensitive to the risks that I
have discussed.

Importantly, in committee, Con-
gresswoman MALONEY offered an
amendment that I was pleased was
adopted. This amendment better aligns
this bill with the regulators’ proposed
rule to fix this issue.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation, H.R. 2148, and
I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER), the vice
chairman of the Terrorism and Illicit
Finance Subcommittee of the Finan-
cial Services Committee and the spon-
sor of this legislation.

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker,
today, I rise in support of H.R. 2148, the
Clarifying Commercial Real Estate
Loans Act. I would also like to thank
my colleague, Chairman HUIZENGA, for
his leadership on our behalf.

This bipartisan legislation makes
commonsense reforms to the high vola-
tility commercial real estate Iloan
process and clarifies the existing regu-
lations to help simplify real estate fi-
nancing in high volatility markets, in-
cluding economically depressed urban
communities.

The complexity of the current
HVCRE definition, combined with the
failure of Federal regulators to clarify
and define HVCRE rules and how and
where they are to be applied, has made
certain that these development loans
have become way too expensive. This
has increased borrowing costs and re-
duced credit availability.

These failures directly impact local
communities. We have seen fewer jobs,
less economic growth, and increased
costs for community projects, in addi-
tion to setbacks for local banks and de-
velopers.

My bipartisan legislation addresses
many of these concerns by broadening
the types of equity the developer may
place towards the heightened risk re-
quirements of an HVCRE loan. We also
clarify which types of loans should and
should not be classified as HVCRE. We
must codify and improve the HVCRE
rules to ensure market and industry
stability.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman
DAVID ScoTT, Congresswoman CAROLYN
MALONEY, and Ranking Member
WATERS, who actively worked with me
on this important legislation. Please
join us in supporting this common-
sense, bipartisan legislation.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
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gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY), a distinguished
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee.

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and for his leader-
ship on this and so many issues.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support
H.R. 2148, which clarifies and simplifies
the capital rules for commercial real
estate loans.

This bill addresses an important
issue, which is that the capital require-
ments for commercial real estate loans
are overly complex for banks and un-
necessarily punish certain types of
commercial real estate loans and,
thereby, the overall economy.

I have had many community bankers
and real estate developers complain to
me about this, and I think that they
have a point. Even the regulators agree
that these rules are overly complicated
and need to be simplified, so there is
broad consensus that this is a long-
time, legitimate problem that needs to
be fixed.

I thank Chairman HENSARLING and
Ranking Member WATERS for all their
hard work on this issue. I also want to
thank Mr. PITTENGER and Mr. SCOTT
for working with me during this mark-
up on an amendment to strengthen the
bill.

The current capital rules punish
commercial real estate loans that are
considered high volatility, by requiring
banks to hold additional capital
against them. They have to hold cap-
ital worth 150 percent for these high
volatility loans, as opposed to the nor-
mal 100 percent for other commercial
real estate loans.

These high volatility commercial
real estate loans, or HVCRE loans, are
usually made so that a borrower can
purchase vacant or undeveloped land,
which they then will build on or hold
for a later time.

But the capital rules for these
HVCRE loans were extremely complex
and led to a great deal of confusion
about which loans were considered high
volatility and which were not.

The regulators finally did propose a
rule to simplify the treatment of high
volatility commercial real estate loans
just a few weeks ago. This bill address-
es the same issue as the regulators’
proposed rule by simplifying the cap-
ital rules for commercial real estate
loans.

I offered an amendment in com-
mittee that further aligned the bill
with the best parts of the regulators’
proposed rule, which I think ultimately
strengthened and improved the bill.
The bill would simplify the capital
rules by removing the so-called con-
tributed capital requirement, which re-
quires very complicated calculations
and forces banks to project the value of
the property years into the future,
which is extremely difficult, if not im-
possible, to do.

Even the regulators have concluded
that this entire contributed capital re-
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quirement is unnecessarily burdensome
and does not add protection at all. Re-
moving it will streamline the capital
rules for banks and make it easier to
finance job-creating projects. The regu-
lators have proposed to remove this en-
tire requirement, and I agree.

Under current law, banks have to
hold more capital when the property is
vacant and not producing any income.
So the bill clarifies that when a prop-
erty does start to produce sufficient in-
come to cover the debt service pay-
ments to the bank, then the loan is
much safer, and thus is eligible for cap-
ital relief, removing the 150 percent
surcharge and going back down to 100
percent.

I think this bill is a very good, com-
monsense bill that fixes a legitimate
problem, and I urge my colleagues to
support the bill. I believe it will make
access to capital more fair and will get
it out into the community, creating
jobs.

I congratulate all of my colleagues
who were part of this process, and I
support the bill.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ROTHFUS), vice chairman of the Finan-
cial Institutions Subcommittee of Fi-
nancial Services.

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. HUIZENGA for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I want to start by
thanking the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER) for leading
on this important legislation.

I rise today to express my support for
the Clarifying Commercial Real Estate
Loans act.

The Financial Institutions Sub-
committee has spent a significant
amount of time analyzing the state of
bank lending. Not surprisingly, aside
from loans from major banks to major
corporations, we found that bank lend-
ing in today’s regulatory environment
is weak. We need to jump-start our eco-
nomic growth once again, so we are
going to need to find ways to address
some of the unintended consequences
of the rules coming out of Washington,
D.C.

The high volatility commercial real
estate loan designation is one such fea-
ture that has inhibited growth and op-
portunity. The complexity and ambi-
guity of HVCRE makes it hard for
banks to comply. This drives up bor-
rowing costs for real estate developers
and prevents entrepreneurs from en-
gaging in the types of activities that
create jobs and opportunity.

This legislation will bring clarity and
common sense to HVCRE require-
ments, and I ask that my colleagues
support the Clarifying Commercial
Real Estate Loans act, which is impor-
tant legislation.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend, Mr.
HUI1ZENGA, for his work on this. I also
thank Mr. PITTENGER and Mr. SCOTT as
well.
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This is a piece of legislation, again,
as the previous legislation did, that
demonstrates that we do have the ca-
pability of solving a problem and com-
ing together on specific issues when we
can.

In this case, we have legislation that,
I think, strikes that important balance
in maintaining important regulations
and standards in place that prevent the
kind of catastrophes that we have seen
in the past, but also, in this case, an-
ticipates that there is a legitimate
problem that needs to be solved, par-
ticularly in this case, in ensuring that
development can occur in those places
where it is often very difficult to see
development take place. This is some-
thing that is absolutely critical and
makes sense. This legislation strikes a
good balance between those competing
interests.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to support H.R. 2148. I com-
mend my good friend, Mr. PITTENGER,
for his great work on this. Again, I
point out that this bill came out of the
Financial Services Committee on a bi-
partisan vote of 59-1. We think that
this is a commonsense, reasonable ac-
commodation for a problem that has
been created by Dodd-Frank, and we
are glad that, on a bipartisan basis, we
can be addressing that.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2148, as amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
[0 1445

VETERAN URGENT ACCESS TO
MENTAL HEALTHCARE ACT

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 918) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to furnish mental
health care to certain former members
of the Armed Forces who are not other-
wise eligible to receive such care, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 918

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Veteran Ur-

gent Access to Mental Healthcare Act’.
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SEC. 2. EXPANSION OF MENTAL HEALTH CARE
FOR CERTAIN FORMER MEMBERS
OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 17 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 1720H the following new sec-
tion:

“§17201. Expansion of mental health care for
certain former members of the Armed
Forces
‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall fur-

nish to former members of the Armed Forces

described in subsection (b)—

‘(1) an initial mental health assessment;
and

‘“(2) the mental health care services au-
thorized under this chapter that the Sec-
retary determines are required to treat the
mental health care needs of the former mem-
ber, including risk of suicide or harming oth-
ers.
‘“(b) FORMER MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES DESCRIBED.—A former member of the
Armed Forces described in this subsection is
an individual who meets the following cri-
teria:

‘(1) The individual is a former member of
the Armed Forces, including the reserve
components, who—

‘“(A) served in the active military, naval,
or air service, and was discharged or released
therefrom under a condition that is not hon-
orable except—

‘(i) dishonorable; or

¢‘(ii) bad conduct discharge;

“(B) has applied for a character of service
determination and such determination has
not been made; and

“(C) is not otherwise eligible to enroll in
the health care system established by sec-
tion 1705 of this title by reason of such dis-
charge or release not meeting the require-
ments of section 101(2) of this title.

‘(2) While serving in the Armed Forces—

‘“(A) the former member was deployed in a
theater of combat operations or an area at a
time during which hostilities occurred in
that area;

‘(B) participated in or experienced such
combat operations or hostilities, including
by controlling an unmanned aerial vehicle
from a location other than such theater or
area; or

‘“(C) was the victim of a physical assault of
a sexual nature, battery of a sexual nature,
or sexual harassment (as defined in section
1720D(f) of this title).

‘‘(c) NON-DEPARTMENT CARE.—(1) In fur-
nishing mental health care services to an in-
dividual under this section, the Secretary
may provide such mental health care serv-
ices at a non-Department facility if—

““(A) in the judgment of a mental health
professional employed by the Department,
the receipt of mental health care services by
that individual in facilities of the Depart-
ment would be clinically inadvisable; or

“(B) facilities of the Department are not
capable of furnishing such mental health
care services to that individual economically
because of geographical inaccessibility.

“(2) The Secretary shall carry out para-
graph (1) pursuant to section 1703 of this
title or any other provision of law author-
izing the Secretary to enter into contracts
or agreements to furnish hospital care and
medical services to veterans at non-Depart-
ment facilities.

“(d) SETTING AND REFERRALS.—In fur-
nishing mental health care services to an in-
dividual under this section, the Secretary
shall—

‘(1) seek to ensure that such mental
health care services are furnished in a set-
ting that is therapeutically appropriate, tak-
ing into account the circumstances that re-
sulted in the need for such mental health
care services; and
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‘(2) provide referral services to assist
former members who are not eligible for
services under this chapter to obtain services
from sources outside the Department.

‘‘(e) INFORMATION.—The Secretary shall
provide information on the mental health
care services available under this section.
Efforts by the Secretary to provide such in-
formation—

‘(1) shall include availability of a toll-free
telephone number (commonly referred to as
an 800 number);

‘“(2) shall ensure that information about
the mental health care services available
under this section—

“‘(A) is revised and updated as appropriate;

‘(B) is made available and visibly posted
at appropriate facilities of the Department;
and

‘“(C) is made available to State veteran
agencies and through appropriate public in-
formation services; and

‘“(3) shall include coordination with the
Secretary of Defense seeking to ensure that
members of the Armed Forces and individ-
uals who are being separated from active
military, naval, or air service are provided
appropriate information about programs, re-
quirements, and procedures for applying for
mental health care services under this sec-
tion.

“(f) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Each year, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress an annual
report on the mental health care services
provided pursuant to this section. Each re-
port shall include data for the year covered
by the report with respect to each of the fol-
lowing:

‘(1 The number of individuals who re-
ceived mental health care services under
subsection (a), disaggregated by the number
of men who received such services and the
number of women who received such serv-
ices.

‘“(2) Such other information as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 17 of
title 38, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
1720H the following new item:
¢“1720I. Expansion of mental health care for

certain former members of the
Armed Forces.” .
SEC. 3. CHARACTER OF SERVICE DETERMINA-
TIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 53 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 5303A the following new sec-
tion:

“§ 5303B. Character of service determinations

‘‘(a) DETERMINATION.—The Secretary shall
establish a process by which an individual
who served in the Armed Forces and was dis-
charged or dismissed therefrom may seek a
determination from the Secretary with re-
spect to whether such discharge or release
was under a condition that bars the right of
such individual to a benefit under the laws
administered by the Secretary based upon
the period of service from which discharged
or dismissed.

‘““(b) PROVISION OF INFORMATION.—If the
Secretary determines under subsection (a)
that an individual is barred to a benefit
under the laws administered by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary shall provide to such
individual information regarding the ability
of the individual to address such condition,
including pursuant to section 5303 of this
title and chapter 79 of title 10.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 5303A the following new item:
¢“6303B. Character of service determina-

tions.”.



November 7, 2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 918, as
amended.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 918, as amended, which was in-
troduced by my friend and longtime
committee member, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. COFFMAN).

Mr. Speaker, there have been a num-
ber of different names for stress-re-
lated military health conditions
throughout our Nation’s history: battle
fatigue, combat stress reaction, shell
shock, post-traumatic stress disorder.

Too often we see military personnel
returning home with difficulties ad-
justing to civilian life. For many re-
turning servicemembers, these
stressors affect one’s postdeployment,
especially those receiving other than
honorable discharges.

Under current law, military per-
sonnel who separate under this status
are not eligible for healthcare benefits
or general services typically offered to
honorable or generally discharged vet-
erans through the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs.

Mr. Speaker, I want to be clear, I
firmly believe that discharge status is
an important tool for military leader-
ship, a tool which helps preserve order
and discipline among the ranks. Re-
moving the proverbial bad apples from
the bushel is key to maintaining a co-
hesive unit structure.

However, there also seems to be an
evolving trend of soldiers who receive
other than honorable discharges as a
result of their military experience,
rather than simply being a bad or inef-
fective soldier.

In fact, according to the Medal of
Honor Society, there are no fewer than
eight Medal of Honor recipients who
have received other than honorable dis-
charges. H.R. 918, as amended, would
provide that those combat veterans
who receive other than honorable dis-
charge statuses would be eligible to re-
ceive critical mental health assess-
ments and services from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs. It is only
right, Mr. Speaker.

Again, I appreciate the hard work
and forward thinking of my friend from
Colorado, who is also a veteran, Mr.
COFFMAN. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
the gentleman from Florida for his
long service to this Nation’s veterans,
as well as his family’s service to our
veterans. It is appropriate we are here
the week of Veterans Day bringing im-
portant legislation to the floor once
again, a committee that understands
our responsibility, is not political or
partisan, it is to this Nation’s veterans
in keeping the promise.

Mr. Speaker, I do rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 918, as amended, the Vet-
eran Urgent Access to Mental
Healthcare Act offered by Mr. COFF-
MAN.

I would also like to take note of the
work that Mr. COFFMAN has done on
many issues. This one, in particular, is
near and dear to my heart. His leader-
ship has helped get us to the point
where we are making progress on this.

As you heard the gentleman from
Florida say, the issues that come with
service in this Nation’s military can be
physical injury or they can be the men-
tal injuries of war. We also understand
that with that comes changes in behav-
ior, and there are reasons that people
are removed from service, and I am in-
credibly proud that this committee has
taken this issue head-on. Of those who
are removed because of issues that
they started to acquire from their serv-
ice in uniform, this legislation is going
to ensure that those people with less
than honorable discharges get the care;
specifically, focusing on military sex-
ual trauma, the idea that we have war-
riors in uniform who are assaulted, in
many cases, by fellow servicemembers,
and because of the inability to re-
integrate in that unit, they are dis-
charged with 1less than honorable
paper, precluding them from getting
the services that they have earned.

With more than 20 veterans a day—
and I think those numbers are probably
low—taking their own lives, this issue
of making sure that all servicemem-
bers and all veterans have access to
mental healthcare, removing those bar-
riers, is of prime importance.

Secretary Shulkin has made the first
step in this. Mr. COFFMAN has contin-
ued to make sure that this committee
stays focused on this, continuing to
add more and more access. For that,
this legislation ensures the initiative
becomes permanent. It puts it into law
and it takes us the next step forward.
For that, I am grateful.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I agree
with the ranking member 100 percent.
This needs to be done. It is long over-
due, and thanks to my good friend, Mr.
COFFMAN, it is going to get done.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 56 minutes to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. COFF-
MAN).

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, as we
approach Veterans Day, our Nation is
still faced with the epidemic of veteran
suicide. And while the VA has made it
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a priority to address this problem,
there are still many combat veterans
left without access to VA mental
healthcare services.

Here is what we know. An average of
20 veterans commit suicide daily. VA
evidence suggests a decrease in suicide
risk among those who have received
VA healthcare services. In May 2017,
the Government Accountability Office
found that 62 percent of the over 91,000
servicemembers who were separated for
misconduct from 2011 to 2015 had been
diagnosed with PTSD, TBI, or other
conditions that would be associated
with misconduct.

Of those veterans, 23 percent, or
13,282, received an other than honor-
able discharge, leaving them without
access to VA’s critical mental
healthcare services.

As a Marine Corps combat veteran, I
like to live by the rule that we never
leave anyone behind. Unfortunately,
the military routinely used the other
than honorable discharge to rid itself
of combat veterans who were des-
ignated as having disciplinary prob-
lems and who often had documented
medical histories of PTSD, rather than
providing them with the treatment and
rehabilitation they so desperately
needed.

While the correlation between their
mental health condition and minor
misconduct could be linked, this fact
made no difference to their character
of discharge.

Mr. Speaker, my legislation, H.R. 918,
the Veteran Urgent Access to Mental
Healthcare Act, seeks to correct this.
Historically, a veteran with an other
than honorable discharge has been able
to seek VA care for a service-connected
disability. However, due to the way
these combat veterans were discharged
and because of a failure to connect the
dots between their minor misconduct
and their mental health condition, the
Department of Defense has failed to
recognize this as a problem.

H.R. 918 will stay with tradition and
correct this disconnect by authorizing
mental healthcare services for these
other than honorably discharged com-
bat veterans. This bill also requires an
initial mental health assessment and
directs the VA Secretary to establish a
formal character of service determina-
tion process to trigger reviews of their
discharges for potential eligibility for
VA benefits.

Mr. Speaker, before the rate of vet-
eran suicides increases any more, it is
time to right this wrong and perma-
nently authorize mental healthcare
services for some of our Nation’s most
vulnerable veterans. When someone
puts on the uniform, they take an oath
to defend our freedoms. We, in turn, as
a nation, promise to make sure they
receive the care and the services they
need after returning from the battle-
field.

As we approach Veterans Day, I en-
courage my colleagues to keep that
promise for these combat veterans with
other than honorable discharges and to
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support the passage of H.R. 918. I thank
Chairman ROE and Ranking Member
WALZ for their support of this legisla-
tion.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. O’'ROURKE), the ranking member of
the Subcommittee on Economic Oppor-
tunity, but, more importantly, prob-
ably the most effective voice in this
Congress on veterans’ mental health
and suicide.

Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Minnesota, our
ranking member on the committee, for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, we have a crisis in sui-
cide among veterans today in this
country. The official estimate, which I
agree with the ranking member, is
probably an estimate that is too low:
20. I think the real number is much
higher than that, but 20 a day, we know
for sure, are taking their own lives in
this country after they have put those
same lives on the line for this country.

Amidst that crisis, we know that
those veterans who have an other than
honorable discharge are taking their
lives at twice the rate of those vet-
erans who have an honorable discharge.

Thanks to Mr. COFFMAN, my col-
league from across the aisle, thanks to
the bipartisan support of the House
Veterans’ Affairs Committee, and the
leadership from the chairman and the
ranking member, we are beginning to
address that, in ensuring that the 22,000
veterans who have an other than hon-
orable discharge since 2009, who in-
curred post-traumatic stress disorder
or military sexual trauma while in
service to this country will now be able
to see mental healthcare providers. Be-
fore this, they were precluded from
that.

I want to thank the Trump adminis-
tration and especially Secretary
Shulkin for doing the most that they
could administratively to see these
veterans in crisis in emergency rooms,
but we need to take the next step and
ensure that they have preventative
care, continuous care, and continuity
in that care going forward so that we
save more of these lives.

Given what these veterans have laid
down for this country, what they have
done for the United States, making us
stronger and better, serving at less
than 1 percent since 9/11 so that so
many others do not have to serve, the
least we can do is to make sure that
they have access to the care that they
have earned.

I want to thank Mr. COFFMAN and his
team, the minority and the majority
staffs for incorporating the best ideas
from both sides of the aisle to make
sure that we have a bill that will be-
come law that ensures that we do our
best for our veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank
our colleagues on the other side of the
Capitol, in the Senate, especially Sen-
ator MURPHY, who worked on the com-
panion legislation of this, to make sure
that we have something to bring to the
President’s desk.
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Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I have two
more speakers.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms.
GABBARD), a veteran herself, a veteran
of the conflicts in Iraq, and a strong
voice for our veterans and specifically
for our veterans with mental health
issues.

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank my fellow veteran and
friend and colleague from Minnesota
for being such a strong advocate on
this issue. I also thank our friends on
the other side of the aisle who have
been pushing this issue forward con-
stantly year after year, as we will con-
tinue to do so until this issue is re-
solved.

So many of our servicemembers have
selflessly put their lives on the line to
protect and defend our country. Our
country owes them a debt of gratitude,
something we are often reminded of
every year around this time as we head
into Veterans Day.

Unfortunately, too often, our fellow
servicemembers are coming home and
they are being prevented from receiv-
ing the care that they have earned
through their service. They bear the
brunt of the human cost of war with an
average of 20 veterans committing sui-
cide every single day. Their families
carry this sacrifice and this cost
throughout their lives.

The rate of mental health and sub-
stance use disorders has been steadily
rising since 2001. This legislation is bi-
partisan and would require the VA to
provide urgent mental healthcare serv-
ices, including an initial mental health
assessment to veterans who have par-
ticipated in combat operations or who
have survived sexual assault or harass-
ment.

It would also expand those services
to those who received a discharge
under certain other than honorable
conditions who haven’t received the
character of service or discharge deter-
mination yet.

We have heard already about the
high numbers of veterans who fall into
this category and about how negatively
this discharge has affected their lives.
When they come home, they are work-
ing on their transition to a successful
civilian life. This discharge takes away
their access to healthcare. It takes
away their access to services and bene-
fits that they have earned through,
many times, multiple deployments,
services that are in place to help set
our veterans up for success upon their
return home.

In addition, this bill would require
the VA to provide services at non-VA
facilities for veterans who live in rural
or underserved communities.
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I can’t state enough how important
this is because it affects those veterans
in my district, and on different islands
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in the State of Hawaii, who are sepa-
rated literally by a body of water from
the VA clinic.

The Veteran Urgent Access to Mental
Healthcare Act would also mandate the
VA to provide additional information
for mental health services for veterans
and to ensure that they provide annual
reports to Congress on those services
that they have been providing to our
veterans.

This is such an important piece of
legislation. I urge all of our colleagues
to stand up and support its passage and
see it through to its enactment. We
cannot afford to leave our men and
women in uniform behind.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. KILMER), who, since coming
to Congress, has focused on the issues
of care for veterans, and for that I am
grateful.

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank
my colleagues across the aisle for
working on this issue.

I think it is particularly powerful
when what happens in this marble
building isn’t some distant theoretical
policy conversation. This actually af-
fects people in each of our districts.

I first learned about this issue about
a year and a half ago. I was at home
talking to a group of veterans at the
University of Washington Tacoma. We
were discussing their service to our Na-
tion and some of the challenges that
they had experienced in coming home.

Then the conversation took an unex-
pected turn. One of the veterans talked
about a servicemember, who is a friend,
who had gone overseas, and, in his
words: Had seen quite a lot. He said
when that veteran came home, he
wasn’t quite the same person that he
had been. Unfortunately, those chal-
lenges led to some substance issues,
and then to an other than honorable
discharge.

As a consequence, as he explained,
that veteran was unable to get mental
healthcare treatment through the Vet-
erans Administration. Here was a vet-
eran, someone who sacrificed for his
country, who was unable to get the
services he earned, due to a condition
that he most likely developed through
that service.

Coming back to this Washington, I
was honored to cosponsor this bill, and
I appreciate the work of Representa-
tive COFFMAN, and other colleagues, in
advancing this important bill.

This bill is simple. It allows veterans
discharged in an other than honorable
status to be screened for urgent mental
health conditions and are found to be
eligible for treatment.

While I appreciate the fact that the
VA has voluntarily adopted this policy
on its own, we need to make sure that
this becomes law to ensure that future
administrations help the thousands of
veterans who have served our Nation
and might otherwise be denied needed
treatment.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

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

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to
thank all of the speakers here who laid
out exactly what this bill does. It is
the right thing to do. It is something
that needs to move forward.

I would also suggest that, as we ap-
proach Veterans Day, one of the best
ways we can honor those who gave
service to this country is conduct our
business in the House of Representa-
tives the way it was done on this piece
of legislation: in a bipartisan manner,
with common goals, common values,
smart thinking that was put into it to
move this forward for the care of a fel-
low citizen, and doing the right thing.

So, for that, I thank everyone in-
volved with this, and I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 918.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, once again, I encourage all Mem-
bers to support this legislation. Let’s
get it through the Senate, as well, and
get it on the President’s desk, as he
supports it.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 918, as amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

VETERANS TRANSPLANT
COVERAGE ACT OF 2017

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1133) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to provide for an
operation on a live donor for purposes
of conducting a transplant procedure
for a veteran, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1133

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Veterans
Transplant Coverage Act of 2017"".

SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION TO PROVIDE FOR OPER-
ATIONS ON LIVE DONORS FOR PUR-
POSES OF CONDUCTING TRANS-
PLANT PROCEDURES FOR VET-
ERANS.

Section 101 of the Veterans Access, Choice,
and Accountability Act of 2014 (Public Law
113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended by
adding after subsection (t) the following new
subsection:

“(u) TRANSPLANT PROCEDURES WITH LIVE
DONORS AND RELATED SERVICES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2)
and (3), in a case in which a veteran is eligi-
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ble for a transplant procedure from the De-
partment, the Secretary may provide for an
operation on a live donor to carry out such
procedure for such veteran, notwithstanding
that the live donor may not be eligible for
health care from the Department.

‘“(2) OTHER SERVICES.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations for such purpose,
the Secretary shall furnish to a live donor
any care or services before and after con-
ducting the transplant procedure under para-
graph (1) that may be required in connection
with such procedure.

‘(3) USE OF NON-DEPARTMENT FACILITIES.—
In carrying out this subsection, the Sec-
retary may provide for the operation de-
scribed in paragraph (1) on a live donor and
furnish to the live donor the care and serv-
ices described in paragraph (2) at a non-De-
partment facility pursuant to an agreement
entered into by the Secretary under this sec-
tion. The live donor shall be deemed to be an
individual eligible for hospital care and med-
ical services at a non-Department facility
pursuant to such an agreement solely for the
purposes of receiving such operation, care,
and services at the non-Department facil-
ity.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill,
H.R. 1133, as amended.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1133, as amended, the Veterans
Transplant Coverage Act of 2017.

This bill is meant to remove an un-
necessary barrier to care for veterans
in need of transplants involving a liv-
ing donor.

Last year, Mr. Charles Nelson, a 100
percent service-connected veteran from
Texas, sought a Kkidney transplant
through the Department of Veterans
Affairs with Mr. Nelson’s nonveteran
son, Austin, serving as Mr. Nelson’s
live donor.

Rather than travel from his home in
Texas to VA transplant centers in ei-
ther Nashville, Tennessee, or Portland,
Oregon, Mr. Nelson requested to re-
ceive his transplant at the University
Hospital in San Antonio using the
Choice Program. However, his request
was denied by VA because Austin was
not a veteran, and, therefore, VA did
not believe the Department had the au-
thority to pay for this portion of the
transplant procedure with Choice
funds.

Mr. Nelson eventually received his
transplant in San Antonio using his
Medicare benefits, private donations,
and personal savings to cover the cost
of his and Austin’s care.

To prevent any other veterans from
being unable to access transplant care
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in the community under Choice, H.R.
1133, as amended, would amend the
Choice Program to allow VA to pay for
any care or services a live donor may
require to carry out a transplant proce-
dure for an eligible veteran, notwith-
standing that the live donor may not
be eligible for VA healthcare.

I thank my friend from Texas, Con-
gressman CARTER, for his dedication to
solving this problem for his con-
stituent, Mr. Nelson, and for veterans
and families across the country. This is
how Congress should work. He is a
great representative, and I am really
proud to serve with him.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
1133, as amended, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1133.

And, again, the gentleman was very
clear: by allowing the VA to provide
healthcare to non-VA eligible donors,
veterans can more easily receive life-
saving donations from their families
and friends. Family members of vet-
erans are often the best match for pro-
viding a veteran with a live organ do-
nation and are typically more willing
to be a live donor.

Under current law, a veteran can re-
ceive only a live organ donation from
another veteran receiving the trans-
plant at a VA hospital.

This is one of those pieces of legisla-
tion that, I think, when many of us saw
it brought forward, makes great com-
mon sense. It is the right thing to do.
I understand possibly why they put
that in there. But all of us know that
it is going to be that exact scenario
that it is going to be a family member
or someone near who is going to want
to do the transplant. If the best place
to do that for the veteran is at the VA
hospital, and they can get them in, it
makes great sense to do it.

So I do want to also thank Rep-
resentative CARTER for bringing this
forward.

This is, again, improving care, and
making sure that we are focusing on
the issues that we can make a dif-
ference on.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CARTER).

Mr. CARTER of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I thank Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. WALZ for
rising in support of this.

When Mr. Nelson and his family came
to me with this, the first thing I
thought was: That is the dumbest thing
I have ever heard.

You have a child, waiting to give you
a live kidney in a transplant, and he is
eliminated as a donor because he is not
a veteran. It is hard enough to find live
transplants as it is. And common sense
by everybody who ever knew anybody
who got one knows: the best source is
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a family member because it has got the
best chance for a match and the best
chance for success.

Yet the VA had a limitation that he
had to be a veteran. Now, what are the
chances of all your family being vet-
erans when all of a sudden you have
renal failure and have to have a kid-
ney? They have got to be off the wall,
and that is ridiculous.

So, Mr. Speaker, I filed this bill to
correct this mess.

My colleague has given a great de-
scription of what happened to the Nel-
sons. But, more importantly, common
sense—and I like the mention of that—
tells us that you can’t eliminate the
best pool of donors that a family has
because of their lack of being a vet-
eran.

And we all know—we heard Mr.
O’ROURKE say previously—we are down
to about 1 percent of our Nation actu-
ally serves in the military anymore.

So this is a commonsense fix for a
commonsense problem.

Mr. Speaker, I am really proud of my
staff. They have worked really hard on
this. They stayed at it and stayed at it.
We got the attention of the VA, and I
am happy for their cooperation. I want
to thank the committee. They were
overwhelmingly supportive on both
sides of the aisle. I urged my colleagues
to fix a commonsense problem and
allow a son to give a kidney to his fa-
ther at a facility that is most conven-
ient to the family, which is all common
sense, so that our veterans, who have
given their all for us, have the right to
have the best healthcare available to
American citizens, and that is what
this bill will provide.

There was such a good explanation
by my colleagues that I didn’t go into
the details. But I just want to tell you
that when you have a constituent come
in with a commonsense problem, we
have a duty and a responsibility to fix
it because common sense is in short
supply in Washington, D.C.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, in closing, 1
thank Judge CARTER. Everybody make
note of this. Common sense is going to
prevail. We are in full support of H.R.
1133.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote accordingly, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, in clos-
ing, once again, I urge my colleagues
to pass this very important bill. I en-
courage the Senate to pass it as soon
as possible so we can get it on the
President’s desk.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1133, as amend-
ed.

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

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A bill to amend the Vet-
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erans Access, Choice, and Account-
ability Act of 2014 to authorize the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to provide
for an operation on a live donor for
purposes of conducting a transplant
procedure for a veteran, and for other
purposes.’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NATIONAL VETERANS MEMORIAL
AND MUSEUM ACT

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1900) to designate the Veterans
Memorial and Museum in Columbus,
Ohio, as the National Veterans Memo-
rial and Museum, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1900

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Veterans Memorial and Museum Act’.

SEC. 2. DESIGNATION OF NATIONAL VETERANS
MEMORIAL AND MUSEUM.

(a) DESIGNATION.—Subject to the condition
described in subsection (b), the memorial
and museum that is, as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act, being constructed on an
approximately T-acre area on West Broad
Street, Columbus, Ohio, bounded by the
Scioto River and the Scioto Greenway, shall
be designated as the ‘‘National Veterans Me-
morial and Museum”’.

(b) WITHDRAWAL OF DESIGNATION.—The des-
ignation under subsection (a) may be with-
drawn no earlier than five years after the
date on which the museum opens the public,
pursuant to an Act of Congress, if the
progress and operation of the museum are
found to be unsatisfactory based on the re-
port submitted under subsection (c).

(¢) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—AS a condition of the des-
ignation under subsection (a), the director of
the memorial and museum described in that
subsection shall submit to Congress a report
on the memorial and museum by not later
than the date specified in paragraph (2).
Such report shall include each of the fol-
lowing:

(A) The projected budget for the memorial
and museum for the five-year period begin-
ning on the date the memorial and museum
is expected to open to the public.

(B) A description of the outreach con-
ducted by the memorial and museum to vet-
erans across the United States to receive
input about the design and contents of the
memorial and museum.

(C) A description of the process by which
decisions are made about the contents of the
exhibits displayed at the memorial and mu-
seum.

(D) A description of the organizational
structure of the memorial and museum.

(E) A copy of the bylaws and rules of the
memorial and museum.

(F) A list of any organizations or entities
that have accredited the memorial and mu-
seum.

(2) DEADLINE FOR REPORT.—The date speci-
fied in this paragraph is the earlier of the
following dates:

(A) The date that is 90 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

(B) The date that is 30 days before the date
on which the memorial and museum is first
open to the public.
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(d) EFFECT OF DESIGNATION.—The national
memorial and museum designated by sub-
section (a) is not a unit of the National Park
System, and the designation of the national
memorial and museum shall not be con-
strued to require Federal funds to be ex-
pended for any purpose related to the na-
tional memorial and museum.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1900,
as amended.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1900, as amended.

H.R. 1900, as amended, would des-
ignate the Veterans Memorial and Mu-
seum in Columbus, Ohio, as the Na-
tional Veterans Memorial and Museum.
The national designation is appropriate
because this will be the only memorial
and museum in the Nation that will
honor our veterans throughout our Na-
tion’s history.

Mr. Speaker, I thank our distin-
guished ranking member, Mr. WALZ, of
course, for working with the bill spon-
sor; and our chairman, Chairman ROE;
and, of course, Mr. STIVERS, who is the
bill’s sponsor; and me, to ensure that
the Veterans Memorial and Museum
will maintain the highest standards
after it receives the national designa-
tion.

H.R. 1900, as amended, will require
the museum to provide a report to Con-
gress that would include information
on its organizational and financial pro-
jections.

The bill specifically states that, after
5 years, if the memorial and museum is
not operating satisfactorily, then Con-
gress may withdraw the national des-
ignation. We hope that doesn’t happen.

Moreover, H.R. 1900, as amended,
makes it clear that the museum and
memorial is not affiliated with the Na-
tional Park System, and that the bill
does not authorize Federal funds for
the museum.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
1900, as amended, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
manager’s amendment to H.R. 1900, as
amended, the National Veterans Memo-
rial and Museum Act.

I would also like to say that when I
came to Congress, this is how I thought
things were supposed to work: citizens
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come together, they come up with a
great idea, they decide that they are
going to honor our Nation’s veterans,
they talk to their Members of Con-
gress, they bring it here, we all work
together, we come up with a plan to
put it in place, and we come to the
floor to pass a piece of legislation.
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This is one of those times where that
little cartoon, ‘I am just a bill sitting
on Capitol Hill,” actually worked that
way. For that, I am grateful for the
work that has been done.

I would especially like to thank
Chairman ROE for his willingness, as
we looked at this bill, to put some
guardrails in place making sure that
before we designate the memorial and
museum to U.S. veterans of all eras,
that it truly is the National Veterans
Memorial and Museum.

The materials provided to Members
of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee
clearly demonstrate the intent to cre-
ate an architecturally stunning, state-
of-the-art institution in the heart of
the country that honors veterans and
educates the country about those sac-
rifices. That is an incredibly noble
cause.

Just as important to the eventual
success of this effort is the responsi-
bility of the House Veterans’ Affairs
Committee to ensure that it be estab-
lished and operated to the highest pos-
sible standards forever, as are the mu-
seums and cemeteries under its juris-
diction run by the National Cemetery
Administration and the American Bat-
tle Monuments Commission. I feel the
legislation we are voting on today does
exactly that.

Mr. Speaker, I want to acknowledge
the efforts of the gentlewoman from
Columbus, Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY). I would
also like to thank the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STIVERS) for working with us
on this. The gentleman truly rep-
resents the best of what it means to be
a representative. His good-faith effort
to continue to improve on a piece of
legislation, taking in the concerns that
people had to make it work, it is, to
me, incredibly encouraging. I thank
the gentleman for that. His work is
going to ensure that this is going to be
a spectacular museum and monument
to our Nation’s veterans.

Under the bill before us today, the
museum will submit a report to Con-
gress before it opens. The report will
address the issues of budget, govern-
ance, operations, vision, and veteran
outreach.

There is a provision we are adding as
part of the manager’s amendment that
allows Congress to remove that des-
ignation after 5 years. We will not need
to do that. This will be a wonderful fa-
cility. We put this in place as part of
our responsibility of oversight.

With the addition of these provisions,
I believe the committee has done its
due diligence before recommending the
House to confer this national designa-
tion.
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In addition, it has put in place the
necessary guardrails to ensure that
this will be built in Columbus, Ohio, to
the highest standards. I am proud to
say this will be the National Veterans
Memorial and Museum.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to commend the ranking member. We
had a little issue in committee, but we
didn’t stall the bill. We worked that
out and moved forward. So let’s get the
Senate to pass it now after we pass it
today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. STIVERS), the sponsor of the
bill.

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida for every-
thing he is doing to lead this bill on
the floor today. I would like to also
thank the ranking member from Min-
nesota for his good-faith effort and his
work. We worked in a collaborative
way to address his concerns.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
thank my colleague from Columbus,
JOYCE BEATTY; and my other colleague
from Columbus, PAT TIBERI, for their
work in a bipartisan fashion for mak-
ing this bill better, helping this bill
pass the House. I hope we can get it
passed in the Senate here shortly as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to speak
today in support of the bill that will
designate the National Veterans Me-
morial and Museum being built in Co-
lumbus, Ohio, as America’s National
Veterans Memorial and Museum.

The National Veterans Memorial and
Museum will serve as a civic landmark
to honor, connect, inspire, and educate
all Americans about the service and
sacrifice of our Nation’s 22 million vet-
erans. It will be the only public mu-
seum of its kind that exists for the ex-
clusive role of sharing the experiences
of veterans across all eras, conflicts,
and branches of military service.

You might ask: Why would we want
to do this in Columbus, Ohio?

Well, first and foremost, Ohio has the
sixth largest veterans population in
the United States, and it is easily ac-
cessible to almost anyone in the United
States. We are within a 10-hour’s drive
of almost 60 percent of the veterans in
the United States.

I believe that it is going to be a great
opportunity to have not everything in
Washington, D.C., but have it out in
the rest of the country.

Ohio is a great place of military his-
tory. Ohio was recently selected to be
the future home of the United States
Veterans Affairs National Archives in
Dayton, and that will make sure that
military records dating back to the
Revolutionary War are kept there.

Ohio is the birthplace of the Veterans
of Foreign Wars, and that is one of the
earliest adopted veterans service orga-
nizations.

This museum will also be, and is,
supported by veterans service organiza-
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tions around the country, and we want
to thank them for that.

A lot of veterans have worked hard
to make that happen. For example,
Colonel Tom Moe, a Vietnam veteran
and a POW who flew 85 missions, is
leading Veterans’ Outreach for the Na-
tional Veterans Memorial and Museum,
and he is part of the Veterans’ Advi-
sory Committee working closely with
the VSOs across the country to make
sure this museum is truly a national
reflection of veterans and their stories.

Additionally, the Columbus Down-
town Development Corporation is man-
aging this project. They are a 501(c)(3)
that will operate, fund, and manage the
museum, led by a national board of di-
rectors, including veterans, veterans
service organizations, and the families
of America’s veterans. This 501(c)(3)’s
mission will remain focused on ensur-
ing that the museum conveys the
reverence owed to our veterans of yes-
terday and today, as well as tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take
this opportunity to thank Chairman
ROE for his leadership in this legisla-
tion and allowing this to go through
regular order through the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee. There were hearings.
It was a collaborative process, and we
worked to address some issues from the
other side of the aisle. We worked in a
good-faith effort.

I think we came up with a good solu-
tion that ensures that this museum
will have the highest standards and
will be representative of the national
designation in a way that we can all be
proud of.

I am convinced that both the minor-
ity and majority staff wanted to make
this museum the greatest it can be,
and I want to thank them for all their
efforts.

We were able to hear from VSOs tes-
tifying in support of this museum that
included The American Legion, the
VFW, the Paralyzed Veterans of Amer-
ica. I believe that through their testi-
mony and our work, there was a lot of
great information that was exchanged,
and we are excited to move forward
with the National Veterans Memorial
and Museum.

One last point is that this museum
was funded with private donations. It
requires no Federal funding to open the
doors. I believe that is another com-
petitive advantage.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank
Chairman ROE, Ranking Member WALZ,
Chairman BILIRAKIS, the members of
the Veterans’ Affairs Committee, and,
most importantly, my co-lead and col-
league on this effort, JOYCE BEATTY
and PAT TIBERI from Columbus.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the legislation.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for his words. I appreciate
his work.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY),
a staunch and truly effective advocate
for her constituents and for veterans
across this Nation. This museum will
reside in her district.
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Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, first let
me say I certainly want to join my col-
league, Congressman STEVE STIVERS, in
thanking Congressman BILIRAKIS and
Congressman WALZ for all of their
work in allowing us to make this pos-
sible to be here today.

Mr. Speaker, I am honored to rise to
offer my enthusiastic support for the
National Veterans Memorial and Mu-
seum Act, H.R. 1900, designating it as a
public museum for the exclusive pur-
pose of sharing the experience and
voices of veterans across all eras, con-
flicts, and branches of the military.

As you have heard, it will be housed
in my district, so I am especially
pleased that it is being built in a part-
nership with private pay, a partnership
with government, and a partnership
that is blessed by the veterans of cen-
tral Ohio and across the Nation.

The museum concept was the brain-
child of the Nation’s good friend: World
War II veteran, legendary astronaut,
and former U.S. Senator from Ohio,
John Glenn, who was a dear friend and
one of my constituents. John also
chaired the Veterans Committee.

Mr. Speaker, if Senator Glenn were
here today, he would share with us how
this museum will honor, connect, in-
spire, and educate all Americans about
the unified service and sacrifices of our
Nation’s more than 40 million veterans.

I salute this Congress and my com-
munity for recognizing the need for
veterans of all eras to have a museum
to collectively call their own.

Mr. Speaker, I could not stand here
without again thanking my colleague
and veteran, Congressman STEVE STIV-
ERS, for his relentless work, for his

leadership, and his partnership
throughout the development of this
project.

This project certainly shares with us
what bipartisan work can do.

Mr. Speaker, I also would like to
thank Congressman TIBERI for joining
us. I greatly appreciate and want to
personally thank the Ileadership of
Chairman ROE and Ranking Member
WALZ, and also the subcommittee lead-
ership, because they expressed their
concerns. We addressed the concerns in
a very constructive way. That is what
partnerships and leadership is all
about. Because of their good work, it
has strengthened the operations of the
project and the viability of the project.

H.R. 1900 has the support of The
American Legion, the Paralyzed Vet-
erans of America, and the VFW.

Mr. Speaker, today I ask my col-
leagues to support this legislation and
to come to Columbus when it is open to
see it in person and how it honors the
stories and the sacrifices of our Na-
tion’s veterans.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. DAVIDSON).

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as an Army veteran and
former Army Ranger, I am proud to
join Representative STIVERS, Rep-
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resentative BEATTY, and really the
Ohio delegation in today’s designation
of the Veterans Memorial and Museum
in Columbus, Ohio, as the National
Veterans Memorial and Museum. I am
thankful to all my colleagues and the
work of the committee to do this not
just as something for Ohio, but some-
thing for our Nation and for our Na-
tion’s veterans.

This museum is squarely focused on
telling the personal stories of those
who have served, including those who
have lost their lives serving our coun-
try. The National Veterans Memorial
and Museum will be the only one of its
kind that uses personal belongings, let-
ters, and memories to bring the stories
of our servicemembers and their fami-
lies to life.

In addition to world class interactive
exhibits that will serve to educate the
next generation about the value of
military service, this project will also
be connected to an online database fea-
turing the collection.

The National Veterans Memorial and
Museum will also serve to honor our
men and women in uniform by pro-
viding space for celebrations, and vet-
erans ceremonies and reunions.

Ohio has a proud history of honoring
our Nation’s veterans and supporting
our current men and women in uni-
form. Ohio is home to Wright-Patter-
son Air Force Base, the National Mu-
seum of the United States Air Force,
and was recently selected as the United
States Veterans Affairs National Ar-
chives. It is fitting that Ohio should be
the place for telling these stories.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the bipar-
tisan support on this bill and I urge my
colleagues to support it.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

I thank everyone who spoke here. It
is the way it is supposed to work. I am
very excited about this.

Mr. Speaker, I would encourage you
to go and look. This is going to be spec-
tacular. It is at nationalvmm.org, if
you want to see where they are and the
progress that is being made. We are
going to be open here soon in the
spring. I am going to take Mrs. BEATTY
up on this as a veteran myself.

I think of the countless families and
veterans who will take their children
and walk through the halls and tell the
story. This is an important piece of our
history. It is important to tell the
story and it is important for us to pre-
serve these stories.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support this piece of legisla-
tion, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, again,
we need to teach our children the value
of military service so they can appre-
ciate it. These are our true American
heroes. I am looking forward to vis-
iting Mrs. BEATTY in Columbus.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Mrs.
BEATTY and, of course, General Stivers
for doing such a wonderful job in get-
ting this bill done, and I also thank the
ranking member.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1900, as amend-
ed.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
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VETERANS E-HEALTH AND TELE-
MEDICINE SUPPORT ACT OF 2017

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2123) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the ability of
health care professionals to treat vet-
erans through the use of telemedicine,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2123

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Veterans E-
Health and Telemedicine Support Act of
2017 or the “VETS Act of 2017”.

SEC. 2. LICENSURE OF HEALTH CARE PROFES-

SIONALS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS PROVIDING
TREATMENT VIA TELEMEDICINE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 17 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 1730A the following new sec-
tion:

“§1730B. Licensure of health care profes-
sionals providing treatment via telemedi-
cine
‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any

provision of law regarding the licensure of
health care professionals, a covered health
care professional may practice the health
care profession of the health care profes-
sional at any location in any State, regard-
less of where the covered health care profes-
sional or the patient is located, if the cov-
ered health care professional is using tele-
medicine to provide treatment to an indi-
vidual under this chapter.

“(b) PROPERTY OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—
Subsection (a) shall apply to a covered
health care professional providing treatment
to a patient regardless of whether the cov-
ered health care professional or patient is lo-
cated in a facility owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment during such treatment.

‘‘(c) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this sec-
tion may be construed to remove, limit, or
otherwise affect any obligation of a covered
health care professional under the Controlled
Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.).

“(d) COVERED HEALTH CARE PROFESSIONAL
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘covered
health care professional’ means a health care
professional who—

‘(1) is an employee of the Department ap-
pointed under the authority under sections
7306, 7401, 7405, 7406, or 7408 of this title, or
title 5;

‘(2) is authorized by the Secretary to pro-
vide health care under this chapter;

““(3) is required to adhere to all quality
standards relating to the provision of tele-
medicine in accordance with applicable poli-
cies of the Department; and
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‘“(4) has an active, current, full, and unre-
stricted license, registration, or certification
in a State to practice the health care profes-
sion of the health care professional.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 17 of
such title is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 1730A the following
new item:

““1730B. Licensure of health care profes-
sionals providing treatment via
telemedicine.”.

(¢) REPORT ON TELEMEDICINE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of
the Senate and the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs of the House of Representatives a re-
port on the effectiveness of the use of tele-
medicine by the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by
paragraph (1) shall include an assessment of
the following:

(A) The satisfaction of veterans with tele-
medicine furnished by the Department.

(B) The satisfaction of health care pro-
viders in providing telemedicine furnished by
the Department.

(C) The effect of telemedicine furnished by
the Department on the following:

(i) The ability of veterans to access health
care, whether from the Department or from
non-Department health care providers.

(ii) The frequency of use by veterans of
telemedicine.

(iii) The productivity of health care pro-
viders.

(iv) Wait times for an appointment for the
receipt of health care from the Department.

(v) The reduction, if any, in the use by vet-
erans of in-person services at Department fa-
cilities and non-Department facilities.

(D) The types of appointments for the re-
ceipt of telemedicine furnished by the De-
partment that were provided during the one-
year period preceding the submittal of the
report.

(E) The number of appointments for the re-
ceipt of telemedicine furnished by the De-
partment that were requested during such
period, disaggregated by Veterans Integrated
Service Network.

(F') Savings by the Department, if any, in-
cluding travel costs, of furnishing health
care through the use of telemedicine during
such period.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2123.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2123, the Veterans E-Health and
Telemedicine Support Act of 2017.

I believe that telemedicine rep-
resents the future of healthcare deliv-
ery, and I am proud of the fact that the
Department of Veterans Affairs is a
longtime leader in telemedicine.
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Through VA’s many different tele-
health modalities, VA doctors and
nurses have been able to better serve
veterans in remote, rural, or medically
underserved areas and veterans with
limited mobility or other issues that
make it difficult to travel to and from
the VA medical facilities for needed ap-
pointments and follow-up care. Impor-
tantly, veterans who have had experi-
ence accessing care through telemedi-
cine have demonstrated improved
healthcare outcomes, including de-
creases in hospital admissions.

It is my hope that all veterans would
have access to VA telemedicine when
and where appropriate. However, the
continued expansion of telemedicine
across the VA healthcare system has
been constrained by restrictions on the
ability of VA providers to practice
telemedicine across State lines with-
out jeopardizing their State medical li-
cense.

H.R. 2123, the Veterans E-Health and
Telemedicine Support Act of 2017,
would remove those constraints by au-
thorizing the VA providers to practice
telemedicine at a location in any
State, regardless of where the provider
or patient is located. This would pro-
vide VA clinicians the statutory pro-
tection they need to continue pro-
viding high-quality telehealthcare to
veteran patients across the country
without fear of penalties imposed by
the State medical licensing boards.

I am grateful to my friend and col-
league, Representative GLENN THOMP-
SON from the great State of Pennsyl-
vania, for his leadership on this issue
and for bringing this important bill
forward.

I am also grateful to my fellow com-
mittee member, Representative JULIA
BROWNLEY of California, the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on
Health, for her work and advocacy on
VA telemedicine.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to join me in supporting H.R. 2123, and
I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I rise in strong support of H.R. 2123,
the VETS Act of 2017.

Since its very inception, the Vet-
erans Health Administration has been
a leader in medical advancements and
the delivery of healthcare. This legisla-
tion would ensure it continues this his-
tory of leadership by allowing VA pro-
viders to engage in the delivery of tele-
medicine to veterans all over the coun-
try, regardless of where the provider is
located. These are paper barriers, these
are legal barriers, not barriers of tech-
nology, to allow us to deliver care.

Telemedicine and medicine, in gen-
eral, is changing so rapidly, we need to
make sure that barriers are not put in
place, especially for rural veterans, and
many of us have them all over.

Last week, I did a field hearing in
International Falls, Minnesota, which,
by the way, will be 1 degree tomorrow
for all of you, just so you know. Those
folks are veterans. They have served,
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but they are miles from a VA facility.
The technology that we have, and we
know it works, allows them to get
that.

If we have veterans sitting on State
borders, if we have veterans sitting in
remote areas, it sometimes makes it
difficult. It will give VA the tools it
needs to remain a leader in the use of
telehealth technology.

I am particularly thankful to Rep-
resentatives THOMPSON and BROWNLEY
for their leadership. They identified a
problem, worked on it, and came up
with a workable solution that we can
put into statute, making sure, the bot-
tom line, again, that every veteran, re-
gardless of geographic location, gets
the best, most advanced care possible.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. THOMPSON), who is the
sponsor of the bill.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman and
ranking member for their support and
their kind words.

Mr. Speaker, I do rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 2123, the Veterans E-
Health and Telemedicine Support Act,
also known as the VETS Act.

Years ago, a constituent approached
me to discuss the barriers to care that
his fellow veterans were experiencing
through the VA system. As an Active-
Duty soldier, he told me stories of his
friends coming home from deployment
and falling through the cracks of the
system. Some were suffering from post-
traumatic stress disorder, TBIs, and
depression and required the care of spe-
cialists. Others had difficulty traveling
from their rural communities to VA
medical centers because of injuries sus-
tained during combat. Too many of
those wound up taking their own lives.

It broke my heart to hear the stories
of this soldier’s friends and comrades
not receiving the care that they de-
serve. What made it more difficult was
the fact that this constituent soldier
was my son.

After numerous conversations trying
to figure out how we can help our serv-
icemembers when they return home,
we determined that expanding access
to telehealth would be a great start.
Many of our veterans live in rural
areas and are unable to travel far dis-
tances. Allowing them to see their
healthcare provider in the comfort of
their home would increase their access
to care. This is why Representative
JULIA BROWNLEY and I introduced the
VETS Act.

The VETS Act will allow VA-em-
ployed healthcare providers to practice
telehealth across State lines, no mat-
ter where the doctor or the patient is
located. It also commissions a report
to study the effectiveness of telemedi-
cine programs utilized by the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs.

While the VA has made major strides
and is a leader in advancing telehealth
access, outdated barriers limit its
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growth. Currently, each State has its
own licensing requirements for
healthcare providers to practice medi-
cine within its borders. For example, if
a doctor practices in Pennsylvania and
Ohio, they must hold a license from
each State.

VA-provider licensing requirements
are different. As long as a doctor is li-
censed and in good standing with a sin-
gle State, they can practice in-person
care within the VA system in any
State. This reciprocity, however, is not
afforded to the practice of telehealth.
VA providers seeking to provide
telehealthcare to patients must also be
licensed in the State where the patient
is located. These outdated regulations
are hurting our Nation’s veterans.

The Department of Veterans Affairs
has successfully been using telemedi-
cine for quite some time. Since 2002,
more than 2 million veterans have re-
ceived telehealthcare through the VA.
In 2016 alone, more than 12 percent of
veterans receiving VA care utilized
telehealth in some aspect. Forty-five
percent of these veterans live in rural
areas.

Veterans who have accessed tele-
health are overwhelmingly pleased
with the quality of care and access
they received. Those receiving at-home
care, for example, through telehealth
cite an 88 percent satisfaction rate.

While the VA has done a great job of
expanding telehealth access to vet-
erans across the country, more needs
to be done. Our veterans deserve the
best care available to them, and this
starts with the passage of the VETS
Act.

I thank Representative BROWNLEY,
Committee Chairman Dr. PHIL ROE,
Ranking Member TiM WALZ, and Chair-
man BILIRAKIS for bringing this bill to
the floor today.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of the bill to give our Nation’s veterans
access to quality, proven healthcare.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. COFFMAN).

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 2123, the Vet-
erans E-Health and Telemedicine Sup-
port Act of 2017.

Under current law, VA healthcare
providers must possess a current, unre-
stricted license issued by a State to
practice medicine at a VA facility.
However, VA providers are restricted
from practicing telemedicine across
State lines. This limits the VA’s con-
tinued expansion of telemedicine and,
as a result, reduces the accessibility of
healthcare for so many veterans.

As technology continues to evolve
and Congress considers what the VA of
the 21st century should look like, there
is no doubt that methods like telemedi-
cine, coupled with more regulatory
flexibility, are long overdue.
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Geographical location in our country
is no longer a challenge thanks to mod-
ern technology. VA healthcare pro-
viders should have the opportunity to
practice telemedicine across State
lines to provide medical advice to our
veterans that is more timely and re-
sponsive to the patient’s needs.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support the passage of H.R.
2123.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from the
great State of Michigan (Mr.
BERGMAN).

Mr. BERGMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 2123, the Vet-
erans E-Health and Telemedicine Sup-
port Act.

For veterans in my district, the chal-
lenge of receiving timely, quality care
from the VA is, at times, impossible. In
fact, winter has already arrived in
northern and upper Michigan. Travel is
complex and sometimes hazardous.

With some of the most rural geog-
raphy in the country, veterans in
Michigan’s First District are forced to
travel long distances, often hours, into
Wisconsin or hundreds of miles down
into mid- and southeast Michigan just
to keep simple doctors’ appointments.

Innovative healthcare solutions like
telemedicine are long overdue. Vet-
erans in my district will help validate
the requirements for and the quality of
such innovations.

H.R. 2123 will allow VA-licensed
healthcare providers to practice tele-
medicine at any location, in any State,
regardless of where the provider or pa-
tient is located. This bill will make it
easier for veterans in my district and
all across the country to access
healthcare services in a convenient set-
ting that fits their schedule, ulti-
mately, putting the veteran first. I
have long said that if a program or pol-
icy can work in Michigan’s First Dis-
trict, it can work anywhere.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of H.R.
2123.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, again, it
makes sense. Removing some of these
paper barriers, as the gentleman from
Michigan said, geography, weather,
other things, it makes sense to use the
technology to improve the care.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
2123, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, this
puts the veterans first, as the gen-
tleman said; and, again, the veteran
has a choice as to whether to use tele-
medicine or go to see the doctor, be-
cause it doesn’t work for everyone.

But, in any case, this is a great bill.
It puts the veteran first. I urge my col-
leagues to pass this particular bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in support of H.R. 2123, the Veterans E-
Health and Telemedicine Support Act, or
VETS Act.

As we approach Veterans Day, a time when
we honor the service and sacrifice of those
who fought bravely on behalf of our nation, we
must rededicate ourselves to ensuring that the
VA has the tools it needs to be the 21st cen-
tury, world-class healthcare system that our
veterans deserve. One way the VA can mod-
ernize is by embracing telehealth and using
new technologies to provide more timely and
convenient care for our veterans.

The VA has seen tremendous growth and
interest in telehealth over the past few years,
and we should continue to find innovative
ways to connect veterans with the providers
that they need, no matter their physical loca-
tion. This will particularly help rural veterans,
and will help us expand access to specialty
care from the medical centers to the commu-
nity clinics, and even into veterans’ homes. |
have seen this firsthand at the Oxnard com-
munity clinic in my district, which is able to
connect veterans to retinal specialists and
audiology specialists using telehealth tech-
nology, making it easier for veterans to get
better care closer to home.

The House Veterans’ Affairs Committee has
also heard from many veterans who have
used telemedicine services. For instance, at a
field hearing in my district, Zachary Walker, a
Navy veteran, testified about the fast and effi-
cient service that telemedicine can deliver to
our veterans, getting him in the door to his
local clinic faster than a traditional appoint-
ment.

Our bill is a commonsense solution that will
allow us to further expand on these telehealth
services by permitting VA providers to conduct
telehealth treatment across state lines no mat-
ter their location, connecting more health pro-
fessionals with the veterans who need their
care.

It has been my pleasure to work with Con-
gressman GLENN ‘GT’ THOMPSON, and Sen-
ators JONI ERNST and MAzIE HIRONO, to ad-
vance this bipartisan, bicameral bill, which has
received widespread support from the Vet-
erans Service Organizations and the VA. |
urge my colleagues to support this common-
sense legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 2123.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

VETERANS INCREASED CHOICE
FOR TRANSPLANTED ORGANS
AND RECOVERY ACT OF 2017

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2601) to amend the Veterans Ac-
cess, Choice, and Accountability Act of
2014 to improve the access of veterans
to organ transplants, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 2601

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans In-
creased Choice for Transplanted Organs and
Recovery Act of 2017’ or the “VICTOR Act of
2017,

SEC. 2. ORGAN TRANSPLANTS UNDER THE VET-
ERANS CHOICE PROGRAM.

Section 101(b)(2) of the Veterans Access,
Choice, and Accountability Act of 2014 (Public
Law 113-146; 38 U.S.C. 1701 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by striking ‘‘or’’;

(2) in subparagraph (D)(ii)(11)(dd), by striking
the period and inserting “‘; or’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘“(E)(i) requires an organ or bone marrow
transplant; and

“(ii)(1) has, in the opinion of the primary
health care provider of the veteran, a medically
compelling reason to travel outside the region of
the Organ Procurement and Transplantation
Network, established under section 372 of the
National Organ Transplantation Act (Public
Law 98-507; 42 U.S.C. 274), in which the veteran
resides to receive such transplant at a medical
facility of the Department; or

‘“(11) faces an unusual or excessive burden in
receiving such transplant at a medical facility
of the Department, including—

“(aa) geographical challenges;

“(bb) environmental factors, including roads
that are not accessible to the general public,
traffic, or hazardous weather;

““(cc) a medical condition of the veteran that
affects the ability to travel; or

‘“‘(dd) other factors the Secretary determines
appropriate, including the preference of the vet-
eran to receive such transplant at a non-De-
partment facility.”.

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendments made by this Act shall take
effect on the later of—

(1) October 1, 2018; and

(2) the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that at all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 2601,
as amended.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2601, as amended, the Veterans
Increased Choice for Transplanted Or-
gans and Recovery, or VICTOR, Act of
2017, which is sponsored by my good
friend and fellow committee member,
Dr. NEAL DUNN from the great State of
Florida.

The VA healthcare system has of-
fered solid organ transplant services
since 1962 and bone marrow transplant
services since 1982 through the VA

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Transplant Program, which manages 13
transplant centers across the country.
However, since Congress created the
Choice Program in 2014 to address ac-
cess to care concerns at VA medical fa-
cilities, the committee has heard an in-
creasing number of complaints about
the VA Transplant Program from vet-
erans who are concerned about the
lengthy travel required for many vet-
erans to reach a VA transplant center
and bureaucratic barriers to receiving
transplant care closer to home.
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According to the Journal of the
American Medical Association, a great-
er distance from a VA transplant cen-
ter was associated with a lower likeli-
hood of receiving a transplant and a
greater likelihood of death among vet-
eran transplant patients.

That can’t happen. This is unaccept-
able, in my opinion. H.R. 2601, as
amended, represents a commonsense
solution. That is what we are all about
today: commonsense solutions for our
true heroes. It would require the VA to
consider whether there is a medically
compelling reason to require a veteran
to travel outside the organ procure-
ment and transplantation network re-
gion that the veteran resides in to re-
ceive a transplant from a VA trans-
plant center, or whether the veteran
faces an unusual or excessive burden in
receiving a transplant from a VA
transplant center before referring a
veteran to a VA transplant center,
rather than to a community transplant
center.

This would greatly increase access to
transplant care in the community for
veteran transplant patients living far
from VA transplant centers.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2601, the VICTOR Act. This legislation
will again eliminate barriers to high-
quality organ transplant centers for
certain veterans seeking their services
by allowing veterans access to a trans-
plant center, regardless of its location,
when a provider determines there is a
medically compelling reason to do so,
or when the veteran would face un-
usual or excessive burden in receiving
the transplant at a VA facility.

That is smart. That is common sense.
It makes the case that the transplant
facilities at the VA are good, but, as
Dr. DUNN pointed out, a diverse soci-
ety, a diverse geographic spread of vet-
erans, certain cases come up that make
it medically wrong to try and trans-
port someone to a further facility. And
for all of those reasons, this is, again,
one of those things that is just smart,
all in the interest of the best care for
our veterans.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. DUNN), the sponsor of the bill
and my good friend.
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Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, let me start
by saying thank you to Vice Chairman
BILIRAKIS; and to our chairman, Dr.
ROE; and also to the ranking member,
Sergeant Major WALZ from Minnesota.
It has been great to work with them.
They have been very helpful with this
bill.

I am honored to speak in support of
my legislation, H.R. 2601, the Veterans
Increased Choice for Transplanted Or-
gans and Recovery, or VICTOR, Act.

America owes our veterans every ad-
vantage when it comes to receiving an
organ or bone marrow transplant, yet
the current VA transplant policy often
runs counter to the medical interest of
the patient. There are only 14 facilities
in the Nation where a veteran may re-
ceive a transplant in the VA healthcare
system, and none of these facilities
perform all types of transplants.

Timely organ transplants often rep-
resent the difference between life and
death. Unfortunately, due to govern-
ment bureaucracy, our veterans are
often forced to travel hundreds or
thousands of miles repeatedly in order
to get the chance to receive a new
liver, heart, or Kkidney. That travel
alone can prove fatal.

Traveling to get a transplant isn’t
the only obstacle these patients face.
Oftentimes, it is the program itself.
The limited size and scope of the VA
transplant program means veterans
have a lower chance of getting a trans-
plant and a greater chance of dying
while on the waiting list.

The VICTOR Act allows veterans who
need an organ or bone marrow trans-
plant through the VA system the abil-
ity to access a federally certified trans-
plant center close to their home if the
veteran and their doctor agree that
that is medically safer. It will make it
easier for veterans to access lifesaving
medical care by allowing them a num-
ber of ways to qualify for care closer to
home.

As a surgeon and as a veteran, I be-
lieve this is good medicine and good
public policy. The status quo puts
roadblocks in front of veterans who
need lifesaving transplant care, and the
VICTOR Act eliminates these road-
blocks and increases access to care our
veterans have earned.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. BOST).

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend for yielding as well. The VA cur-
rently requires veterans in need of
organ transplants to travel to VA
transplant centers to receive their
transplant. Waiting times at these cen-
ters average 32 percent longer than
those non-VA transplant centers.

In addition, we have reports that
show that the further the veteran is
from a VA transplant center, the less
likely the veteran is to receive the
organ transplant. This can ultimately
prove fatal. We owe it to our Nation’s
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heroes to provide them the best pos-
sible care, regardless of where they
live.

Mr. Speaker, I support the legislation
offered by my friend and colleague
from Florida, Dr. DUNN, to solve this
problem. I am just amazed that we
have waited this long to realize we had
one.

The VICTOR Act allows veterans who
live more than 100 miles from one of
the VA’s 13 transplant centers to seek
care at a federally certified, non-VA fa-
cility. I am proud to cosponsor the
VICTOR Act because our veterans
shouldn’t be punished just because of
where they live.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, again, it
makes great sense. We are in full sup-
port of the bill. I urge my colleagues to
join me in support of H.R. 2601.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I en-
courage all the Members to support
this great piece of legislation.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 2601, as amend-
ed.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2201, MICRO OFFERING SAFE
HARBOR ACT

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 115-401) on the resolution (H.
Res. 609) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 2201) to amend the Secu-
rities Act of 1933 to exempt certain
micro-offerings from the registration
requirements of such Act, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

——————

SECURING ELECTRONIC RECORDS
FOR VETERANS’ EASE ACT OF 2017

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3634) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to ensure that individuals
may access documentation verifying
the monthly housing stipend paid to
the individual under the Post-9/11 Edu-
cational Assistance Program of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3634

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Securing
Electronic Records for Veterans’ Ease Act of
2017 or the “SERVE Act of 2017,
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SEC. 2. PROVISION OF MONTHLY HOUSING STI-
PEND INFORMATION UNDER POST-
9/11 EDUCATIONAL  ASSISTANCE
PROGRAM OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS.

Section 3313 of title 38, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(j) PROVISION OF HOUSING STIPEND PAY-
MENT INFORMATION.—The Secretary shall fur-
nish to individuals receiving educational as-
sistance under this chapter documentation
that verifies the amount of the monthly
housing stipend the individual receives
under this section. The Secretary shall make
such documentation available to the indi-
vidual using an internet website in the same
manner the Secretary provides documenta-
tion verifying compensation and other bene-
fits furnished by the Secretary to individ-
uals.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks, and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 3634.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3634, the Securing Electronic
Records for Veterans’ Ease Act of 2017,
or SERVE Act.

Under the post-9/11 GI Bill, eligible
servicemembers, veterans, and their
dependents are provided a monthly al-
lowance that is based on the cost of liv-
ing where they are taking the majority
of their classes at the E-5 with depend-
ents rate.

For many students, this living sti-
pend payment can be their only source
of income, and proving that they will
receive this payment while in school is
important for them to show income for
the purposes of renting an apartment
or home while they are in school. It
makes sense.

The SERVE Act would help address
this problem and would require the
Secretary to electronically provide
documentation that  verifies the
amount of the monthly housing stipend
an individual receives under the GI
Bill. This would allow beneficiaries to
use this documentation as proof of in-
come when applying for housing.

Mr. Speaker, this is a commonsense,
bipartisan bill that will help student
veterans secure housing and would
eliminate roadblocks to a student vet-
eran’s academic success. I thank Mr.
JiM HIMES of Connecticut for intro-
ducing this particular bill. It has my
support.

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

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 3634, requiring the VA to pro-
vide electronic documentation of the
GI Bill beneficiary housing stipend.
Once again, I want to thank Mr. HIMES,
whom we are going to hear from in just
a moment, for responding to constitu-
ents, responding to a need, and crafting
a piece of legislation that makes sure—
as currently the VA does not provide
sufficient information about the exact
amount of housing stipend that a bene-
ficiary receives under GI Bill benefits.

Many veterans rely on their housing
stipend to pay for their housing while
they are attending school; and, there-
fore, it can be necessary for them to
show proof of their housing allowance
as proof of income. Without this proof
of income, veterans are often finding
themselves unable to secure housing
before the start of a school term.

This is—once again, it is being used a
lot today, but this is a case that I
would concur—a commonsense piece of
legislation that asks for documenta-
tion that the VA can electronically
provide to allow all of our veterans to
more easily use their earned benefits.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. HIMES), the author of this
piece of legislation and a staunch sup-
porter of our Nation’s veterans.

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Minnesota for yield-
ing.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the Securing Electronic Records for
Veterans’ Ease Act, the SERVE Act,
because we all know and feel that vet-
erans and their families face very real
challenges when they transition to ci-
vilian life. We all know that we have
an important responsibility to do what
we can to help. Finding housing or a
roof over their heads should not be an
ordeal, especially if it is caused by dif-
ficulties in showing the stipend that
student veterans get from Uncle Sam.

In conversations with student vet-
erans throughout my district, proof of
income for housing kept coming up as
a big challenge. In fact, Nick Quinzi, a
marine and founder of the Veteran’s
Student Association at Sacred Heart
University in Fairfield, Connecticut,
told my office that if he had a wish list
of things to make his veteran experi-
ence better, the number one item
would be fixing the lack of verification
for the monthly housing stipend and,
therefore, giving him better access to
housing.

The fact that Nick and many vet-
erans like him have no proof of income
that a property manager or landlord
could consider when weighing credit-
worthiness and income qualifications is
the definition of an unnecessary bur-
den.

Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan legisla-
tion would help veterans obtain proof
of income for the housing allowance
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they receive while utilizing the post-9/
11 GI Bill. This is, as we have all said,
a commonsense fix to this problem. It
requires the VA to make documenta-
tion for the post-9/11 GI Bill monthly
housing stipend accessible and avail-
able online. That is it.

Student veterans will use this docu-
mentation to provide needed verifica-
tion to housing agents, apartment
managers, and potential landlords.
This bill would provide a permanent so-
lution to the inadequacy of the state-
ment of benefits that is currently
available—an official form, accessible
online, that verifies the housing ben-
efit is necessary and builds upon exist-
ing website functionality. The VA’s
eBenefits site already provides access
to certification letters for VA com-
pensation and pension benefits.

Mr. Speaker, this fix could have a big
effect. There are close to 1.1 million
student veterans using the post-9/11 GI
Bill who would be eligible to benefit
from this.

Mr. Speaker, our veterans have
earned this benefit. We, as elected offi-
cials, feel a responsibility to make sure
that they do not face bureaucratic hur-
dles that prevent them from taking ad-
vantage of all of the benefits that they
have earned.

I would like to close by thanking Dr.
ROE and Ranking Member WALZ for
their role in bringing this bill to the
floor and for their work on behalf of all
of our Nation’s veterans.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Connecticut once
again. This is a good piece of legisla-
tion. It will speed the benefits that
were earned by our Nation’s veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 3634, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the sponsor of the bill, Mr.
HiMES, first of all, for holding the
roundtables and the town halls—they
mean so much—and identifying the
problem. We are solving it here today,
so I appreciate all of the support for
this bill.

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

O 1600

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
VALADAO). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3634.

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

A motion to reconsi