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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 13, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable HAROLD
ROGERS 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.

———

DACA

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, every
day, 122 people with DACA lose their
protection from deportation. They lose
their government-issued identification
that allowed them to stay in this coun-
try and work legally.

DACA is the Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals program that the
President ended in September and
which will completely expire in March.
But let’s be clear: people don’t have

until March. People are already losing
their DACA coverage on a daily basis.

So when reporters and politicians say
that Congress can stall until March to
enact the Dream Act, they are flat
wrong. We cannot wait until March.
The Dream Act and the protections of
the DACA program are not light
switches we can turn on and off. Every
day we delay the passage of the Dream
Act, another 122 DACA recipients lose
their status. They go from being docu-
mented to being undocumented, and
their worlds are turned upside down.

It is not just their lives, but also the
lives of American citizens who love
them, who employ them, and who rely
on them.

Young DREAMers came forward and
reported to the Department of Home-
land Security and paid their own
money for a criminal background
check by the FBI. In fact, many of
them have successfully completed their
paperwork and biometrics three times.
They paid all of this processing—the
paperwork, the background checks, and
the fingerprints—with  their own
money.

By definition, they arrived in the
United States as children, and, by defi-
nition, they all arrived at least 10
years ago—a year and a half before
Obama even got sworn in as President.

There are 800,000 of them—3800,000
young Americans who have been play-
ing by the rules, doing everything their
government has asked them to do, and
who have been living productive lives
in communities in every State of the
Union. As of today, more than 12,000
have lost their DACA status and pro-
tection.

Let me tell you about a few of them.
Mayron owns three businesses. He lives
in Washington State and has lived in
the U.S. since he was 11 years old. His
DACA expires on December 22, the day
after the CR is set to expire and the
day we are all supposed to go home and
return to our families for the Christ-
mas holiday and New Year’s.

He submitted his DACA renewal well
before the application deadline that
was arbitrarily set for last October.
But he made a mistake. His check was
for $465, not $495, so he will be deport-
able as of December 22. He has lived his
entire life in the United States, yet, if
Republicans and the President have
their way, he will be sent back to Hon-
duras. His three businesses and those
who work there? Who knows what will
happen to them.

Another DACA recipient named Saul
is from California. Thanks to the secu-
rity and stability provided by DACA,
he has pursued a career in education. I
was a teacher, and I know that the
monetary rewards are few, but the re-
wards for your soul are many, and the
rewards to our society of having dedi-
cated teachers are just as priceless.

But without DACA and without the
Dream Act, Saul has no future in
teaching, and we may squander the
passion he would bring to a classroom.
His DACA expires on December 29, and
this is anything but a Merry Christmas
for him as we drag our feet here in the
Congress of the United States.

Finally, there is Brittany in New
York. She is a childcare provider who
works with infant twins—one of whom
has a severe health condition. Her em-
ployers are now scrambling because
Brittany’s DACA expired last Thurs-
day, and she has no clear legal path
forward. The family said: We are dev-
astated at the thought that she may
not be able to work in this country and
know we won’t find another caregiver
who is as reliable, nurturing, and
unshakeable as Brittany.

Most Americans don’t understand
why taking away legal status from a
childcare provider who is employed,
cherished, and loved by her employers
will somehow create law and order.
How does creating more undocumented
immigrants help? It doesn’t make
America great. It doesn’t even
strengthen security or our economy. I
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don’t think it even benefits the Repub-
lican Party politically to send this
young American woman like her away.

But it is up to Republicans and
Democrats to stand up for Brittany,
Saul, and Mayron. Democrats must be
clear that we value the contributions
of these young people and will not
allow their stories to be ignored.

Republicans—even the brave ones
who have said that they are for solving
the plight of the DACA kids—must do
more than write a letter or whisper
quietly in the Halls that they hope
something happens.

It is up to us right now. I am not
leaving, and I am not shutting up until
we do.

——————

GOD WORKS IN MYSTERIOUS
WAYS

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

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, this is a very difficult speech for me
to give.

God works in mysterious ways.

When you are an elected official,
missed votes require an explanation.
That is why I disclose this otherwise
very personal, very private, and very
humbling matter.

On Halloween night, after votes, as I
stood on the Capitol steps, my doctor
called and said: Congressman BROOKS,
bad news. You have high-risk prostate
cancer. I felt an adrenaline rush as a
chill went up and down my spine.

By way of background, prostate can-
cer kills almost 27,000 American men
each year and is the third leading
cause of cancer deaths behind only
lung and colorectal cancers. Seventy-
one percent of prostate cancer patients
die in less than 5 years if the prostate
cancer has spread beyond the abdom-
inal cavity. In stark contrast, almost
all prostate cancer patients live longer
than 5 years if the cancer is discovered
early and killed before it spreads.

For example, my father discovered
his prostate cancer early. He lived four
decades after his prostatectomy. My
grandfather discovered his prostate
cancer too late. He died not long there-
after.

After my doctor’s diagnosis, I called
my wife, Martha, who was back home
in Huntsville welcoming trick-or-treat-
ers and shared the bad news. That
night was one of the loneliest nights
apart in our 4l1-year marriage. I kept
thinking about my wonderful family:
What do I do next? How do I beat this
cancer?

Overnight, I formed a plan and began
implementing it.

In an emotional meeting, I informed
my Washington staff of my cancer,
that I was immediately flying to
Huntsville after a CT scan that after-
noon, and that, for medical reasons, I
would be in Alabama the rest of the
week.

Based on advice from friends and doc-
tors, I chose Dr. Scott Tully as my

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

treating physician. Dr. Tully is widely
respected and has performed more than
3,000 prostatectomies. On Thursday,
Martha and I drove to Birmingham to
obtain Dr. Tully’s insight about treat-
ment options and risks. He advised a
radical prostatectomy.

At Dr. Tully’s direction, I undertook
a heart stress test and a nuclear bone
scan. Finally, I got some good news.
My CT scan and nuclear bone scan re-
vealed no cancer beyond the prostate.
My heart stress test confirmed that I
am strong enough to undergo the 2- to
3-hour surgery.

Prostate cancer mortality data is
compelling. Speed is critical in the
fight against prostate cancer. In com-
pliance with the 2017 House calendar
that set end-of-year votes on December
14, and at some risk to myself, Dr.
Tully and I delayed my surgery until
December 15—this Friday—and set a
postsurgery medical procedure for De-
cember 20. My plan was to recuperate
at home during the holidays with my
family and return to Washington for a
full workload when Congress recon-
venes on January 3.

Unfortunately, last week the House
Speaker abruptly changed the House
voting calendar that I relied on to set
my surgery. As a result, next week I
will miss House floor votes unless I am
unexpectedly medically cleared to
travel.

There are three insights from my ex-
perience that I wish to share with the
public. First, don’t ever, ever take your
health or family for granted. During
the holidays, enjoy your family be-
cause no one—no one—is promised to-
morrow.

Second, I encourage age-appropriate
men to have regular PSA tests. While
PSA tests do not diagnose cancer, my
PSA spike persuaded me to have the
prostate biopsy that revealed my high-
risk prostate cancer early enough for
me to enjoy a very good cure prognosis.

Third, I ran for the Senate in 2017. I
finished third out of nine candidates in
the Republican primary. Had I won, I
would not have had time for my phys-
ical and PSA test. I would not have had
a prostate biopsy. I would not now
know about my high-risk prostate can-
cer that requires immediate surgery.

In retrospect, and paradoxically, los-
ing the Senate race may have saved my
life. Yes, God does work in mysterious
ways.

CELEBRATING THE 381ST BIRTH-
DAY OF THE NATIONAL GUARD

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in honor of
the 38lst birthday of the National
Guard.

A component of the United States
Army, the National Guard is primarily
composed of citizen soldiers who hold
down full-time civilian jobs or attend
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school. At the same time, National
Guard members are available to pro-
vide support and protection for their
States or to be called for military oper-
ations for the country. They serve
their community and their country.

BEach U.S. State, the District of Co-
lumbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, and the territories of Guam and
the U.S. Virgin Islands maintain both
an Army National Guard and an Air
National Guard.

The Massachusetts General Court
issued an order on December 13, 1636,
requiring all able-bodied men between
the ages of 16 and 60 to create a stand-
ing Army for protection. With that
order, what we now know as America’s
National Guard was born. The idea was
simple: establish an Army of citizen
soldiers who could be called upon to
fight when needed.

In honor of the National Guard’s
birthday, here are some lesser known
facts about the branch: each member of
the National Guard is sworn to uphold
two constitutions, Federal and State.
The term ‘‘National Guard” didn’t be-
come an official term until 1916. 50,000
members of the National Guard were
called to take on various missions dur-
ing the 9/11 attacks in 2001. Only two
Presidents have served in the National
Guard in its modern structure: Harry
S. Truman and George W. Bush.

The National Guard is older than the
Army. Militias were used as early as
1636 to protect British colonies. The
U.S. Army wasn’t formed until the be-
ginning of the Revolutionary War.

American Samoa is the only terri-
tory of the United States to not have a
National Guard unit.

National Guard units were called
minutemen during the American Revo-
lution due to their rapid response abil-
ity.

The most senior member of each
State National Guard unit is the adju-
tant general. Some States elect the ad-
jutant general while others have their
Governor appoint someone to that po-
sition.

The National Guard formed one of
the first all-African-American units in
U.S. military history, the 54th Massa-
chusetts Volunteers. Their creation
was met with mixed reactions, but the
unit serves to this day, and the first
African American to receive a Medal of
Honor, William Harvey Carney, hailed
from it.

The National Guard is second only to
the United States Army in terms of
number of members.

Mr. Speaker, I commend all those
who join the ranks of the esteemed Na-
tional Guard. They answer the call of
duty to protect their community and
their country. We are grateful for their
service and proud of their commit-
ment.

Happy 381st birthday to the National
Guard.
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HONORING SHERIFF’'S DEPUTY
DAVID SOLIS

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

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the outstanding service and her-
oism of one of California’s finest, Riv-
erside County Sheriff’s Deputy David
Solis, who serves in Coachella, Cali-
fornia.

On May 25, 2017, Deputy Solis en-
gaged in a chase with a suspect in a ve-
hicle, which led to a foot pursuit. The
suspect unexpectedly drew a firearm
and shot Deputy Solis six times at
close range. Though he was critically
injured, Deputy Solis continued to feed
his team information, ensuring other
officers could secure the area, which
led to the eventual capture of the sus-
pect.

Incredibly, Deputy Solis was back to
work after just 4 months of recovery.
His bravery, strength, and profes-
sionalism exemplify the very best in
law enforcement, which is why his de-
partment selected him to receive the
Public Safety Officer Medal of Valor
for exhibiting ‘‘extraordinary valor
above and beyond the call of duty.” It
is the highest decoration for public
safety officers.

Deputy Solis, you truly embody
these values. Your courage has made
our entire valley a safer place. You and
all law enforcement officers put your-
selves in harm’s way each day to keep
us safe.

On behalf of my wife, Monica, and
the entire 36th Congressional District,
I thank you, Martha, and your chil-
dren—Caleb, Jonah, Grace, Jeremy,
and Penny—for your service and sac-
rifice.

GOP TAX PLAN

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, the tax plan
being considered in conference right
now will be devastating for the people
I represent, in particular, seniors,
homeowners, students, and taxpaying
middle class Californians.

According to every nonpartisan esti-
mate out there, this tax plan will blow
a giant hole in our deficit, a $1 trillion
hole, in fact.

So my first question is: Who is going
to pay for it?

Well, next year it will be our seniors,
to the tune of $25 billion in cuts to
Medicare.

And 10 years from now?

We will be looking at cuts to pro-
grams that invest in our children and
our future, like Pell grants for our stu-
dents.

My next question is: Who will actu-
ally benefit?

Well, it won’t be California home-
owners, who, on average, will see their
taxes go up by $800 a year. It won’t be
hardworking families in southern Cali-
fornia, who will be double-taxed on
their income.

It will be corporations that will get
free rein to ship jobs overseas, because
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any income ‘‘earned” abroad will be
completely tax free.

It will be the wealthiest 1 percent
who get more than 50 percent of the
tax cuts in this plan, while sticking
our children with the bill.

I want to simplify and modernize our
Tax Code to give middle class families
the purchasing power they need to im-
prove their lives and spark the econ-
omy. This plan, unfortunately, will fur-
ther burden the middle class for the
benefit of millionaires.

So, let’s start over. Let’s come back
to the table to make real, bipartisan
tax reform a reality and to give real
tax cuts to all the people we serve.

————
HONORING PAUL WENGER

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

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, today, I
rise to honor a true friend and advo-
cate of agriculture. For the past 8
years, Paul Wenger has led the Cali-
fornia Farm Bureau with passion and
dedication, ensuring that one of our
State’s most vital industries remains
at the forefront worldwide. As a long-
time native of California’s Tenth Dis-
trict and the city of Modesto, Paul has
consistently been engaged in making
our community a better place.

As a third-generation farmer, Paul
grows almonds and walnuts on the fam-
ily farm, which includes property pur-
chased by his grandfather in 1910. His
farming operation also includes a mar-
keting component for processed al-
monds and walnuts through his Wood
Colony Nut Company.

Paul attended Modesto Junior Col-
lege, or MJC, before transferring to Cal
Poly San Luis Obispo, where he earned
a degree in animal science.

From 1990 to 1994, he served as presi-
dent of the Stanislaus County Farm
Bureau. Three years later, Paul became
a statewide officer, when he was elect-
ed second vice president. He was then
elected first vice president in 2005. He
also served as a member of the Bu-
reau’s board of directors and chaired
its water advisory committee and
water development task force.

Since 2009, Paul has served as presi-
dent of the statewide California Farm
Bureau. He has been on the front lines
fighting for water rights and supplies,
less government overreach, immigra-
tion reform, and sustainable working
lands that are essential to Kkeeping
farming and ranching alive.

In 2014, he received the Stanislaus
Farm Bureau’s Distinguished Service
Award and has been long praised for his
effective messaging, engagement, pas-
sion, and unwavering principles.

Paul has successfully given Cali-
fornia a strong voice at the national
table by serving on the board of direc-
tors for the American Farm Bureau.

Alongside his work to advocate for
our region at the State and national
level, Paul has dedicated countless
hours to our local community as well.
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He served on the Salida Volunteer Fire
Department, the Hart-Ransom School
Board of Trustees, the Central Valley
Farmland Trust Trustee Council, and
the Stanislaus Land Trust and Agricul-
tural Pavilion boards, just to name a
few. He has been very active.

Paul’s tenure as president ends this
year, but I am confident he will con-
tinue to play a vital role in the advo-
cacy and evolution of our agriculture
industry.

I thank Paul for his hard work and
continued friendship. I thank his wife,
Deborah, his three sons, and their
grandchildren for graciously sharing
Paul with the farmers, ranchers, and
our community, who have relied on his
leadership.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in hon-
oring and recognizing my good friend
for his unwavering leadership, accom-
plishments, and contributions on be-
half of the agriculture industry.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF LOWELL
HAWTHORNE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. CLARKE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in tribute to a
great man, a loving husband and fa-
ther, a visionary entrepreneur, a phi-
lanthropist and humanitarian, my be-
loved and dear friend, Mr. Lowell Haw-
thorne of the Bronx, New York.

Lowell Hawthorne immigrated to the
United States from the beautiful island
nation of Jamaica in 1981 and, like
most immigrants to our country, began
his pursuit of the American Dream.

After working his way up the admin-
istrative ranks of the New York City
Police Department as an accountant
handling police pensions, he was bitten
by the entrepreneurial bug and started
a home-based business doing tax re-
turns for coworkers and friends on the
force.

Determined to provide for his family
a life that he never had, in 1989, in-
spired by his father and sisters, who
were bakers, and with the financial
support of his wife and siblings, he
would go on to open the first Golden
Krust Bakery, on East Gun Hill Road
in the Bronx, New York. His specialties
included the Jamaican beef patty, Car-
ibbean baked goods, and other culinary
delights.

From there, his entrepreneurial tal-
ents, work ethic, and dogged deter-
mination allowed him to soar, me-
thodically expanding his empire to in-
clude over 120 stores in nine States
across the country. Golden Krust Car-
ibbean Bakery & Grill would become
the first Caribbean-American-owned
business in the United States to be
granted a franchise license. Producing
more than 50 million beef, chicken, and
vegetable patties a year, Golden Krust
is also the largest Caribbean-Amer-
ican-owned business in the Nation.

Lowell has been described by his em-
ployees as a nice boss, a wonderful guy,
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a God-fearing man, also, as someone
who cared deeply for his staff, his fam-
ily, his community, and the beloved
land of his birth, Jamaica.

He leaves to cherish his legacy his
devoted wife of 34 years, Lorna, and his
four children, who all worked for the
company: Daren, Omar, Monique, and
Haywood.

I admire Lowell for bringing our
shared love of Jamaican culture to life
on a larger scale through food and fel-
lowship. His success story is an inspira-
tion to all who continue to dream the
American Dream. I personally was hon-
ored to have known him.

As part of a tight-knit Caribbean di-
aspora and Jamaican community, he
was considered a beloved part of my ex-
tended family, so much so that my
mother adopted him, as mothers often
do, and took him under her wing and
into her heart. Lowell was more than a
friend; he was a brother.

Today, I honor his life and living leg-
acy. I will miss my friend and will
cherish him always. On behalf of the
people of the Ninth Congressional Dis-
trict of New York, the Clarke family,
and myself, I wish to express my most
deepest, profound condolences to the
family and friends of the honorable
Lowell Hawthorne.

——————

PLANNED PARENTHOOD
INVESTIGATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Alabama (Mrs. ROBY) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, a few days
ago, we learned of the Department of
Justice’s decision to open an investiga-
tion in the appalling practice of abor-
tion providers harvesting and traf-
ficking aborted babies’ body parts for
profit—finally.

Mr. Speaker, as my colleagues surely
remember, in July of 2015, senior
Planned Parenthood officials were
caught on camera discussing how abor-
tion procedures could systematically
be altered in order to preserve certain
organs so that they could be sold to re-
searchers. They talked of ‘‘crushing”
here and ‘‘crushing” there, being care-
ful to preserve little parts of a baby’s
body because they are valuable on the
research market. They talked of menus
for organs and how lucrative these ar-
rangements could be.

It was sick, callous, and completely
inhuman. It also happens to be against
the law. Soon thereafter, several of my
colleagues and I called for an inves-
tigation into these disturbing revela-
tions.

But, Mr. Speaker, our demands fell
on deaf ears. Attorney General Loretta
Lynch turned a blind eye and didn’t
pursue an investigation. Even after
multiple congressional committees re-
ferred their own investigations to the
authorities at the Department of Jus-
tice, nothing was done.

At the time, I said it was dis-
appointing, but hardly surprising. We
all know how much political weight
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Planned Parenthood throws around in
this town. But, Mr. Speaker, in this
country, no one is above the law.

That is why I was so pleased to re-
ceive word that the Department of Jus-
tice, now under the leadership of Attor-
ney General Jeff Sessions, appears to
be following up on the evidence and
taking our calls for an investigation
seriously.

In a letter to the Senate Judiciary
Committee, Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral Stephen Boyd, who I am proud to
say was formerly my chief of staff, re-
quested unredacted documents from
the committee’s investigation into the
suspected harvesting and trafficking of
fetal tissue. He said, for now, the docu-
ments are for investigative use only,
and a formal resolution may be re-
quired for further proceedings, such as
a grand jury.

I appreciate the Department of Jus-
tice’s attention to this, and I know I
am not the only one who will be watch-
ing this closely.

When the terrible videos first sur-
faced in 2015, I immediately came to
the House floor and stood right here in
the well and spoke out about this out-
rageous activity. Someone later told
me I was the first one to speak on the
floor, and, Mr. Speaker, I will be the
last, if I have to.

I said then: ‘I promise ... we are
not done talking about this.” Today, I
am glad that has proven to be true.

——
J 1030

LET’S TAKE CARE OF THOSE AT
THE BOTTOM

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, again, I express my gratitude for
the opportunity to speak from the well
of the Congress of the United States of
America.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that there is
some misinformation being accorded
the American people. Misinformation
because there seems to be a belief
among those who are pushing a tax
plan that will put us an additional $1.5
trillion, more or less, in debt. There
seems to be the notion being pushed
that somehow by giving major corpora-
tions major breaks, these major cor-
porations will make a major conces-
sion and they will move major amounts
of dollars down to those who work at
the very lower levels of their busi-
nesses: those who clean the floors.
Those who are there, they are called
the night crew, and they make it pos-
sible for those who come in, in the day-
light, to have a clean office and a bet-
ter work environment.

There seems to be a notion that
somehow there will be a trickle down
to them. I don’t see the empirical evi-
dence to support this position. I en-
courage my friends who believe in
trickle down to move to bubble up and
allow the minimum wage to be raised.
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Raise the minimum wage and make it
a living wage.

If you can get it to those at the top,
why not assure those at the bottom
some degree of benefit from the $1.5
trillion?

You but only have to decide that you
will make a part of this tax bill a raise
in the minimum wage. Make it so. You
can do it. And if you should do it, you
will find that there will be some people
who will appreciate the fact that you
didn’t just look out for those at the
top, that you also decided that you
were going to take care of those at the
bottom.

Finally this, Mr. Speaker, to those
who believe that people will pull them-
selves up by bootstraps that they don’t
have, please know this:

Dear brothers and sisters: People who
are poor cannot do more with less.
There is a belief that if you are rich,
you need more to do more. But if you
are poor, you can do more with less. If
poor people could do more with less,
there would be no poor people.

Let’s take care of those at the bot-
tom. Let the system bubble up, as op-
posed to trickle down.

————
MODERNIZING SNAP

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

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss an issue that is receiv-
ing a lot of attention both in the media
and in the House Agriculture Com-
mittee, and that is our Nation’s largest
anti-hunger problem, the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program, or
SNAP.

As we approach the upcoming farm
bill, I would offer a brief perspective,
something that I have been keeping in
the front of my mind throughout all of
these conversations.

Mr. Speaker, SNAP is about families
that are living paycheck to paycheck
here in our Nation. It is about helping
households across this country, not so
much worry about where the next meal
is coming from, but letting them worry
more about their children’s education,
their own work, and, quite frankly,
their own future. It is about helping
every citizen realize the American
Dream by modernizing a program that
helps lift folks out of poverty, rather
than trapping them there.

Mr. Speaker, this will not be easy.
There will be people who demonize our
efforts. Some will even criticize the
process. We will have those who paint
doomsday scenarios about what we are
trying to get done. Some will say it is
too much, too soon, and too fast.

Mr. Speaker, nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth. Our committee
has spent 3 years examining every as-
pect of this program. We have heard
from citizens across this Nation who
have been helped by SNAP, and we
identified modest improvements that
we believe will better serve those in
greatest need.
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Mr. Speaker, we must get this policy
right. As I said, we must get this policy
right.

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that
these reforms are about maintaining
the American value of generosity, a
generosity that says no American
should go to bed hungry each night.
But, Mr. Speaker, it also strengthens
that great American tradition of self-
efficiency that compels us to work to
improve our own stations in life.

By doing this, by modernizing SNAP,
by making these changes that
incentivize work, encouraging collabo-
ration, and promote and improve ac-
cess, we will be ensuring better nutri-
tion for our American families. And, as
budgets tighten in our country and
across this government, we will be pre-
serving a program that must be pre-
served for future generations.

——

HONORING JIM HASLAM

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

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, one of the finest men I have
ever known, Jim Haslam, turns 87
today.

Mr. Haslam is one of the greatest
leaders Tennessee has ever had, and he
is certainly our greatest philan-
thropist.

He came to the University of Ten-
nessee at the age of 17 to play football
for the legendary football coach, Gen-
eral Robert Neyland. He played on
some of the greatest teams in Ten-
nessee history, teams that won almost
every game, losing only four games in
the 3 years that Jim Haslam played.

In 1958, he bought a small gas station
in Gate City, Virginia, on the Ten-
nessee line. I believe I read at one point
that he paid just $6,000 for that four-
pump station. Through much hard
work and long hard hours, he slowly
built that one little gas station into
the Pilot Flying J chain. He is still in-
volved in the business today.

We frequently tell people in the mili-
tary: Thank you for your service.

That is a good thing to do. However,
we don’t show nearly enough apprecia-
tion for people who start small busi-
nesses, turn them into bigger busi-
nesses, and provide good jobs for people
and their families.

The Pilot Flying J Company now has
over 750 travel centers in 43 States and
in Canada, and provides jobs for over
27,000 people. Very few people in this
world can say that they are providing
jobs for 27,000 people.

Jim Haslam has now contributed
over $100 million to the University of
Tennessee. He and his family have con-
tributed very large sums of money to
almost every good cause in east Ten-
nessee, in addition to the university.

He and his wife, Natalie, do not just
contribute money. They are very ac-
tive in all sorts of civic and charitable
groups in Knoxville.

He is also a very patriotic man and
has great love for this country. He
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served his country in our Nation’s mili-
tary.

He is one of the biggest contributors
to the Republican Party in this Nation
and is personally involved in many
campaigns. He has been a very good
friend and supporter for both me and
my late father, and I am very grateful
to him.

Most important of all, Jim Haslam
has been a good family man. He and his
late wife raised three children. Then,
many years ago, he married Natalie, a
longtime friend; and between them,
they raised six outstanding children.

One of his sons, Bill Haslam, is our
great Governor in Tennessee and a
chairman of the Republican Governors
Association.

His other son, Jimmy Haslam, now
leads the Pilot Flying J Company and
owns and operates the Cleveland
Browns football team.

Through hard work, honesty, dedica-
tion, and simple human kindness, Jim
Haslam has lived the American Dream.
He has touched thousands of lives in
good and positive ways. This Nation is
the greatest country in the history of
this world because of people like Jim
Haslam. This Nation is a better place
today because of the life he has led. I
salute him on his 87th birthday and
give him best wishes for many, many
more.

GRANDFATHER RANGER DISTRICT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to congratulate the Grandfather Rang-
er District of the Pisgah National For-
est and community partners.

Recently, the Grandfather Ranger
District of the Pisgah National Forest
received the coveted 2017 Restored and
Resilient Landscapes Award from the
U.S. Forest Service southern region.

The Ranger District received this
award due to efforts to produce a
healthy and more diverse forest. This
project, which began in 2012, has ex-
ceeded its goal of restoring 40,000 acres
of forest for parkgoers to enjoy.

Specifically, collaborative partners
have worked together to remove under-
story fuels to decrease wildfire risk, re-
store shortleaf pines, and increase
wildlife openings, while improving
areas for deer and other wildlife to for-
age.

These combined efforts of the Grand-
father Ranger District and collabo-
rative partners have yielded fantastic
results for our community and our for-
ests.

I know that these efforts will benefit
generations of outdoor enthusiasts and
conservationists for years to come. I
salute the Grandfather Ranger District
and the many partners who earn the
Restored and Resilient Landscapes
Award.
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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 40
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 pro
tempore (Mr. YODER) at noon.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Almighty God of the universe, we
give You thanks for giving us another
day.

Lord, You are powerful and strong,
yet You bend to Your people and show
them mercy and sustaining grace.

Help the leaders of our Nation make
wise decisions in our day. May they
look to You for guidance every step of
the way until we stand in Your light
forever. Set us all on a path that will
lead to peace and security.

Bless us this day and every day, and
may all that is done within the peo-
ple’s House be for Your greater honor
and glory.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

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

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Michigan (Mrs.
LAWRENCE) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. LAWRENCE 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.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

———

URGING PRESIDENT TO NOMINATE
A SOCIAL SECURITY COMMIS-
SIONER

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to strongly urge
President Trump to nominate a Social
Security Commissioner without fur-
ther delay.

The Social Security Administration
has been without a Senate-confirmed
Commissioner for over 1,700 days. That
is almost 5 years. This is totally unac-
ceptable. The American people need a
Commissioner, and they need one now.

Without a Commissioner, Social Se-
curity is just spinning its wheels. Im-
portant decisions are being put off and
service has deteriorated.

I ask the President to act now to
nominate a Commissioner so that So-
cial Security can provide the service
Americans want, need, and deserve.

————

COMMEMORATING FORMER
PERRIS MAYOR DARYL BUSCH

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

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life of Daryl Busch,
the former mayor of Perris, California,
who passed away earlier this month.

As a U.S. Navy veteran, a small-busi-
ness owner, and a pillar of the Perris
community, Mayor Busch’s commit-
ment to public service was never in
doubt. His professionalism, class, and
compassion are just a few of the many
reasons he was elected mayor of Perris
for six consecutive terms.

During his tenure, the city emerged
from serious financial challenges to be-
come a stable and growing community,
and his leadership was critical to com-
pleting the Metrolink extension, which
now connects Perris to neighboring
communities. The foundation he built
during his 17 years of public service
will benefit the city and its residents
for years to come.

My thoughts are with Kay, his wife of
57 years, their son, Barry, and the rest
of the Busch family.

——
KEEPING OUR CHILDREN INSURED

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss the importance of
helping children who, through no fault
of their own, have no health insurance.
These are children who are ineligible
for Medicaid, and their family cannot
afford private insurance. CHIP, or Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program, helps
these children receive coverage.

In Kansas, more than 79,000 vulner-
able children are enrolled in CHIP.
That is why I have worked to preserve
and strengthen it during my time in
Congress.

Last month, I voted for reauthorizing
CHIP for 5 more years, through 2022.
This invaluable benefit to kids in Kan-
sas and across the country was in-
cluded as part of a bipartisan bill
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called the CHAMPIONING HEALTHY
KIDS Act, which passed the House last
month and now awaits further action
in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that the
Senate will act quickly to pass this bill
and reauthorize the important CHIP
program to ensure that families and
children who rely on this program re-
main covered.

———

GOP TAX BILL INCENTIVES:
AUTOMATION OVER JOB CREATION

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

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to address my concerns with the
GOP tax bill.

Calling this bill the Tax Cuts and
Jobs Act is simply wrong.

Adding $1.5 trillion to our deficit and
assuming—and basically hoping—cor-
porations will create jobs is irrespon-
sible. There is no guarantee jobs will be
created and no incentive for job train-
ing. This is wrong.

In America, we have a skilled trade
crisis. We cannot continue to operate
our economy and jobs without skilled
trades. We must give incentives to in-
vest in new technology and equipment
for our corporations, but we must do
that while demanding that they also
invest in skilled trade training and in-
vestment.

Tax reform was a real chance to close
the skills gap, reinvest in our workers,
and create a 2l1st century job training
program.

————
IMPORTANCE OF TAX REFORM

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

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to emphasize the importance of
the reductions and reforms reflected in
H.R. 1, which the conference com-
mittee will work on today.

People in my district and across
America await meaningful tax reform.
Most Americans paid too much in
taxes. In fact, the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics reported last year that Ameri-
cans paid more money in taxes than
they spent on food and clothing. It is
no wonder that nearly 60 percent of
Americans believe our current Tax
Code is unfair—it is.

America’s Tax Code is currently
chock full of special interest deals,
while families living paycheck to pay-
check and job creators need lower and
simpler taxes now.

Throughout this process, my ap-
proach has been to evaluate this tax
legislation from one question: Will this
improve the lives of the vast majority
of the people in my district?

That answer is, absolutely, yes.

The Tax Foundation projects that
the House plan will save the average
family in Michigan about $2,200 a year.
That is real money.
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Americans deserve to keep more of
what they earn. I look forward to re-
viewing the conference report and fi-
nalizing the tax reduction package
that will provide relief to all Ameri-
cans.

——
LET’S VOTE NOW

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

Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge House Republicans to put
aside partisan politics and pass the
Dream Act.

This fall, I have shared story after
story from the House floor of young Or-
egonians who have benefited from
DACA. Sitting at this desk behind me
is a discharge petition which will bring
a vote on the Dream Act now.

Unfortunately, this will require 24 of
my Republican colleagues to join us in
support. As of today, we only have two.
This is despite the fact, if leadership
put that bill on the floor, it would have
overwhelming bipartisan support. We
must act on this.

It is clear that the administration is,
at best, problematic. When asked about
the status of DACA, this President
said: They shouldn’t be very worried; I
have got a big heart. But it was only a
few short months later that he an-
nounced an end to the DACA program.

The Dream Act must be passed by
Christmas. We should do it today. Con-
tinuing to delay a vote on the Dream
Act basically puts 800,000 recipients at
risk, is irresponsible, and puts those
lives in limbo.

These young folks are doctors and
teachers. The path forward is foggy, at
best, right now. They deserve a better
future. Let’s vote now.

———

RECOGNIZING 2017 CONGRESSIONAL
APP CHALLENGE WINNERS

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

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize three high school
students from Kennewick, Washington,
as the winners of Washington’s Fourth
District 2017 Congressional App Chal-
lenge.

Seth Florman, Damon Fuller, and
Kyler Zimmerman spent many hours
creating and refining an app they
named Powerhouse, which enables the
user to take on the role of
businessowner of an energy company.
These students designed the app to il-
lustrate an energy company’s respon-
sibilities to the community and to
draw attention to the challenges en-
ergy providers face.

Thank you to our panel of judges and
to the engineers at Pacific Northwest
National Laboratory who will be pro-
viding the winners with a tour of their
great facility.

The Congressional App Challenge
highlights the value of computer
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science and coding, and I am proud to
represent central Washington, where
schools and teachers are dedicated to
encouraging students to excel in STEM
education.

This year, the Fourth Congressional
District’s App Challenge had the high-
est number of entries since my office
began participating in the contest,
which is a testament to the creativity
of our young people.

I ask my colleagues to join me in
congratulating Seth, Damon, and Kyler
on their wining app, Powerhouse, and I
look forward to their continued edu-
cational and professional success.

RECOGNIZING ORANGE COUNTY
CIF CHAMPIONS

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

Mr. CORREA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize not one, not two,
but three championship high school
football teams in my district.

Anaheim’s own Katella High School
varsity football team won their first
ever CIF Division 11 championship vic-
tory. On December 1, the Katella
Knights varsity football team brought
a championship title to their school for
the first time in the school’s history.

On December 2, Orange High School,
another public school in my district,
brought home the Division 13 CIF title.

Also on December 2, Mater Dei High
School’s varsity football team won
their first CIF Southern Section Divi-
sion 1 title since 1999.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in con-
gratulating these fine athletes, their
coaches, and their outstanding football
programs.

I must say congratulations to the
Knights, Panthers, and Monarchs. All
three teams will be playing for their
State titles in their respective divi-
sions this Saturday.

———

RECOGNIZING  NICKLAUS CHIL-
DREN’'S NEW OUTPATIENT CEN-
TER IN PINECREST

(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, 1
rise today to recognize Nicklaus Chil-
dren’s Hospital in Miami on the open-
ing of its new Sports Health and Ur-
gent Care Center.

With this new center, Nicklaus con-
tinues its proud tradition as one of the
leading pediatric institutions in the
Nation. Located in my congressional
district, just down the street from my
home in Pinecrest, this center will pro-
vide injury prevention and performance
training programs, as well as rapid
care, to our young athletes through the
cutting-edge therapy services found at
Nicklaus Children’s Hospital. It will
also serve as a resource to families to
take their young children, sadly, in
times of medical emergencies.
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For decades, Nicklaus Children’s Hos-
pital has inspired hope and promoted
lifelong health in south Florida by pro-
viding the best care to kids in our com-
munity. It prides itself in bettering
south Florida one patient at a time.

So I invite everyone to come out and
meet the staff of the new Nicklaus
Sports Health and Urgent Care Center
this Friday, December 15, at the
Suniland Shopping Center in Pinecrest
from 9 to 11 a.m.

———

HONORING MAYOR VI LYLES

(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Mayor Vi Lyles, who re-
cently made history as the first Afri-
can-American woman elected mayor of
Charlotte, North Carolina.

A selfless and devoted public servant,
Lyles’ journey began in a deeply seg-
regated South, requiring her to over-
come numerous obstacles. After more
than three decades in public service,
she retired from the city of Charlotte
and was then elected to serve two con-
secutive terms as a member of the
Charlotte City Council, rising to mayor
pro tem. Her leadership helped mold
our city into one of the fastest growing
cities in America and a beacon of the
South.

Mayor Lyles, mother and grand-
mother, is one of my sheroes and a role
model to many. Like strong African-
American leaders who came before her,
like Shirley Chisholm and Fannie Lou
Hamer, Lyles’ election shattered yet
another glass ceiling.

As the 59th mayor of Charlotte, the
story of Vi Lyles will be an inspiration
to young girls and boys and women
throughout North Carolina and the Na-
tion for generations to come.

Join me in welcoming and congratu-
lating our new mayor, Mayor Vi Lyles.
I look forward to our continued part-
nership to move Charlotte forward.

O 1215
STOP THE BLEED

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

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to help raise
awareness for the Stop the Bleed train-
ing course.

Recently, I had the opportunity to
take this course, offered by the Amer-
ican College of Surgeons. This simple
training teaches you how to treat
bleeding injuries and help save a life.
The most common preventable cause of
death after an accident is losing too
much blood after trained responders ar-
rive.

This past June, I saw the difference
having these lifesaving skills can make
when several of my colleagues and
friends were shot while we were prac-
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ticing for the Congressional Baseball
Game.

We were fortunate to have the skills
of former Army medic, my colleague,
Congressman BRAD WENSTRUP, who was
able to apply a tourniquet to Majority
Whip STEVE SCALISE and help save
STEVE’s life.

Each year, more than 180,000 people
die from injuries sustained from car
crashes, falls, industrial and farm acci-
dents, shootings, and natural disasters.
Every American could potentially save
a life by learning these very simple
skills.

I commend this campaign and I hope
by raising awareness we will equip
more Americans to do just that.

————
GUN VIOLENCE

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

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
speak about something truly heart-
breaking. Three years ago, 20 children
and 6 adults were ruthlessly gunned
down at Sandy Hook Elementary
School in Newtown, Connecticut.

Since then, no meaningful gun legis-
lation has been passed in this Congress,
in spite of widespread public support
for commonsense gun reform.

And guess what. We had another fatal
shooting in Las Vegas, where almost 60
people were gunned down. And there
was another one in Texas, where
churchgoers were shot down while
praying.

In the last 4 years, two Members
have been shot. Talk about hitting
close to home.

According to the CDC, on average, 93
Americans are killed with guns every
day in our country. This is simply un-
acceptable. Our Nation also has the
highest homicide by firearm rate
among the world’s most developed na-
tions.

In October 2017, there were over 232
homicides in Philadelphia, meaning
that the homicide rate was 8 percent
higher than during the same time last
year. The city of Philadelphia knows
all too well the lives lost at the hands
of gun violence.

Promoting public safety and making
our neighborhoods stronger and safer
block by block is something I will con-
tinue to fight for.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are tired of excuses and inactions. This
is truly a matter of life and death. We
need to look out for our Nation’s fu-
ture and we need to stop this block by
block.

———

QUESTIONS SURROUNDING
OCTOBER AMBUSH IN NIGER

(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to remind Congress and the
Nation that there are still many ques-
tions surrounding the October ambush
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in Niger during which my constituent,
Sergeant La David Johnson and three
members of his unit were Kkilled by
Islamist militants.

This week, two news organizations
reported disturbing details that raise
questions about the true nature of the
unit’s mission in Niger. There also is a
question of who exactly was making
the decisions on that fateful night: Was
it the soldiers or their commanders
back at base?

According to one report, after being
separated from the unit for 48 hours,
Africa Command believed that Ser-
geant Johnson was still alive and may
have been captured, tortured, and exe-
cuted.

The true story of what happened to
Sergeant Johnson may be, in the end, a
source of embarrassment for the Pen-
tagon and this Nation, but the agency
owes his family and the American peo-
ple the truth, however ugly it may be.

Mr. Speaker, I am committed to
keeping this issue on the front burner
and in everyone’s mind until we know
what happened to Sergeant La David
Johnson.

———

RELATING TO SELECTION OF
MEMBERS TO SERVE ON INVES-
TIGATIVE SUBCOMMITTEES OF
THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YODER). Without objection, the Speak-
er or a designee and the minority lead-
er or a designee shall each name a total
of 15 Members, Delegates, or the Resi-
dent Commissioner from the respective
party of such individual who are not
members of the Committee on Ethics
to be available to serve on investiga-
tive subcommittees of that committee
during the 115th Congress, pursuant to
clause 5(a)(4) of rule X.

There was no objection.

————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
BE AVAILABLE TO SERVE ON IN-
VESTIGATIVE SUBCOMMITTEES
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ETHICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to clause
5(a)(4)(A) of rule X, and the order of the
House of today, of the following Mem-
bers of the House to be available to
serve on investigative subcommittees
of the Committee on Ethics for the
115th Congress:

Mrs. WAGNER, Missouri

Mrs. WALORSKI, Indiana

Mrs. HANDEL, Georgia

Mrs. MIMI WALTERS, California

Mr. PAULSEN, Minnesota

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
DEMOCRATIC LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NANCY
PELOSI, Democratic Leader:
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DECEMBER 13, 2017.
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the order
of December 13, 2017, and clause (5)(a)(4)(A) of
Rule X of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives, I designate the following Mem-
bers to be available to serve as members of
an Investigative Subcommittee established
by the Committee on Ethics during the 115th
Congress:

Representative Joaquin Castro of Texas

Representative Pramila Jayapal of Wash-
ington

Representative A. Donald McEachin of Vir-
ginia

Representative Norma J. Torres of Cali-
fornia

Representative Niki Tsongas of Massachu-
setts

Best Regards,
NANCY PELOSI,
Democratic Leader.

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2396, PRIVACY NOTIFICA-
TION TECHNICAL CLARIFICATION
ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 4015, COR-
PORATE GOVERNANCE REFORM
AND TRANSPARENCY ACT OF
2017

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 6568 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 658

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. 1638) to re-
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to sub-
mit a report to the appropriate congressional
committees on the estimated total assets
under direct or indirect control by certain
senior Iranian leaders and other figures, and
for other purposes. 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 equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Financial Services. After general debate
the bill shall be considered for amendment
under the five-minute rule. In lieu of the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Financial
Services now printed in the bill, it shall be in
order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com-
mittee Print 115-47. That amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against that amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute are
waived. No amendment to that amendment
in the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in part A of the report
of the Committee on Rules accompanying
this resolution. Each such amendment may
be offered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall
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not be subject 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 amendment in the
nature of a substitute made in order as origi-
nal text. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 4324) to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to make certifications with re-
spect to United States and foreign financial
institutions’ aircraft-related transactions in-
volving Iran, and for other purposes. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. In lieu of the amendment
recommended by the Committee on Finan-
cial Services now printed in the bill, an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
consisting of the text of Rules Committee
Print 115-48 shall be considered as adopted.
The bill, as amended, shall be considered as
read. All points of order against provisions
in the bill, as amended, are waived. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill, as amended, and on any further
amendment thereto, to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Financial Services; (2) the fur-
ther amendment printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution, if offered by the
Member designated in the report, which shall
be in order without intervention of any point
of order, shall be considered as read, shall be
separately debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, and shall not
be subject to a demand for a division of the
question; and (3) one motion to recommit
with or without instructions.

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

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of the rule and the under-
lying legislation.

This rule provides for consideration
of two bills dealing with Iran and its
continued support of international ter-
rorism. In addition, the rule makes in
order all submitted amendments.

These bills were the subject of hear-
ings in the Financial Services Com-
mittee and were marked up and re-
ported favorably to the House. Both
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bills received bipartisan support in the
committee, and I would expect that we
will see significant bipartisan support
on the House floor.

Mr. Speaker, it is no secret that
Iran’s leaders have a threat to our way
of life. We don’t have to look any fur-
ther than Iranian support for lethal at-
tacks on U.S. troops in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, particularly through IEDs,
to witness Iran’s hostility toward us.
Going back several decades, Iran has
routinely terrorized the Middle East
and has sought to export terror world-
wide.

Iran’s numerous threats to annihi-
late our friend and ally, Israel, are a
steady drumbeat that should continu-
ously remind us of Iran’s threat.

In 2001, the Ayatollah Khamenei is
quoted as saying: ‘It is the mission of
the Islamic Republic of Iran to erase
Israel from the map of the region.”

In 2002, a leader of Hezbollah, which
is a known extension of the Iranian re-
gime, said: “If Jews all gather in
Israel, it will save us the trouble of
going after them worldwide.”

But lest we think these are the views
of the past, the Ayatollah was quoted
in 2014 saying that ‘“‘this . . . regime of
Israel . . . has no cure but to be annihi-
lated.”

And we could go on. The evidence of
Iran’s intent on the destruction of
Israel is nearly endless. Just yesterday,
the commander of Iran’s revolutionary
guards offered to support Palestinians
if they choose to stage an armed upris-
ing to take by force Israel’s newly rec-
ognized capital: Jerusalem.

Any country whose leaders actively
support terrorism against Israel and
whose leaders take an official position
that the nation of Israel should be
eliminated from the Earth are, and al-
ways must be, a sworn enemy of the
United States.

But it is not just Israel. Other Middle
Eastern allies in the United States
have been the target of Iran’s hostility
as well. Namely, Saudi Arabia has been
increasingly threatened by the Iranian
regime.

In 2011, our FBI and DEA agents suc-
cessfully disrupted a plot by Iran to as-
sassinate the Saudi Arabian Ambas-
sador to the U.S. here in Washington,
D.C. The uncovered plot included
bombing a restaurant in D.C. at which
the Saudi Arabian Ambassador was
planning to eat. The bombing would al-
most certainly have killed innocent
Americans as well.

The list could go on.

Iran has fomented unrest in Iraq, has
sought to subject Sunni Muslims to
Shiite militias, has supplied the Syrian
regime in its years-long civil war, has
supported Hezbollah and Hamas, has
flagrantly disregarded international
law by building a nuclear program, and
has taunted the United States.
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Who can forget the image of U.S.
Navy sailors, hands behind their heads,
forced to kneel under gunpoint on an
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Iranian military vessel? Or the thinly
veiled attacks on U.S. troops in Iraq
using proxy militant groups? Or the
numerous incidents in the Persian Gulf
involving harassment of the U.S. Navy?

Yet, against this backdrop, the
United States entered into an agree-
ment with Iran. The agreement, com-
monly referred to as the ‘“‘Iran deal,”
was opposed by a bipartisan majority
in the House. It relaxed sanctions on
Iran, opened channels for business in-
vestment, and allowed Iran a pathway
forward on a nuclear bomb.

Further, while having the impact of a
treaty between two nations, the Obama
administration chose to call the agree-
ment by another name and, in so doing,
bypassed the United States Senate.
This political commitment by Presi-
dent Obama to Iran is the reason for
these two bills today.

The first bill, H.R. 1638, the Iranian
Leadership Asset Transparency Act,
targets the finances of Iran’s ruling
class. Its goal is threefold: One, aid
U.S. authorities in their efforts to
eliminate money laundering by the Ira-
nian regime; two, expose the sectors of
the Iranian economy that are con-
trolled by Iran’s rulers; and three, show
the Iranian people how their corrupt
government accumulates wealth for
itself at the expense of the people.

The Iran deal removes sanctions on
many of the known corrupt govern-
ment entities. This bill will provide the
transparency necessary to reveal the
level of corruption within Iran and to
inform Congress and others about how
to combat the flow of money to terror-
ists. It further exposes the ruling class
by publishing this information in the
most common languages spoken within
Iran.

The second bill that will be consid-
ered under this rule is H.R. 4324, the
Strengthening Oversight of Iran’s Ac-
cess to Finance Act. This bill will in-
struct the Treasury Department to re-
port on transactions of financial insti-
tutions related to the export of aircraft
to Iran.

Under the Iran deal, President
Obama removed restrictions on the
sale of American aircraft to Iran. In
2016, the Treasury Department author-
ized the export of more than 200 air-
craft to Iran Air, Iran’s state-owned air
carrier. Yet we know that Iran Air has
been the transporter of choice for
Iran’s revolutionary guards as they
have ferried weapons systems around
the Middle East.

The absurdity of this deal to increase
the revolutionary guards’ capacity to
move weapons is self-evident. The bill
before us today will require certifi-
cation by financiers of the aircraft ex-
portation deals that none of the air-
craft exported will be used for ter-
rorism or Iran’s weapons of mass de-
struction program.

Due to Iran Air’s continued role in
transporting materials used for ter-
rorism, this is one step that we should
take to help hold lending institutions
accountable for their support of air-
craft exports to Iran.

H9855

Mr. Speaker, many of us in Congress
know how bad the Iran deal was for our
security and our allies’ security. That
is why there was bipartisan opposition
to the deal last Congress. While in the
end we were unsuccessful in prevailing
upon the administration to abandon its
bad idea, we should continue to stand
in the gap against Iran’s ongoing ef-
forts to undermine peace in the Middle
East and destroy our friends and, ulti-
mately, the United States.

Today, we have two bills that will
help our ongoing efforts to thwart
Iran’s terrorist ambitions. I urge my
colleagues to support this rule and
these bills.

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

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. BUCK), for yielding me the
customary 30 minutes of debate. I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, when the Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action came before
Congress, I made my objections very
clear. I believed then, as I do now, that
the Iran deal too quickly removed the
sanctions that brought Iran to the ne-
gotiating table in the first place, al-
lowing Iran to remain a nuclear thresh-
old state.

However, like it or not, the JCPOA is
now law, and it will be wrong to under-
mine it for purely political reasons.
Unfortunately, that is, in my opinion,
what my Republican colleagues are
doing here today. This is not the way
to handle our country’s foreign policy.

Mr. Speaker, the most important
question that you need to ask yourself
at this time does not have to do with
the substance of the legislation this
rule provides for, but, rather, why on
Earth this body is wasting what pre-
cious legislative time remains to bring
these bills to the floor today.

The checklist of important items
that need to be addressed is long and
time is short. Thanks to the inability
of my Republican colleagues to govern,
even within their own conference, we
face the specter of yet another govern-
ment shutdown next week. The Band-
Aid that Republicans came up with last
week to provide funding for the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program,
which insures some 9 million children,
expires at the end of the year. Utah,
Colorado, Arizona, California, Ohio,
Minnesota, the District of Columbia,
and Oregon are just some of the States
that have had to inform families that
CHIP funding is nearing its end.

Why is this? Historically, the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program fund-
ing has been a largely bipartisan effort.
And why shouldn’t it be? We are simply
talking about helping to cover roughly
9 million low-income children and
pregnant women.

It has been over 2 months since
CHIP’s authorization lapsed, and it is
far past time for a sensible solution to
this problem. Does today’s legislation
solve this issue? No, it does not.

We also have 800,000-plus DREAMers
waiting for word from this Republican-
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controlled Congress. Will my friends
across the aisle allow these fine young
people to remain in the only country
they have ever known as home? Will
you let those DREAMers who have
served this country bravely stay in this
country so that they may start their
own families here in the United States,
start their own businesses, and go to
college?

The idea that my friends would drag
their feet on such an issue, let alone
actually allow DREAMers to be de-
ported, is anathema to what this coun-
try stands for, and it will darken the
beacon this country has been for mil-
lions of people since our founding: a
place where those of differing back-
grounds but dedicated to freedom and
the rule of law come and make a life
for themselves.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans control the
House; they control the Senate; they
control the White House; and what has
that control translated into for the
American people? Absolutely nothing
at this point. In fact, it is looking in-
creasingly more like the first year of a
unified Republican government in over
a decade will end with nothing getting
done.

In an attempt to distract from their
failures, Republicans have taken to
blaming, and I quote them, ‘‘obstruc-
tionist Democrats.”” They point to this
side of the aisle as the cause of their
governing woes. That is a neat trick,
but the American people are not going
to fall for it, and I think you saw that
last night in Alabama where new stars
fell on Alabama.

It wasn’t the Democrats who tried to
take healthcare away from 32 million
people. It was Republicans. Thank
goodness they failed. It is not the
Democrats who are trying to give the
wealthy and rich corporations a tax
break on the backs of hardworking
Americans. It is the Republicans. I
hope this equally misguided effort like-
wise fails.

I have some advice for my Repub-
lican friends. If, like this side of the
aisle, you spent more time working on
policies that help the American people
instead of the wealthy and rich cor-
porations that are doing just fine, you
would likely see more legislative suc-
cess.

Democrats remain ready to work in a
bipartisan way to accomplish all that
remains left to do this year. We are
ready to fund the government and pro-
vide for smart investments for the fu-
ture of our country. We are ready to
pull the hundreds of thousands of
DREAMers out of unnecessary limbo
and provide them with the status they
deserve. We are ready to provide the
funding and authorization needed to
give millions of low-income children
the health insurance they need.

The list goes on and on. But, Mr.
Speaker, if Republicans continue to
not even allow Democrats in the room
to address these issues and if they con-
tinue to burn legislative time on the
bills we have before us today, then it
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won’t be just the Republican majority
that pays the price. It will be the
American people.

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

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, we have two
witnesses on their way. We started a
little bit early. I reserve the balance of
time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am expecting another
speaker. If we defeat the previous ques-
tion, I am going to offer an amendment
to the rule to bring up the bipartisan
bicameral bill H.R. 3440, the Dream
Act.

Just last week, a group of 34 of my
Republican colleagues sent a letter to
Speaker RYAN urging a vote before the
year’s end on legislation that would
protect the DACA recipients. This
means, if we defeat the previous ques-
tion and bring up the Dream Act, the
bill would garner enough bipartisan
support to pass the House today.

Mr. Speaker, I ask how much longer
will this body be complicit in the
Trump administration’s assault on
DREAMers? It is time we listen to the
vast majority of Americans and this
body and act to protect these coura-
geous young people.

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 Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, when
my speaker arrives, I will allow Mrs.
TORRES to discuss this matter further.
Mr. Speaker, at this time, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, at this
point, I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, continuing, we are
faced, as I said earlier, with another
government shutdown. The National
Flood Insurance Program, which is par-
ticularly critical to those of us in
coastal States, is set to expire. The Re-
publican Band-Aid to keep the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program fund-
ed will run out, leaving millions of
children without the healthcare they
need.

The authorization of an important
intelligence tool to keep this country
safe is set to expire, and millions of
Americans in California, Texas, Flor-
ida, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is-
lands desperately wait to find out if
they will receive the resources they
need to recover from the devastating
hurricanes and the wildfires that we
have seen this year and that are con-
tinuing in California.

I have said repeatedly that FEMA is
not only dealing with hurricanes and
floods, they are dealing with tornadoes
and with all sorts of matters, and the
wildfires manifestly have Kkept them
occupied over the course of time.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
distinguished gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. TORRES), my good friend,
as I previously noted, to discuss the
proposal that I spoke of with reference
to the DREAMers.

Mrs. TORRES. Mr. Speaker, it has
been 2 weeks since I last stood here to
ask the House to bring the Dream Act
to a vote. Thirty-four of my colleagues,
my Republican colleagues, have sent a
letter to Republican Speaker RYAN
asking for action to protect DREAMers
before the holidays because they under-
stand the urgency.

What are we waiting for? Republicans
continue to state that we have until
March to resolve this issue, but that is
simply not true. 122 DREAMers lose
protection every single day.
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That means that 122 intelligent,
hardworking Americans, by every right
except birth, are losing their ability to
continue their education, to work and
contribute to our economy.

Are we willing to stop the deporta-
tions of hundreds of thousands of
young DREAMers or not?

This is not a partisan question. This
is the question of who we are as Ameri-
cans. Let’s put an end to the fear and
uncertainty that DREAMers have been
living with these past few months.

We have been clear. This Congress
must not finish this year without pro-
viding a permanent fix for DREAMers,
their families, and the communities
that depend on them. It is unconscion-
able. This is not who we are.

Mr. Speaker, many of my Republican
colleagues support action on the
Dream Act before the holidays. Many
have said so publicly. The majority of
Americans want us to act now.

Mr. Speaker, 1,708 DACA recipients
have lost their status since I last stood
here 2 weeks ago. This isn’t hard. The
fix is right in front of us. It has been
here all along.

We all know that the votes are here
today, if this body only had the cour-
age to act. And I know that the Dream
Act would pass today if we only al-
lowed it.

I ask my colleagues to vote against
the previous question so that we can
immediately begin to bring the Dream
Act and act on the floor today.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN), the former
chair of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my good friend from Colorado
(Mr. Buck) for the time.

I want to thank Chairman HEN-
SARLING because these bills that we are
combining today came out of his com-
mittee. I want to thank him for his
leadership in bringing these important
bills before us today.

I rise in support of H.R. 1638, the Ira-
nian Leadership Asset Transparency
Act. I want to thank my good friend
from Maine, BRUCE POLIQUIN, for his
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work in authoring this bill. It is a crit-
ical step, a necessary step in holding
the Iranian regime accountable for its
money laundering, for its terror financ-
ing, and other wide-ranging criminal
activities.

The Islamic Revolutionary Guard
Corps, known by its initials, its acro-
nym, IRGC, has long been at the heart
of the Iranian criminal enterprise, con-
trolling the better part of Iran’s econ-
omy in key sectors like oil, gas, tele-
communications, and transportation.

The IRGC’s business empire and mo-
nopoly of these economic sectors pro-
vides the regime with billions of dol-
lars that it uses to do what? To feed
the people, to clothe the people, to edu-
cate the children?

No. To repress the Iranian people and
to export the terror that it has done so
much damage in throughout the world,
and its hateful ideology abroad.

Two years ago, I held a hearing of
our Subcommittee on the Middle East
and North Africa, where we explored
the role of the IRGC and, again, that is
the Islamic Revolutionary Guard
Corps. We looked at the role of the
IRGC in Iran’s economy and we raised
these very concerns, Mr. Speaker.

So I want to thank Chairman HEN-
SARLING for his leadership on this issue
and his consistent efforts to hold Iran
accountable, because that is what we
are trying to do, hold these terrorists
accountable.

This is one of the many issues where
the Financial Services and the Foreign
Affairs Committees have done a great
job of working together to implement
targeted sanctions against the Iranian
regime for its illicit activity.

For years, our Treasury Department
has been working to identify and to
sanction IRGC leaders. They have shell
companies. We have been looking at
what these shell companies are. Let’s
identify and let’s sanction them. Their
proxies. Let’s designate and warn for-
eign companies about the risk of doing
business with the IRGC’s connected en-
tities. As fast as the IRGC can create
new ones, we shut them down, new ones
pop up.

Unfortunately, the misguided JCPOA
has made the Treasury’s job even hard-
er, with the IRGC collecting billions
from their financial windfall created
by new outside investments in the very
sectors previously targeted by our
sanctions.

So it is important now more than
ever that the Treasury publicizes the
assets controlled by the Islamic Revo-
lutionary Guard Corps and the rest of
Iran’s corrupt leadership for two rea-
sons, Mr. Speaker.

First, so that the long-suffering peo-
ple of Iran, with whom we have no
problem—we want to help the people of
Iran so that these people have a win-
dow into the regime’s pervasive theft
and corruption that deprives them of
the most basic of commodities.

Second, so that businesses stop fun-
neling cash into these criminal enter-
prises that are financing terror
throughout the world.
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This bill will help shine a necessary
light on these nefarious actions of Iran
both inside and outside of the country,
and I urge its swift passage.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I would
advise my good friend that I have no
further speakers and I will be prepared
to close when he is prepared.

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

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I have two
more speakers. I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN),
a member of the Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism and Illicit Finance.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, I speak
today and rise in support of the rule for
H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leadership Asset
Transparency Act.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair-
man HENSARLING also for moving this
very important bipartisan piece of leg-
islation through the House Financial
Services Committee.

Additionally, I want to thank my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
who supported my bill last year. Unfor-
tunately, it got stuck in the Senate, so
we are doing it over again this year in
the House.

Mr. Speaker, the primary responsi-
bility of every Member of Congress is
to help keep our families safe. Embed-
ded with that promise is to support and
defend our Constitution.

Mr. Speaker, moms and dads in
Maine and across America are increas-
ingly alarmed by the frequency of ter-
rorist attacks here at home, with an-
other attempted attack 2 days ago in
New York City.

Mr. Speaker, today, there are 1,000
ongoing investigations of terrorist ac-
tivity by the FBI in all 50 States.

Mr. Speaker, that is why H.R. 1638 is
s0 important. It is a commonsense bill
that will help keep our families safe
and free. In doing so, we should never
make this a political issue.

Mr. Speaker, the Iranian Government
is one of the chief sponsors of terrorism
and instability throughout the world.
Their senior political and military
leaders and the Islamic Revolutionary
Guard Corps train, arm, and fund ter-
rorist organizations around the world.
They have become experts at using the
internet and social media to radicalize,
to recruit, and to direct terrorist at-
tacks around the globe, including here
in the United States of America.

Mr. Speaker, the Iranian Government
has American blood on its hands.

Now, there are approximately 70 to 80
top political and military leaders in
Iran that control about one-third of its
entire economy. They use their power
to corrupt the telecommunications, the
construction, and other important in-
dustries in that country.

A recent investigation by Reuters
found that the Supreme Leader in Iran
alone has accumulated tremendous per-
sonal wealth through a foundation
claiming to help the poor. So while the
corruption has grown, the average Ira-
nian citizen earns the equivalent of
$15,000 per year.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 1 minute to the gentleman
from Maine.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, the citi-
zens of Iran and the people of the world
should know how much wealth has
been accumulated by these chief spon-
sors of terrorism and what the money
is being used for.

Companies across the globe looking
to possibly do business with Iran
should also understand what they are
dealing with before they invest.

That is why my Iranian Leadership
Asset Transparency Act is a straight-
forward, main, commonsense bill. It
simply requires the U.S. Treasury De-
partment to collect, to maintain, and
to post online the list of these 70 or 80
senior political and military leaders in
Iran, their personal assets, and how
that money was acquired and what it is
being used for.

My bill requires the Treasury Depart-
ment to post this information on their
website in English as well as the three
major languages that are used and spo-
ken, rather, in Iran: Farsi, Arabic, and
Azeri. The information should be avail-
able, easily downloaded, and shared by
everyone who wants to see this.

Mr. Speaker, I might also add that
this information comes from publicly
available sources. It is not classified
information.

Now, I have heard folks say: Well,
this is not a good idea to expose the
Iranian Government’s corruption in
their funding of terrorism, because, if
you do, we might not be able to work
with these people.

Are you kidding me?

These are the radicals who regularly
chant ‘“Death to America.” It doesn’t
make sense to hope that they will
abandon their support for terrorism by
not shedding light on their corruption.
Mr. Speaker, hope is not a national se-
curity strategy.

My bill helps make sure Congress
gets its priorities straight when it
comes to this issue. Protecting Amer-
ican families here at home and helping
to safeguard our troops overseas, where
they are fighting for our freedom, is
the right thing to do.

Mr. Speaker, so let’s use one click of
a computer from any corner of the
globe to help expose the illicit activi-
ties of the chief sponsor of terrorism in
this world. Secrecy and corruption
breed more terrorism by governments
like those in Iran.

Let us stand up, Mr. Speaker, for
every peace-loving nation around this
world, and let’s stand up to protect our
families here at home.

Mr. Speaker, I greatly appreciate the
time and the consideration. Please vote
“‘yes” for H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leader-
ship Asset Transparency Act.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I would just
ask, how much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has 13%2 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Flor-
ida has 17% minutes remaining.
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Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. WILLIAMS), the vice chairman of
the Subcommittee on Monetary Policy
and Trade.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to come to the floor this after-
noon to support House Resolution 658,
the combined rule providing for consid-
eration of H.R. 1638 and H.R. 4324.

H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leadership
Asset Transparency Act, sponsored by
the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
POLIQUIN), is commonsense legislation.
The bill would publicize assets associ-
ated with Iran’s Government and mili-
tary leadership. It would require a re-
port to Congress on the assets that
these leaders control, how they were
acquired, and how each and every one
of these Iranian leaders uses them.

The American people, the American
businesses, and the international com-
munity deserve to know who controls
money and assets in Iran.

I am also proud to be the sponsor of
H.R. 4324, the Strengthening Oversight
of Iran’s Access to Finance Act. My
legislation would improve congres-
sional oversight of any financing that
the Treasury authorizes for aircraft
sales to Iran.

Every 6 months, the Treasury would
need to certify to us that finance au-
thorizations would not benefit an Ira-
nian person who is transporting items
for the proliferation of weapons of
mass destruction, nor providing trans-
portation for sanctioned entities.

O 1300

Treasury would also have to certify
to us that these authorizations don’t
pose a significant money laundering or
terrorism finance risk to the U.S. fi-
nancial system.

If the Treasury Department cannot
make this certification, the Depart-
ment must tell us why, and it must ex-
plain to Congress the course of action
it intends to take.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this rule, and I urge them to support
H.R. 1638 and H.R. 4324.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, as we approach the end
of 2017, and with just a few legislative
days left, the Republican majority is
focusing on the wrong things. Plain
and simple, the bills before us today
are more evidence of that.

Over the next couple of weeks, we
face a terrifyingly long to-do list, the
outcome of which will affect every sin-
gle American.

Let me be very clear. My friend from
Maine and my friend from Texas, my
friend from Maine, especially, passion-
ately put forward significant matters
having to do with Iran. My recollection
is that I, for one, as did many members
of the Democratic Party, voted for the
transparency that he calls for and are
likely to do so again.

While this is an important matter, it
is not nearly as critical at this time
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that we be occupying this kind of legis-
lative time. The simple fact of the
matter is we could have put this on the
suspension calendar and not been exer-
cising ourselves in the Rules Com-
mittee, occupying legislative time that
could be addressing the Flood Insur-
ance Program, the Children’s Health
Insurance Program, and intelligence
tools that keep this country safe that
are about to expire.

We could have been addressing the
hurricane relief for Puerto Rico, the
Virgin Islands, and southwest Lou-
isiana.

We could have been addressing the
fires in California, Oregon, Montana,
and other areas of the country.

We could have been addressing the
flood in Texas that devastated portions
of that area, as well as, during that
same period of time, we had tornadoes
and other issues indicating how critical
it is that we support these matters.

We could have been dealing with a
real infrastructure measure. Everybody
in this country knows that our roads
and bridges are in despicable shape at
this point, and it is not as if we do not
have the ability to do something about
it. We don’t have the political will.

So we are wasting legislative time
here today with these daunting tasks
before us, and this is what the Repub-
lican majority chooses to focus on: try-
ing to pass a tax bill, for example, that
gives most of the benefits to the
wealthy and rich corporations while
adding over more than $1 trillion to the
deficit.

I have said before: Look out. When
we finish whatever this tax bill is—and
now it is being called what it is, a tax
cut and not tax reform that is needed
in this country. When we finish with
that, the next words out of many of my
colleagues’ mouths next year are going
to be, “We need to address the entitle-
ments,” meaning Medicare, Social Se-
curity, and Medicaid. I can assure you
that that is what we will hear from my
former deficit hawk friends who are
now in charge of this country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my Republican
friends, for the sake of the American
people, to abandon this reckless tact
and return to regular order. That is
something that we are not doing and
have not done. We have had more
closed rules in this session of Congress
than in the history of the United
States Congress.

They need to work with Democrats
in a bipartisan way. I think Alabama
told us that last night, and I hope that
that message is pervasive and allows
for us in this body, as well as in the
other body, to understand the impor-
tance of everybody, all of these bril-
liant people that Americans sent here
to work, to work together to solve
many of the issues of this country and
address its needs in a meaningful way,
not the needs of the wealthy few. Given
everything there is to do, anything less
is abdication of our duty as legislators.

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

Mr. Speaker, as my family and I sit
around the dinner table, my wife,
Perry, and my two children, we talk
politics, not surprisingly, and there are
times where we distinguish good from
bad, and we know that Iran is an
enemy of the good in this world. It ter-
rorizes the Middle East. It seeks to
eliminate Israel. It pursues the de-
struction of the United States. And
yet, for some reason, the prior adminis-
tration struck a deal with the Iranian
regime, the same regime that has
American blood on its hands. The two
bills before us today begin the difficult
work of once again ensuring Iran is
stopped in its pursuit of weapons of
mass destruction and in its support of
terrorism.

I thank Chairman HENSARLING for
bringing these bills forward and for my
colleagues from the Financial Services
Committee who have joined me on the
floor today to make the case for this
effort. I thank Chairman SESSIONS for
his leadership on the Rules Committee
and for providing the debate on this
issue today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting the rule, sup-
porting the underlying bills, and put-
ting pressure on Iran to abandon terror
and embrace peace.

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 668 OFFERED BY
MR. HASTINGS

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 bill (H.R. 3440) to authorize the
cancellation of removal and adjustment of
status of certain individuals who are long-
term United States residents and who en-
tered the United States as children and for
other purposes. 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 di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
the Judiciary. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. All points of order against
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, 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
bill.

SEC. 4. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 3440.
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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
“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. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time, and I move the
previous question on the resolution.

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. HASTINGS. 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 question will be post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HOLDING) at 1 o’clock and
20 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 658; and

Adopting House Resolution 658, if or-
dered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 16383, IRANIAN LEADER-
SHIP ASSET TRANSPARENCY
ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 4324,
STRENGTHENING OVERSIGHT OF
IRAN’S ACCESS TO FINANCE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 658) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1638) to re-
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to
submit a report to the appropriate con-
gressional committees on the esti-
mated total assets under direct or indi-
rect control by certain senior Iranian
leaders and other figures, and for other
purposes, and providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 4324) to require
the Secretary of the Treasury to make
certifications with respect to United
States and foreign financial institu-
tions’ aircraft-related transactions in-
volving Iran, and for other purposes, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
189, not voting 13, as follows:

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

Bost

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)
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Estes (KS)
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert

Adams

Aguilar

Barragan

Bass

Beatty

Bera

Beyer

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F.

[Roll No. 676]

YEAS—229

Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
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
Norman

NAYS—189

Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy

Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
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)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
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 (IA)
Zeldin

Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
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Crowley Kihuen Pingree
Cuellar Kildee Polis
Cummings Kilmer Price (NC)
Davis (CA) Kind Quigley
Davis, Danny Krishnamoorthi Raskin
DeFazio Kuster (NH) Rice (NY)
DeGette Langevin Richmond
Delaney Larsen (WA) Rosen
DeLauro Larson (CT) Roybal-Allard
DelBene Lawrence Ruiz
DemingsA Lawson (FL) Ruppersberger
DeSaulnier Lee' Rush
Dgutch Levm Ryan (OH)
Dingell Lewis (GA) Sanchez
Doggett Lieu, Ted Sarbanes
Doyle, Michael Lipinski Schakowsky
F. Loebsack Schiff
. chi
Ellison Lofgren S :
chneider
Engel Lowenthal
Schrader
Eshoo Lowey
Espaillat Lujan Grisham, Scott (VA),
Esty (CT) M. gcotc, David
Evans Lujan, Ben Ray errano
Foster Lynch Sewell (AL)
Frankel (FL) Maloney, Shea-Porter
Fudge Carolyn B. Sherman
Gabbard Maloney, Sean Sinema
Gallego Matsui Sires
Garamendi McCollum Slaughter
Gomez McEachin Smith (WA)
Gonzalez (TX) McGovern SOtf’
Gottheimer McNerney Speier
Green, Al Meeks Suozzi
Green, Gene Meng Swalwell (CA)
Grijalva Moore Takano
Gutiérrez Moulton Thompson (CA)
Hanabusa Murphy (FL) Thompson (MS)
Hastings Nadler Titus
Heck Napolitano Tonko
Higgins (NY) Neal Torres
Himes Nolan Tsongas
Hoyer Norcross Vargas
Huffman O’Halleran Veasey
Jackson Lee O’Rourke Vela
Jayapal Pallone Velazquez
Jeffries Panetta Wasserman
Johnson (GA) Pascrell Schultz
Johnson, E. B. Payne Waters, Maxine
Kaptur Pelosi Watson Coleman
Keating Perlmutter Welch
Kelly (IL) Peters Wilson (FL)
Khanna Peterson Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—13
Black Kennedy Visclosky
Brady (TX) Noem Walz
Bridenstine Pocan Young (AK)
Harris Sensenbrenner
Johnson (OH) Stefanik
O 1349
Ms. McCOLLUM, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. COHEN, and Ms.

MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New
Mexico changed their vote from ‘‘yea”
to “nay.”

Messrs. PAULSEN and MOONEY of
West Virginia changed their vote from
“nay’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, | was speak-
ing with constituents and unintentionally
missed the vote on rollcall 676, the Previous
Question on H. Res. 658. Had | been present,
| would have voted “Yea” on rollcall No. 676.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, | was
unavoidably detained to cast my vote in time.
Had | been present, | would have voted “Yea”
on rollcall No. 676.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
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. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a

5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 238, noes 182,

not voting 11, 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)
Curtis
Davidson
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Estes (KS)
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer

[Roll No. 677]

AYES—238

Gottheimer
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
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
Murphy (FL)
Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran

NOES—182

Bishop (GA)

Blumenauer

Blunt Rochester

Bonamici

Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Russell
Rutherford
Sanford
Scalise
Schneider
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Suozzi
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

Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
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Carson (IN) Himes Pascrell
Cartwright Hoyer Payne
Castor (FL) Huffman Pelosi
Castro (TX) Jackson Lee Perlmutter
Chu, Judy Jayapal Peters
Cicilline Jeffries Peterson
Clark (MA) Johnson (GA) Pingree
Clarke (NY) Johnson, E. B. Polis
Clay Kaptur Price (NC)
Cleaver Keating :
Clyburn Kelly (L) g‘;;ili;y
Cohen Khanna Rice (NY)
Connolly Kihuen Richmond
Cooper Kildee Rosen
gorvea imer Roybal-Allard
Courtney Krishnamoorthi ~ Rz
Crist Kuster (NH) Ruppersberger
Crowley Langevin Rush
Cuellar Larsen (WA) Ryan (OH)
Cummings Larson (CT) Sanchez
Davis (CA) Lawrence Sarbanes
Davis, Danny Lawson (FL) Schakowsky
DeFazio Lee Schiff
DeGette Levin Schrader
Delaney Lewis (GA) Scott (VA)
DeLauro Lieu, Ted Scott, David
DelBene Lipinski Serrano
Demings Loebsack Sewell (AL)
DeSaulnier Lofgren Shea-Porter
Deutch Lowenthal Sherman
Dingell Lowey ) Sires
Doggett ) Lujan Grisham, Slaughter
Doyle, Michael M Smith (WA)
F. Lujan, Ben Ray Soto
Ellison Lynch Speier
peier
Engel Maloney,
Swalwell (CA)
Eshoo Carolyn B. Takano
Espaillat Maloney, Sean
Esty (CT) Matsui Thompson (CA)
Evans McCollum Thompson MS)
Foster McEachin Titus
Frankel (FL) McGovern Tonko
Fudge McNerney Torres
Gabbard Meeks Tsongas
Gallego Meng Vargas
Garamendi Moore Veasey
Gomez Moulton Vela
Gonzalez (TX) Nadler Velazquez
Green, Al Napolitano Wasserman
Green, Gene Neal Schultz
Grijalva Nolan Waters, Maxine
Gutiérrez Norcross Watson Coleman
Hanabusa O’Rourke Welch
Heck Pallone Wilson (FL)
Higgins (NY) Panetta Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—I11

Bridenstine Johnson (OH) Sensenbrenner
Farenthold Kennedy Visclosky
Harris Pocan Walz
Hastings Rice (80)
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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.

——————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2396, PRIVACY NOTIFICA-
TION TECHNICAL CLARIFICATION
ACT, AND PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 4015, COR-
PORATE GOVERNANCE REFORM
AND TRANSPARENCY ACT OF
2017

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, 1
call up House Resolution 657 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 657

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 2396) to amend the
Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act to update the ex-
ception for certain annual notices provided
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by financial institutions. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
The amendment in the nature of a substitute
recommended by the Committee on Finan-
cial Services now printed in the bill shall be
considered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any further amendment
thereto, to final passage without intervening
motion except: (1) one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Financial Services; (2) the further amend-
ment printed in the report of the Committee
on Rules accompanying this resolution, if of-
fered by the Member designated in the re-
port, which shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order, shall be con-
sidered as read, shall be separately debatable
for the time specified in the report equally
divided and controlled by the proponent and
an opponent, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question; and (3) one
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions.

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 4015) to improve the quality of
proxy advisory firms for the protection of in-
vestors and the U.S. economy, and in the
public interest, by fostering accountability,
transparency, responsiveness, and competi-
tion in the proxy advisory firm industry. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. An amendment in the nature
of a substitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 115-46 shall be considered
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against provisions in the bill, as amended,
are waived. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto,
to final passage without intervening motion
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services; and (2) one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I have
had the opportunity, over the last cou-
ple of weeks, to bring a number of bills
from the Financial Services Committee
to the floor. We talk so much about
regular order and having a process
where the committees are doing their
work, where the authorizers are deep
into the details, and then we are bring-
ing those bills to the floor for the en-
tire House to vote on. We have that op-
portunity again today.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. Speaker, the rule today brings
two bills to the floor: H.R. 2396, which
is the Privacy Notification Technical
Clarification Act, it brings that under
a structured rule, making in order the
only amendment that was offered, a bi-
partisan amendment, offered by Mr.
CLAY and Mr. TROTT; and it also brings
H.R. 4015 to the floor, Mr. Speaker,
which is the Corporate Governance Re-
form and Transparency Act of 2017. We
did not have any germane amendments
offered to that measure in the Rules
Committee last night, so we bring that
under a closed rule today.

Mr. Speaker, I remind my col-
leagues—as is the way of my chairman
on the Rules Committee—notice was
sent out to all Members, and will con-
tinue to be sent out to all Members, for
each set of bills that we consider in the
Rules Committee soliciting any
amendments or ideas that folks may
have. We sent out that notification,
but, for these two bills, we received
only one germane amendment.

Mr. Speaker, I won’t go into great de-
tail about these individual bills be-
cause we are fortunate to have the
sponsors here on the floor for the rule
today. But what I do want to say is
that this is another series in a line of
commonsense, authorizing pieces of
legislation, things that move through
committee in a bipartisan way, that
are going to make life just a little bit
easier for the American people.

We have a chance today, if we sup-
port this noncontroversial rule, to
bring these two noncontroversial bills
to the floor and make that difference
together, a difference we all came to
Washington to make.

Mr. Speaker, I ask all of my col-
leagues to consider supporting this rule
as well as supporting the two under-
lying pieces of legislation.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this rule. This rule that we are looking
at today has two bills under it, and this
is the 56th closed rule allowing no
amendments that we are bringing to
the floor this year. Over the past year,
we have not considered any legislation
under an open rule that would allow
Republicans or Democrats to bring for-
ward amendments here on the floor.

When the 115th Congress opened,
Speaker RYAN promised regular order
bills would make their way to the floor
after hearings and markups. Instead,
we have seen bill after bill rushed to
the floor. Many bills haven’t even gone
through committee or skipped hear-
ings. That is true for the failed
healthcare bill, and it is also true for
the tax bill currently in conference,
the major bill this Congress.

This tax bill, that somehow we un-
derstand there is a ‘‘deal’’ on before the
conference committee even met, was
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crafted behind closed doors, and no
Member was able to offer their ideas on
the House floor. I offered several bipar-
tisan amendments in the Rules Com-
mittee, but they were locked out, as
were amendments from every other
Democrat and Republican that chose to
offer amendments.

The tax legislation would explode our
debt. It is a giveaway to wealthy cor-
porations and does nothing to help the
middle class.

Now, the benefit of having an open
process is creating better ideas: having
Democrats and Republicans bring for-
ward those ideas, see who can muster a
majority of votes here on the floor of
the House, and include that in a tax
bill. We are a legislature. That is how
we are supposed to work.

Instead, a bill was crafted behind
closed doors to raise taxes on 78 mil-
lion Americans and add $1.7 trillion to
the debt. When you add to the debt,
that is a tax on future Americans. In-
stead of taxing them today, you are
taxing them tomorrow. The tax-and-
spend Republican Party continues to
add to the deficit and add to the debt
day after day after day.

Mr. Speaker, we only have a few leg-
islative days left before the end of the
year, and we have very important work
to do, like reauthorizing the Children’s
Health Insurance Program and funding
the government for the remainder of
the fiscal year.

There are millions of Americans who
have been negatively affected by dev-
astating hurricanes and wildfires in
Puerto Rico, Texas, Florida, and the
Virgin Islands, and Congress has not
stepped up to the plate.

There are also over 800,000 aspiring
Americans who are at risk of being de-
ported from the only country they
have ever known as home because of
the reckless actions of President
Trump. Congress needs to act to find a
real solution so DREAMers can con-
tinue to work legally in the commu-
nities that they live in, and they con-
tinue to thrive and give back to make
our country even greater.

We have a lot of critical tasks ahead,
which is why I am really surprised,
with all of this work to do, and only 7
or 8 days to do it, that here we are con-
sidering two bills where we will have
our debate, but they are not bills of
great importance. We are using our
floor time—very limited, 7 days before
the end of the year—when we could be
debating tax reform and offering
amendments, when we could be ad-
dressing the needs of the DREAMers,
where we could actually be doing some-
thing about the deficit, reining in out-
of-control wasteful government spend-
ing. We are not doing any of that.

We are doing two minor bills that are
favors for public companies, or whoever
they are. I am happy to talk about
them. I am going to do my role in de-
bating them. One I am even fairly sup-
portive of. But they are completely
separated from the actual concerns of
the American people.
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No wonder the approval rating of this
institution is under 15 percent, because
we continue to debate these minor bills
under a closed process, when, this very
week, we could have had an open proc-
ess for tax reform. We could be voting
on 10 or 20 amendments a day, passing
some and rejecting some. I have no
problem if I bring forward some Demo-
cratic amendment and it fails. That is
the process. That is fair.

But we have bipartisan, common-
sense amendments that should be part
of tax reform. Representative
SCHWEIKERT and I have a bill to provide
a de minimis exemption on taxation
for use of cryptocurrencies, to allow
them to be used for amounts under $600
in everyday purchases and to remove
the specter of IRS enforcement.

Let’s put it in. Let’s have a vote on
it. Let’s see if a majority of Congress
agrees with me. I hope they do. If not,
I am a big boy. It is my job. I can go
home. But to not even be able to fight
for the issues that my constituents
have hired me to fight for is not only
the frustration I have, and not only the
frustration many Republicans have,
but it is the frustration the American
people have with this institution.

Now, let’s get to these bills. Typi-
cally, the Financial Services Com-
mittee did not hold a hearing on either
of these rules. It is a closed rule.

The first one, H.R. 2396, the Privacy
Notification Technical Clarification
Act, would remove privacy notice re-
quirements for financial institutions to
consumers that share or sell a cus-
tomer’s personal information with
third parties.

We are all for reducing unnecessary
regulations. When I get to the next
bill, the Republicans are actually try-
ing to add paperwork and regulations.
This one does, but it picks a very poor
one to get rid of. It gets rid of privacy
notices for financial institutions that
tell consumers that they can share or
sell their personal information. Of all
of the places to cut paperwork, why
would you want to cut the one piece
that consumers and retail investors ac-
tually care about?

Back in September, 143 million
Americans had their personal and sen-
sitive information shared widely, as a
result of a data breach at Equifax. Con-
gress should be looking at ways to bet-
ter secure our sensitive information—a
cybersecurity bill, better information
sharing—instead of actually making it
easier for our personal information to
be shared more widely and giving you,
as the consumer, less ability to find
out where it is being shared.

A hearing would be helpful to under-
stand the full effects of this legislation
to see what the unintended con-
sequences are. We do know that it
would eliminate clear disclosure to
consumers about their privacy rights—
never a good thing, especially in these
times—including a consumer’s ability
to opt out from having their informa-
tion sold to certain third parties. We
can do better.
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The other bill, H.R. 4015, the Cor-
porate Governance Reform and Trans-
parency Act, makes a change to how
proxy advisory firms provide informa-
tion to shareholders. It would require
that they make their recommendations
available to companies.

This bill is problematic from a num-
ber of perspectives. Here is what it
does. Proxy advisory firms provide
independent advisory services for in-
vestors and have fiduciary responsi-
bility to their investors.

Under this legislation, they would ac-
tually have to open themselves up to
lobbying for companies and add addi-
tional paperwork. They would have to
register with the SEC, whereas they
now don’t, before trying to issue vote
recommendations or trying to change
the corporate board.

Here is who the players are in this
fight: On the one hand, you have public
companies; on the other, you have in-
vestors, which means your pension
fund, and mine, Mr. Speaker. It means
university endowments. I know you all
don’t like those, and you are going to
tax them soon. It means, perhaps,
using an individual investor, through a
mutual fund or other vehicle. So inves-
tors on one side, public corporations on
the other.

But the problem is: it is not the
shareholders of the public companies,
it is the insular governance and man-
agement structure of those organiza-
tions. Many of them do need to be
shaken up in the name of efficiency.

There are many examples of investor
pressure that has been applied to good
effect: to meaningful reforms and cor-
porate governance; preventing conflict
of interest, making sure that the board
oversees the CEO are not just his golf-
ing buddies, and he is on the board, or
she is on the board, of their companies,
too.

I have generally been on the side of
investor empowerment in that: not to
the extreme, not to make it impossible
to be a CEO on a publicly traded com-
pany, to run a publicly traded com-
pany. But, if anything, we should make
sure that the actual owners of the com-
panies are empowered to make the
changes they need to increase effi-
ciency.
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This bill goes the wrong way. It adds
red tape and paperwork. It adds regula-
tions to investors and prevents them
from being able to exert influence in
the same way they do today, adding
one degree of additional regulation and
paperwork to allow them to do the
kinds of good governance activities in
terms of running competitive fights for
boards of directors.

Now, I get that there is another side.
There can be a steamy underbelly to
investor engagement as well. There are
some investors who only care about
short-term gains, who try to institute
practices or bully management around
in a way that is not conducive to long-
term value but, rather, just pump-and-
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dump schemes that they try to make
money off of, and I totally get that.

But in general, it is the owners of a
company to whom the fiduciary re-
sponsibility of the directors and the
CEO lie; and we should empower them,
for better or for worse, to make the
changes to increase the overall produc-
tivity of the company.

We should not burden investors with
additional red tape, as Republicans are
doing, by creating more bureaucracy
and paperwork and compliance costs
with this bill.

Frankly, I was surprised to see this
bill come out of Financial Services
Committee because Republicans have
been fairly consistent in trying to re-
move regulations from Dodd-Frank.
That has generally been the approach.
I supported the removal of some of
those unnecessary regulations. Others
are important regulations, like this
privacy disclosure that I don’t think is
a good idea.

But here, they are actually adding
reporting requirements above and be-
yond Dodd-Frank. They are out ‘‘Dodd-
Franking” Dodd-Frank. Republicans
are saying there is not enough report-
ing; there is not enough paperwork;
there is not enough money going to
lawyers and accountants. In Dodd-
Frank, we are going to require that
they file even more paperwork with the
SEC.

I think that is the wrong way to go,
Mr. Speaker, and I urge my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle to resist this
effort to burden shareholders who actu-
ally own companies with additional
costs and paperwork and prevent them
from making necessary management
improvements to the companies that,
at the end of the day, are run for them,
not for the benefit of management.

That is why I oppose this bill. Share-
holders should have a right to impar-
tial information about the company in
which they have invested. We should
minimize paperwork where possible. I
have been proud to support a number of
bipartisan proposals to do that. This
bill goes the opposite way.

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
say sometimes there is a lot of pressure
on the Rules Committee. You come
down here and you have got some of
the most knowledgeable folks on both
sides of the issue, on both sides of the
Chamber, and you have got to be pre-
pared to refute detail after detail after
detail that might confuse folks back
home.

It gives me great pleasure today to
not have to spend any time refuting
anything that my friend just said be-
cause the important thing about devel-
oping a reputation is that it is just
laughable to suggest that Republicans
are coming to the floor today to under-
mine privacy. It is laughable to suggest
that Republicans are coming to the
floor today to increase paperwork and
red tape. And it is not only laughable,



December 13, 2017

but it is inaccurate to suggest that it
is Republicans coming to do this, Mr.
Speaker. These are bipartisan bills
coming to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. TROTT).
His bill passed out of committee 40-20;
a huge bipartisan vote coming out of
committee. It went through a hearing;
it went through a markup; it was ev-
erything that makes this institution
work properly. I appreciate him for
bringing the issue forward to talk
about the tremendous bipartisan effort
that he has put together.

Mr. TROTT. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Georgia for yielding and for
his hard work on this rule.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule today, which allows for consider-
ation of H.R. 2396, the Privacy Notifi-
cation Technical Clarification Act.

I would like to begin by thanking
Chairman HENSARLING for guiding this
bill through committee, and Chairman
SESSIONS for his work on bringing this
rule to the floor. I also want to thank
Mr. CLAY for his very helpful amend-
ment.

One of the reasons I came to Con-
gress was to reduce the regulatory bur-
den in our country so that businesses
could have the freedom to grow, thrive,
and create jobs for hardworking Ameri-
cans. This bill is about modernizing
one of those outdated regulations that
has been a burden to businesses and
consumers alike, the privacy notifica-
tion rules.

Now, a couple of minutes ago, my
friend from Colorado gave a very nice
speech about DACA, about tax reform,
about the public opinion of this insti-
tution; but the speech had nothing to
do with consideration of this rule
today. When he finally got around to
talking about the rule, he said we
should not allow the rule to move for-
ward because the underlying bill, H.R.
2396, in light of the Equifax scandal, we
should not be eliminating privacy no-
tices and allow banks to circumvent
those rules because it is going to hurt
consumers.

None of this is correct. This bill is a
very simple bill. It deals with auto fi-
nance companies and it relieves them
from the burden of having to send out
privacy notices to consumers year
after year when the policy hasn’t
changed. If the auto finance companies
change the policy, they have to send
out new privacy notices. If a consumer
calls up and says, ‘I know the policy
hasn’t change, but I would like to see
the rule,” they can go on the website
or they can ask that the policy be
mailed to them. This bill in no way
harms consumers.

Now, just last year, we passed the bi-
partisan bill that allowed banks to stop
sending privacy notices to consumers if
nothing in the policy had changed.
This noncontroversial measure passed
by voice vote, with Members on both
sides of aisle realizing that companies
were wasting enormous amounts of
paper and money sending out duplica-
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tive and unnecessary privacy notices
year after year.

The bill achieved its goal. Millions of
dollars that would have been spent on
paper and postage were instead put
back into our local communities. My
bill builds on this success and extends
the provision to companies lending
money to people buying vehicles.

This means that those who extend
credit to consumers who buy vehicles
from Ford, GM, Harley-Davidson, and
other iconic American companies
would receive the same benefit as
banks, and, more importantly, con-
sumers would no longer be bombarded
with a never-ending stream of little
print privacy notices and policies that
haven’t changed.

This is a bipartisan, commonsense
measure. I encourage my colleagues to
support the rule and allow debate to
begin on this legislation.

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

I include in the RECORD the Repub-
lican bill summary from the majority
on the Rules Committee for H.R. 4015.

COMMITTEE ON RULES
Pete Sessions, Chairman—December 11, 2017

H.R. 4015—CORPORATE GOVERNANCE REFORM
AND TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2017

Purpose: To improve the quality of proxy
advisory firms for the protection of investors
and the U.S. economy, and in the public in-
terest, by fostering accountability, trans-
parency, responsiveness, and competition in
the proxy advisory firm industry.

Background and Legislative History: Each
year, public companies hold shareholder
meetings at which the company’s share-
holders vote for the company’s directors and
on other significant corporate actions that
require shareholder approval. As part of this
annual process, the Securities and Exchange
Commission (SEC) requires public companies
to provide their shareholders with a proxy
statement before shareholder meetings. A
proxy statement includes all important facts
about the matters to be voted on at a share-
holder meeting, including, for example, in-
formation on board of director candidates,
director compensation, executive compensa-
tion, related party transactions, securities
ownership by certain beneficial owners and
management, and eligible shareholder pro-
posals. The information contained in the
statement must be filed with the SEC before
soliciting a shareholder vote on the election
of directors and the approval of other cor-
porate actions. Solicitations, whether by
management or shareholders, must disclose
all important facts about the issues on which
shareholders are asked to vote.

In general, state corporate law governs
shareholder voting rights, including the
types of corporate actions that require
shareholder approval. However, Section 14 of
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (Ex-
change Act) authorizes the SEC to promul-
gate rules governing the solicitation of prox-
ies for most public companies. SEC Regula-
tion 14A governs proxy solicitations and sets
forth the categories of information that
must be disclosed in proxy solicitations.

Largely as a result of the SEC’s regula-
tions, proxy advisory firms now wield out-
sized influence in the U.S. proxy system. In
particular, regulators, market participants,
and academic observers have highlighted po-
tential conflicts of interest inherent in the
business models and activities of proxy advi-
sory firms. For example, as indicated above,
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proxy advisor firms may feel pressured by
their largest clients—many of whom are ac-
tivist investors—to issue vote recommenda-
tions that reflect those clients’ specific
agendas. In addition, proxy advisory firms
often provide voting recommendations to in-
vestment advisers on matters for which they
also provide consulting services to public
companies.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the reason I
do this is, my colleague from Georgia
somehow said that it was laughable,
this characterization that it is adding
paperwork.

That is exactly what this bill does. In
fact, in this exhibit, this is a Repub-
lican summary of their own bill. It
says: ‘“‘The information contained in
the statement must be filed with the
SEC.. . .”

The whole bill is about adding paper-
work. That is what the bill does. You
can argue it is paperwork all you want
because corporate CEOs want it and
many existing board members want it.
Investors don’t want it. But we are
talking about additional paperwork,
and there is nothing in that statement
that you can refute because the Repub-
lican bill summary explains that that
is what they are doing. I mean, there is
no disagreement.

And he is correct. I am sure there are
some Democrats who support these
bills, some Republicans who support
them, some Republicans and Demo-
crats who might oppose these bills, but
that is what the bill does, it adds pa-
perwork. That is why I mentioned I
was surprised to see it come out of the
Financial Services Committee that, in
general, had been more interested in
reducing paperwork. Here, they are in-
terested in adding compliance cost and
paperwork to investors.

Mr. Speaker, I have to say that if we
defeat the previous question, I will
offer an amendment to the rule to
bring up SEAN PATRICK MALONEY’s bill,
H.R. 4585, which would block the FCC’s
rule rolling back net neutrality from
taking effect to ensure the internet re-
mains open to all Americans.

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 (Mr.
MITCHELL). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SEAN PAT-
RICK MALONEY) to discuss the proposal.

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Colorado for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge my
colleagues to defeat the previous ques-
tion so we can turn our attention to
the issue that is so critical for this
body to address right now. I speak of
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion’s decision and its assault on net
neutrality.

The FCC is expected to vote tomor-
row to eliminate the rules that protect
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our internet. They are about to fix
something that is not broken.

Now, maybe the words ‘‘net neu-
trality’” make your eyes glaze over, but
this issue is critical to anyone who
uses the internet, which is really all of
us, and it is not that complicated.

We call the rules that protect the
current internet ‘‘net neutrality’” be-
cause they, more or less, keep the
internet neutral for everyone. A neu-
tral internet means we all have access
to the same legal content and services
no matter where or how we get our
internet.

These rules aren’t new, and they are
working. In fact, when you think about
it, one of the last places where quality
really reigns in our society is on the
internet. We don’t discriminate against
the content or the intellectual cre-
ations of one young entrepreneur
versus a big business or an established
entity. It is one of the few places left in
America where we are all on equal
footing.

That is the current net neutrality
system that we must protect. The folks
who want to end net neutrality say
they need to rewrite these rules to spur
innovation.

Really, Mr. Speaker?

It is hard to look at the internet as it
has blossomed in America and say we
lack innovation. Innovation is every-
where. Look at all the new apps,
websites, devices, and services that we
all rely on every day.

This innovation exists not in spite of
net neutrality. This innovation exists,
in large part, because of net neutrality.
Net neutrality is not a bug, Mr. Speak-
er. Net neutrality is a feature, and that
is why we must protect it.

Of course, the real reason that people
want to end net neutrality is money
and profitability. Getting rid of net
neutrality would expose consumers to
all sorts of practices that, right now,
are banned; practices like throttling,
which means the internet company
doesn’t have to provide the same access
to all companies. So they don’t like
one company, they can slow down your
access to that site. They could block
the site entirely.

They could tell a streaming service,
like Netflix, that they have to pay
more or make their site work dif-
ferently. These extra costs for Netflix
are going to get passed on to all of us,
the consumers.

While some of us have a few choices
when it comes to internet service pro-
viders, most of us don’t.

How many have more than one op-
tion when it comes to internet in your
home or office?

These companies have a functional
monopoly, so many of them can do ba-
sically whatever they want and not
lose customers. That is why we need
some commonsense rules in place to
protect consumers. These rules are
called net neutrality.

So what can we do to stop the FCC
from harming this free internet?

Well, I have introduced legislation in
just the last couple of days that would
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block this proposal and protect the
internet. H.R. 4585, the Save Net Neu-
trality Act, would simply prevent the
FCC from relying on this process they
have used to roll these rules back. It is
really that simple. And we know the
FCC’s rulemaking process was 8O
messed up, so corrupted, so screwed up
that it is being investigated right now
by the New York attorney general.

So I urge all of my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to defeat the pre-
vious question so we can move to de-
bate my bill, the Save Net Neutrality
Act, and address this critical issue.
This is our chance to protect the inter-
net, as it has always existed, an inter-
net that is working fine as it is.

To the FCC, we say: If it ain’t broke,
don’t fix it.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
say that I agree with my friend. I, too,
said to the FCC in 2015: If it ain’t
broke, don’t fix it.

I thought the first 20-plus years of
the internet were marked by innova-
tion and freedom, and I wanted to keep
that innovation and freedom flowing.

The Obama administration wanted to
insert itself into the internet infra-
structure in ways that it had never in-
serted government in infrastructure
before. And from the numbers that I
have seen—my friend may have dif-
ferent numbers—suggests that infra-
structure investment has declined over
those 2 years, first time in the history
of internet infrastructure investment.

Mr. Speaker, reasonable men and
women can disagree, but, understand,
internet freedom and innovation is ex-
actly what we all want to protect. Un-
fortunately, it is not what this rule is
focused on today. This rule today is fo-
cused on simplification and expansion
coming out of the Financial Services
Committee.

Mr. Speaker, one of the gentlemen I
had the pleasure of being elected with
in 2011 is the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. DUFFY). He is one of the
sponsors of one of these bills we have
before us today. He has been a leader in
the financial services field in his 7
years here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 56 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY)
to talk about the impact that his legis-
lation will have on the process today.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding me this
time.

Before I get to my bill, if I could just
address a few points that have been
brought up in this debate, which I am
surprised at the fact that the Rules
Committee doesn’t actually talk about
the rule. We talk about a whole bunch
of different issues, but maybe I am new
to this game.

I have to say that the gentleman
from Georgia is correct. Infrastructure
investment in the internet has gone
down over the last 2 years.

I would agree: If it is not broken, why
did President Obama try to fix it?

It was working really well for 20
years, and we had great innovation.
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In regard to the tax bill, that is being
debated. I think we are looking at
some unique arguments that are being
made. The Democrats are over there
and they are fighting for the poor mid-
dle class American, and all Repub-
licans are fighting for the rich. It is a
great line. I love the line. But let’s
look to the wealthiest communities in
America.
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Go look right outside of D.C. Look in
Northern Virginia. Are those wealthy
communities, those counties in Vir-
ginia, are they Republican or Demo-
crat? They are Democrat. L.A., San
Francisco, Chicago, Boston, New York
are all really rich communities that
elect Democrats.

The wealthiest and biggest corpora-
tions, think of the tech industry in
California or the biggest in America.
What are they? They are Democrats.
And that is why. When the tax debate
comes up, you see Democrats fighting
for loopholes and preferences for their
big, wealthy friends.

And that is why, when Republicans
here in this House said maybe to write
off the mortgage interest on a $1 mil-
lion home, that might be a little too
much, maybe we should lower it to
$5600,000 of mortgage interest deduc-
tions, my Democratic friends freaked
out.

Oh, no, the poor, middle class people
in my community who have a $1 mil-
lion mortgage, they are just having a
tough time getting by—that was the
argument that was made, fighting for
the loopholes and preferences for the
wealthiest Americans, while we are
fighting for the middle class.

You talk about investment in my
bill? You want to talk about pension
funds? What has happened to pension
funds in America? What has happened
to American 401(k)’s? They have gone
through the roof because we are low-
ering rules and regulations in a smart
way, and we are going to reform our
Tax Code to let families and businesses
keep more of their income because
they can spend it better than anyone in
this town. They do it well.

So if you want to tank the markets,
do what you have been doing and tank
tax reform.

I want to get to my bill. This is on
proxy advisory firms. I have taken
awhile to get here, but the role of
proxy advisory firms in the U.S. econ-
omy and shaping corporate governance
is profound. These firms, they counsel
pension funds and mutual funds and in-
stitutional investors on how to vote
the shares of the corporations that
they own.

You think, well, that is pretty be-
nign. That is not a big issue.

Well, the shares of institutional in-
vestors’ ownership in 1987 was 46 per-
cent. Today, institutional investors
own 75 percent of American corpora-
tions, billions of shares institutional
investors control and look to proxy ad-
visers for advice.
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There are just two firms that control
97 percent of the market. So two com-
panies, basically, are having a huge in-
fluence on American corporate govern-
ance, and they are involved in the writ-
ing and analysis and reports and voting
recommendations that affect funda-
mental corporate transactions like
mergers and acquisitions, approval of
corporate directors and shareholder
proposals—a huge impact on corporate
governance.

And they are not immune from con-
flicts of interest. For example, in addi-
tion to providing recommendations to
institutional investors about how to
vote, proxy advisory firms may also ad-
vise companies about corporate govern-
ance issues, rate companies on cor-
porate governance, help companies ap-
prove those ratings, and advise pro-
ponents about how to frame proposals
to get the most votes.

I am going to come back to that in a
second, but there was a Stanford Uni-
versity study that said institutional
investors with assets under manage-
ment of $100 billion or more, they only
make 10 percent of the voting deci-
sions, which means they offload 90 per-
cent to proxy advisory firms.

So I don’t know if you are familiar
with the Mafia, but you have got the
old storekeeper on the block, and he is
robbed one night—right?—gets beaten
up and robbed, and the next day, the
thugs come in and go: Hey, hey, I hear
you were robbed last night. You pay a
little fee, we’ll take care of you and
make sure you are not robbed any-
more.

That is exactly what proxy advisory
firms are doing. They are like: Oh, you
got a bad recommendation. Let me tell
you what. You buy our services, and we
can help you in the future. Just pay
the ransom, and we will help take care
of you in future recommendations.

This is not the way corporate govern-
ance should work. So my bill brings
transparency and accountability to
proxy advisory firms.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin, the sponsor of
this legislation.

Mr. DUFFY. I thought that is what
Democrats want: making them more
responsive; bringing more competition
into the industry; making it better for
investors; specifically, again, a bipar-
tisan bill. Republicans and Democrats
voted for this legislation.

But we will ensure that proxy advi-
sory firms are registered with the SEC.
Oh, how bad is that, registering with
the SEC, a little oversight?

We are going to disclose potential
conflicts of interest. How radical is
that idea?

Shouldn’t we tell people that we have
a conflict of interest, and shouldn’t all
parties be aware of it?

I don’t know why my friends across
the aisle, or the gentleman from Colo-
rado would be opposed to that.

The
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Maintain a code of ethics. That is not
shocking. I think most people would
agree to that point.

And make publicly available the
methodologies for formulating proxy
recommendations and analysis.

Again, this is transparency. This is a
commonsense bill that both Repub-
licans and Democrats have voted for
because we have recognized—and again,
I am not a big regulation guy, as the
gentleman from Colorado had pointed
out. But when you consolidate a great
deal of power in two companies that
have a huge impact on American cor-
porate governance, that makes a lot of
people uncomfortable; and to have a
little more oversight, to have a little
more transparency, to have a little
more accountability is a really, really
good thing.

Some of the smallest companies have
been the biggest complainers about
how these proxy advisory firms have
held them hostage. So let’s support the
small innovators, the big job creators
in America that are complaining about
the big proxy advisory firms. Let’s
stand with them and the families that
they employ, and the future families, if
they are successful, that they will em-
ploy, and let’s give a little more con-
trol to proxy adviser firms.

I ask all to support this great bill.

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

I can see my good friend, Mr. DUFFY,
is very excited about this, very en-
gaged. It is a hard issue. I don’t think
many Democrats are that excited ei-
ther way. They are all going to decide
where they stand because it is just a
fight between corporate CEOs and big
institutional investors. They are both
fine. I mean, you have got to pick one
or the other in voting ‘‘yes’ or ‘‘no’’ on
this bill.

I think, as Democrats, we are more
interested in how the people are doing
who are working for those companies.
How are we doing about sustainable
practices over time?

Yes, every Democrat and Republican
will cast their vote here either for in-
stitutional investors or for corporate
CEOs and insular boards. Fine.

It does add paperwork. We talked
about that. Mr. DUFFY said: Oh, it adds
paperwork. Democrats should like it.

Yes, maybe there are some. I think
some Democrats voted for it in com-
mittee. There are Democrats that want
to increase paperwork. I am not one of
them. I want to decrease paperwork
and streamline it.

But, no, I am sure there will be some
Democrats who support it. There are
probably Democrats who, themselves,
agree with the corporate CEOs over the
institutional investors.

I have taken a company public. I
have run private companies. I have
seen this world. I think it is a good
thing that the share of institutional in-
vestment has increased. I don’t have
the statistics in front of me. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin said something
along the lines of 46 to 75 percent of the
capital is institutional.
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The big problem in public corporate
governance is not too much share-
holder engagement; it is not enough.
When you have a diffuse shareholder
base, when you don’t have institutional
investors, when you have, proverbially,
200 people who each own half a percent
of the company or even more and they
never talk and don’t know each other,
the ability of management to run
amok in their own interests, to the
detriment of the shareholders, plagues
our public marketplaces.

So to have sophisticated, active in-
vestors who own enough and can work
together, sometimes through these
proxy fights when it comes to it, to be
able to maximize long-term value is a
good thing. It is a good thing.

Of course, everybody can point to
times that it has been good for compa-
nies and times it has been bad. Gen-
erally speaking, this bill is adding pa-
perwork to move the bar the wrong
way, to move it towards management,
away from shareholders.

I agree you need a balance. I
wouldn’t support a bill that moved it
all the way to shareholders either. You
are just encouraging agitators to get in
on a short-term basis and speculative
basis.

But I think we are close to the right
place; and if you ask me where I would
move it, I would move it a little the
other way to empower shareholders. In
fact, I have a bill that does that. It is
part of a bigger bill, but it is a bill that
gives shareholders more of a direct say
over the pay of top executives because,
again, there is a problem with insular
corporate boards. Part of the answer is
empowering institutional investors and
empowering individual investors.

So, look, Democrats will hold their
nose and vote for either corporate
CEOs or for big investors, and that is
fine. I firmly think that the best inter-
ests of our economy and the people and
sustainability lie in moving it toward
the investors.

This bill moves it the wrong way and
adds paperwork and costs to the inves-
tors. So I really think it moves the
wrong way, which is why I oppose this
bill, and I urge my colleagues to vote
44n0.77

There was also a discussion, Mr.
DUFFY mentioned why aren’t we just
talking about the rule. It is because,
Mr. Speaker, like 56 other rules, it is a
closed rule.

What else can we say about closed
rules? We have said everything. There
are no amendments. I could spend an
hour complaining about how they are
not allowing amendments in and it is
closed and so are 56 other rules, but it
is more productive to get to the under-
lying issues because we have had the
debate on closed rules 56 times just in
the last 10 months.

That is a record, Mr. Speaker. You
should be proud of presiding over a
record number of closed rules for a
United States Congress. But it is not
very interesting to talk about for an-
other hour.
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So they will talk about an inter-
esting bill, a minor bill. I think I dis-
cussed that. I mean, we have a govern-
ment shutdown; we have an issue with
tax reform; we have DREAMers; we
have a million things we could be
doing. This is a minor bill.

Okay. Let’s talk about the merits of
giving the current corporate boards
that might be too insular and the cur-
rent CEOs and management a little
more power, like this bill does, by in-
creasing red tape and paperwork on in-
vestors versus the merits of empow-
ering investors. Fine, we will have that
discussion. We will cast our ballots. We
will see what happens.

Another issue that is very important
and timely that this Congress should
get to is the one my good friend Mr.
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY raised. When
we defeat the previous question, we can
bring up an issue that, again, is not a
partisan issue.

As the cofounder of Apple, Steve
Wozniak, said, the end of net neu-
trality would end the internet as we
know it. It is an issue every American
citizen is looking to us to take leader-
ship on.

In my time in office, I have had to
make a number of controversial votes,
whether it is for the Affordable Care
Act or repeal of this or that, and often-
times I hear from constituents on both
sides. I remember we got thousands of
letters for the Affordable Care Act,
thousands of letters against it—very
typical.

Net neutrality has been a unique and
singular experience in my 9 years in
Congress. We received 1,500 calls and
over 5,000 emails about the issue, and I
asked my staff to double-check this be-
cause I didn’t believe this, and they
did. One hundred percent of the emails
and calls were for net neutrality. That
is right. Not a single constituent of
mine contacted me on the other side.

In a district that has a plurality of
unaffiliated voters and a similar num-
ber of Republicans and Democrats,
they are never shy to contact me. So it
is not partisan. It certainly united Re-
publicans, unaffiliated voters, and
Democrats in my district to be unani-
mously for net neutrality, which sur-
prised me. But it also means that Con-
gress should not be tone deaf to that,
and that is why it is important to de-
feat the previous question.

Republican Senators like Senator
THUNE have come together to call on
colleagues to come together and pro-
tect net neutrality. My good friend and
colleague from Colorado MIKE COFFMAN
announced that we should—the FCC
should delay their vote and that we
should protect net neutrality.

It is common sense, Mr. Speaker, and
by defeating the previous question, we
can get on to an issue that the Amer-
ican people care about rather than a
fight between CEOs and investors and
which side you take. It is about pro-
tecting your internet in your home so
you can access the content of your
choice—a consumer issue and an issue
for small businesses.
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We had a digital roundtable last
night, Mr. Speaker. I think thousands
of people from my district watched as I
had several experts, including several
small businesses from Colorado, talk
about the importance of net neutrality
to them in creating jobs and being able
to have a predictable and sustainable
business model, and then being able to
compete with large, entrenched compa-
nies and be disruptive with new innova-
tion.

So I hope that we can defeat the pre-
vious question and get on to that. If we
don’t, I am going to ask my colleagues
to vote ‘“‘no’” on the bill that adds pa-
perwork and costs, requiring SEC fil-
ings for the investors who are fighting
bills, who are fighting proxy fights, and
then I urge my colleagues to look
closely at the privacy bill.

That one, again, I would not charac-
terize as a major bill. I will be voting
“no.” I understand there might be
some Republicans and Democrats vot-
ing ‘““‘yes’ on that one as well. But, you
know, whether they delete that clause
or not is hardly the game changer for
the economy that tax reform will be.

I have ideas, bipartisan ideas, bills
that I have sponsored with my Repub-
lican colleagues that should be part of
tax reform, that would help the econ-
omy go, that would create far more
jobs than a two-sentence disclosure,
whether it is there or not, and, frankly,
more important, also, than this,
whether the proxy fight people have to
file with the SEC. I mean, I am sure
they will be able to do it. I mean, yes,
you Republicans want to give them
more paperwork and create more bu-
reaucracy, but I am sure they will sur-
vive.
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But let’s do something important
like open process tax reform. We could
be debating amendments right now and
voting on them like our job—you
know, like 100 amendments from Re-
publicans and Democrats. I would even
be open to let’s just consider bipartisan
amendments, throw out amendments
that only Republicans support or only
Democrats support.

To be fair, you are in the majority,
Mr. Speaker, how about just amend-
ments that Republicans alone support
or are bipartisan? You don’t have to do
any Democratic amendments only be-
cause let’s just have an open process.
Let’s allow some amendments.

Every amendment was locked out of
tax reform. I offered like, what, 16 my-
self? I remember my colleague Mr.
WOODALL was there. They were com-
monsense ideas. There was a little fix I
did with Mr. TipPTON from Colorado for
Kombucha, that is fermented tea, and
it had to do with the tax treatment, de
minimis. Senator CORY GARDNER Ssup-
ports it in the Senate, our Republican
Senator. Noncontroversial, next-to-no
fiscal impact, and the Rules Com-
mittee still didn’t even allow me to de-
bate the amendment on the floor for 10
minutes, for 5 minutes, for 1 minute.
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Mr. Speaker, enough with these
closed rules, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I am
prepared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, we have a couple prob-
lems with this rule. First of all, the
rule brings to the floor the wrong bills.
These are minor bills. I will give a
recap in a moment, but oh, my good-
ness. Two sentences of a disclosure and
a little more filing costs for pensions
and investors. Okay. We will get past
that. They probably won’t become law
anyway. You can blame it on the Sen-
ate, you can blame it on the House, but
most of these things we do don’t be-
come law.

I understand that many of my col-
leagues are frustrated with the Senate,
but whatever the case, we just do these
things.

But there is stuff that might become
law, that could become law, like tax re-
form; like the fact that the govern-
ment is shutting down next week if we
don’t continue the funding. We have a
clock ticking on our debt ceiling. We
have 800,000 aspiring Americans who
don’t even know if they can go to work
legally, like they can today, in another
few months because of President
Trump’s decision to end their provi-
sional status.

These are real issues—the cost of
healthcare going up for my constitu-
ents and yours. But we are not doing
that. We are bringing up two bills. I
will give you the summary of them.
Even these two bills, closed process, no
amendments. If I was able to offer floor
amendments, as I said, I could offer an
amendment that would actually move
the balance the other way toward in-
vestors and empowering investor activ-
ism, perhaps even look at giving them
a safer pay, if you will, over executive
pay, and reining in some of the prob-
lems of this bill. But we are not al-
lowed. We are not allowed to offer any
amendments here on the floor.

Again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,
again, again, again, again, again,

again. That is 56, by my count.

That is 56 times Republicans have
brought bills to the floor and haven’t
allowed Democrats or Republicans to
offer amendments.

Look, my colleagues can say: Oh,
Democrats weren’t great on this, and
they had too many when they con-
trolled it. You know what? First of all,
Republicans set a record. This is the
most number of closed rules ever.

Secondly, I am not here to defend the
Democrats. If the Democrats were in
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charge, they should offer more open
amendments. There is no question. But
Republicans, whatever they com-
plained about the Democrats, they out-
did them by a big factor. Ten months,
56 bills that no single Member of the
House is allowed to offer an amend-
ment on just to have a fair up-or-down
vote. It is wrong. It is wrong.

That is why I hope my colleagues can
defeat this rule to say: Enough is
enough.

Mr. Speaker, we have to defeat this
rule and move on to the issues impor-
tant to the American people, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, my friend from Colo-
rado is right. Time management is an
important issue here on the floor, and
we have got to manage it, whether it is
closing statements or whether it is
floor time throughout the day.

Every bill we bring to the floor is not
going to be the most important bill
that we bring to the floor, Mr. Speaker,
by definition.

I hope that my colleagues were lis-
tening intently to my friend from Colo-
rado, not necessarily during his open-
ing statement, and certainly not dur-
ing his closing statement, but during
the middle statement where he was
talking about his vast knowledge of
corporate boards and corporate struc-
tures.

I have the pleasure of serving on the
Rules Committee with Mr. PoLis, Mr.
Speaker, and there are not going to be
many Members of this institution who
have either been more successful in
their private life, not just talking
about it, but doing it, when it comes to
leading institutions, and Members who
work harder to try to find some com-
mon ground to move things forward.

I was just telling Ms. Rossi on my
staff, Mr. Speaker, that it troubles me
more when Mr. PoLIS is on the floor
and we can’t find agreement, because 1
believe very often he tries harder than
most to find that agreement here. Mr.
Speaker, you see it on the front page of
the newspaper day after day after day,
folks talk about this institution as if
we will never find agreement with each
other.

There are some issues of principle
where finding agreement is hard, where
we just fundamentally disagree with
one another.

It is not the case today, though, Mr.
Speaker. Today, the case is that we
have two bills that moved through reg-
ular order in the Financial Services
Committee. That means, Mr. Speaker,
that the committee took up the legis-
lation first, that the committee sorted
out the legislation first, and, Mr.
Speaker, these bills, both of them,
passed the Financial Services Com-
mittee with big bipartisan votes.

There are many opportunities for us
to come to the floor and talk about
things that divide us that we will never
find agreement on. That is not today.
Today, we have a chance to come to
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the floor and talk about differences
that we can make together. Differences
that are not just bipartisan, but dif-
ferences that are nonpartisan; good
ideas that can make a difference one
life, one bill at a time.

Mr. Speaker, these bills are coming
today under a closed rule for one,
under a structured rule for the other.
That is true. For the uninitiated, Mr.
Speaker, that means that amendments
aren’t going to be offered. It doesn’t
mean that amendments weren’t al-
lowed, Mr. Speaker.

We sent out the call to the entire
House of Representatives, 435 Members.
We said we have two bills coming be-
fore the Rules Committee; we want you
to send us all of your ideas, all of the
different ways that you think these
two bills can be improved.

We got back one idea. One. And we
made it in order for a vote on the floor
of the House. Dadgummit, Mr. Speaker,
I think it is going to make the bill bet-
ter. I intend to support that amend-
ment that we made in order. It is a
Democrat amendment. It came from
my friend Mr. CLAY on the other side of
the aisle. I intend to support it because
I think it is going to make the bill bet-
ter.

Are there issues that are complex,
that are partisan, that are structured
in such a way that having an open rule
isn’t the choice that gets made? Of
course there are. Of course there are.

I think my friend is right to criticize
the majority when the process gets
closed down in this way. But today, Mr.
Speaker, I think my friend is wrong to
suggest that the process is being closed
down. The process was opened up to the
entire institution. One amendment was
received, one amendment was made in
order. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that will be
a practice that we continue going for-
ward. Two good bills today, Mr. Speak-
er, if my colleagues support this rule:
one from my friend Mr. TROTT, one
from my friend Mr. DUFFY, and the bi-
partisan amendment offered by my
friend Mr. CLAY.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this rule, and then I
hope they will come back to the floor
and support the underlying bills as
well.

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

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 657 OFFERED BY

MR. POLIS

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 bill (H.R. 4585) to prohibit the
Federal Communications Commission from
relying on the Notice of Proposed Rule-
making in the matter of restoring internet
freedom to adopt, amend, revoke, or other-
wise modify any rule of the Commission. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
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by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. All points of order against provisions in
the bill are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the
Committee shall rise and report the bill to
the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to
recommit with or without instructions. If
the Committee of the Whole rises and re-
ports that it has come to no resolution on
the bill, then on the next legislative 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 bill.
SEC. 4. Cause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 4585.
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
“Amending Special Rules’ states: ‘‘a refusal
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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. WOODALL. 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. POLIS. 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 question will be post-
poned.

———

IRANIAN LEADERSHIP ASSET
TRANSPARENCY ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DA-
VIDSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 658 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1638.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. MITCHELL) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1638), to
require the Secretary of the Treasury
to submit a report to the appropriate
congressional committees on the esti-
mated total assets under direct or indi-
rect control by certain senior Iranian
leaders and other figures, and for other
purposes, with Mr. MITCHELL in the
chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN-
SARLING) and the gentlewoman from
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California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS) each
will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I rise in strong support of
H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leadership Asset
Transparency Act, introduced by my
colleague and dear friend from Maine
(Mr. POLIQUIN).

This legislation requires the Treas-
ury Secretary to report to Congress on
the assets held by the Islamic Republic
of Iran’s most senior political and mili-
tary leaders, and on the probable
sources and uses of those assets.

A classified version, if necessary,
would be available, as appropriate, to
Congress, and a public version of the
report would be posted on the Treasury
Department’s website in English and in
the major languages used within Iran
that could easily be downloaded.

The genius of this latter point is that
it will allow the average Iranian to un-
derstand and circulate information of
how their leaders are, in a phrase, rob-
bing them blind, as well as aiding and
abetting terrorists.

Iran’s top political, military, and
business leaders, if there is much of a
distinction between those roles in Iran,
fund terrorist-related activity, we
know this, and through intricate finan-
cial arrangements that give them great
flexibility in moving their money.

According to the nongovernmental
organization Transparency Inter-
national, Iran’s economy is character-
ized by high levels of official and insti-
tutional corruption, and there is sub-
stantial involvement by Iran’s security
forces, particularly involving the Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guard Corps.

Unsurprisingly, then, members of
Iran’s senior political and military
leadership have acquired significant
personal and institutional wealth by
using their positions to secure control
of major portions of the Iranian na-
tional economy.

Some estimates put their iron grip at
a third or more of the country’s econ-
omy, and some individual holdings in
the billions of dollars; all at a time
when the average Iranian citizen earns
the equivalent of about $15,000 a year.

The unwise sanctions relief provided
through the Obama administration’s
nuclear deal with Iran resulted in the
unwarranted removal of many Iranian
entities that are tied to government
corruption from the list of entities
sanctioned by the United States.
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Thankfully, however, the Trump ad-
ministration has, in recent months,
levied a number of needed new sanc-
tions on Iranian individuals and enti-
ties. Still, the Transparency Inter-
national index of perceived public cor-
ruption in Iran is higher than ever.

As well, the Treasury Department
has identified Iran as a country of ‘‘pri-
mary concern for money laundering.”
Separately, the State Department has
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continually identified Iran as the
world’s foremost state sponsor of ter-
rorism. Iran is, the State Department
tells us, a country that has ‘‘repeatedly
provided support for acts of inter-
national terrorism,” and ‘‘continues to
sponsor terrorist groups around the
world, principally through its Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps.”

The bill before us today, the Iranian
Leadership Asset Transparency Act, re-
quires the Treasury Department again
to list the known assets of senior Ira-
nian officials in a form that is easily
understandable and accessible to indi-
vidual Iranians, as well as to those in
the financial or business sector who
might be concerned—hopefully con-
cerned—about inadvertently doing
business with a corrupt Iranian entity.

The bill also requires the Treasury to
evaluate the effectiveness of existing
sanctions against Iran and make any
appropriate recommendations for im-
proving the effectiveness of sanctions.

The bill passed the Financial Serv-
ices Committee last month with a bi-
partisan support vote of 43-16. The
House approved a nearly identical bill
just 18 months ago by a very strong
vote of 282-143.

As passed by the committee, this
year’s version has an important addi-
tion, a sense of the Congress section,
that urges the Treasury Secretary, in
addition to other sources, to seek in-
formation for the report from private
sector sources that search, analyze,
and, if necessary, translate publicly
available, high  veracity, official
records overseas, and provide methods
of searching and analyzing such data in
ways useful to law enforcement.

These source of services provide in-
formation that could augment informa-
tion that is gathered, often by classi-
fied means, and provide a final public
report that helps give the world a bet-
ter picture of the true nature of Iran’s
economy.

Mr. Chairman, I urge immediate pas-
sage of Mr. POLIQUIN’s thoughtful and
bipartisan bill. I appreciate his leader-
ship to bring us here today, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, December 6, 2017.
Hon. JEB HENSARLING,
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN HENSARLING: Thank you
for consulting with the Committee on For-
eign Affairs on H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leader-
ship Asset Transparency Act.

I agree that the Foreign Affairs Committee
may be discharged from further action on
this bill so that it may proceed expeditiously
to the Floor, subject to the understanding
that this waiver does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Foreign
Affairs Committee, or prejudice its jurisdic-
tional prerogatives on this bill or similar
legislation in the future. The Committee
also reserves the right to seek an appro-
priate number of conferees to any House-
Senate conference involving this bill, and
would appreciate your support for any such
request.

I ask that you place our exchange of let-
ters into the Congressional Record during
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floor consideration of the bill. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
you as this measure moves through the legis-
lative process.
Sincerely,
EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC, December 7, 2017.
Hon. ED ROYCE,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: Thank you for
your December 6th letter regarding H.R.
1638, the ‘‘Iranian Leadership Asset Trans-
parency Act”’, as amended.

I am most appreciative of your decision to
forego action on H.R. 1638 so that it may
move expeditiously to the House floor. I ac-
knowledge that although you are waiving ac-
tion on the bill, the Committee on Foreign
Affairs is in no way waiving its jurisdic-
tional interest in this or similar legislation.
In addition, if a conference is necessary on
this legislation, I will support any request
that your committee be represented therein.

Finally, I shall be pleased to include your
letter and this letter in our committee’s re-
port on H.R. 1638 and in the Congressional
Record during floor consideration of the
same.

Sincerely,
JEB HENSARLING,
Chairman.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, the legislation before
us now, H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leader-
ship Asset Transparency Act, rep-
resents what the Republican majority
has become very good at doing, advanc-
ing bad public policy while claiming to
advance the public interest.

H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leadership
Asset Transparency Act, would require
the Secretary of the Treasury to report
to Congress on the estimated total as-
sets under direct or indirect control of
certain senior Iranian leaders and
other figures, along with a description
of how these assets were acquired and
are employed, regardless of whether
such individuals are subject to U.S.
sanctions.

Although increasing transparency
into corrupt regimes is a laudable goal,
H.R. 1638 works counter not only to its
own stated objectives, but also U.S. na-
tional security interests.

First, the level of scrutiny that
would be needed to produce a credible
report would place a very real strain on
the Treasury Department, diverting
significant resources away from Treas-
ury investigators who are tasked with
targeting conduct that is actually
sanctionable; implementing existing
U.S. sanction programs; and uncover-
ing illicit conduct across the globe, in-
cluding, importantly, efforts to iden-
tify the web of business interests that
continue to enable North Korea to
evade U.S. and international sanctions.

In addition to diverting scarce and
critical resources, the bill’s required
report will have little use as a compli-
ance tool, given that the most impor-
tant parts would be classified, under-
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cutting the legislation’s own stated ob-
jective to help make financial institu-
tions’ required compliance with re-
maining sanctions more easily under-
stood.

In fact, the creation of such a list,
which would not be tied to any prohibi-
tion or legal action, would more than
likely create confusion among the Of-
fice of Foreign Assets Control’s regu-
lated public and also mislead compa-
nies to believe that the Treasury list
replaces the due diligence efforts that
they should otherwise be doing prior to
engaging in business in Iran.

Moreover, because the report would
be largely classified, the bill would do
little to draw the Iranian public’s at-
tention to the corruption and unjust
enrichment of their leaders, which is
another stated purpose of the bill. In
fact, any classified portion would in-
evitably be rejected by both the Iran
regime and its people as U.S. propa-
ganda, and a predictable attack on the
country’s government by the United
States.

The true purpose of this legislation is
to create reputational risk for compa-
nies that might seek to do legitimate
business with Iran. For this reason, the
bill would be a strategic mistake, as its
report would undoubtedly be seized
upon by Iran as an intentional effort to
discourage international investment in
Iran, which would be viewed by Iran
and likely by the major world powers
who joined us in the JCPOA as well as
a violation of the expressed U.S. com-
mitment under the nuclear deal not to
interfere with the full realization of
the relief provided to Iran under the
accord.

When a nearly identical version of
this bill was considered last Congress,
the Obama White House threatened to
veto the bill, stating that it would,
“endanger our ability to ensure Iran’s
nuclear program is and remains exclu-
sively peaceful.”

Moreover, the Obama administration
cautioned that the report called for in
the bill would also compromise critical
intelligence sources and methods. On
that score, I would also note that the
reporting requirement in the legisla-
tion calls for information about how
sanctions evasion and illicit conduct is
practiced, and potential counter-
measures.

It seems far from prudent to give tips
to our adversaries about how we learn
about their misconduct and how we
plan to respond. This legislation would
have very limited practical utility, de-
spite the huge diversion of resources it
would take to produce. It also fails to
meet its own stated objectives, includ-
ing serving any usefulness as a compli-
ance tool.

Finally, the measure would also like-
ly have a negative impact on the con-
tinued viability of the nuclear deal,
which is clearly a central objective. I
am hard-pressed to think of a single
piece of legislation that works so
strongly against every single policy
goal it claims to advance. Few issues
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are more important to global peace and
security than preventing Iran from ac-
quiring nuclear weapons. This bill
would do nothing to advance that goal.
In fact, if enacted, it could do grave
damage to the important progress that
has been made.

Mr. Chairman, I would urge my col-
leagues to join me in opposing this
measure, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 10 seconds simply to re-
mind the ranking member that in the
State Department’s latest Country Re-
ports on Terrorism, Iran is labeled the
“world’s foremost state sponsor of ter-
rorism.”

Why we would want less information
as opposed to more information on that
rogue state is beyond me.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
POLIQUIN), the sponsor of the legisla-
tion and a distinguished member of the
Financial Services Committee.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the opportunity to speak on
behalf of my bill, and I am grateful to
you for moving this very important bi-
partisan bill through the House Finan-
cial Services Committee.

I also want to thank my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle who sup-
ported this bill last year. Unfortu-
nately, it got stuck in the Senate, so
we have got to do it again this year,
but I am thrilled to be here.

Mr. Chairman, the primary responsi-
bility of every Member of Congress,
whether you are on the left side or the
right side of the aisle, no matter what
State you are from, what part of the
country you are from, the major re-
sponsibility, the primary responsibility
is to support and defend our Constitu-
tion. To me, that means protecting our
families and those American citizens
abroad.

Now, our moms and dads in Maine,
Mr. Chairman, and across this country,
are increasingly alarmed by the fre-
quency of terrorist attacks here at
home; another attempted 2 days ago in
New York City. Today, Mr. Chairman,
there are 1,000 investigations dealing
with terrorist activities across this
land in all 50 States. That is why H.R.
1638 is so important. This bill will help
keep our families safe and keep them
free.

In doing so, we must make sure this
issue is not a political issue. National
security never should be a political
issue. Mr. Chairman, the Iranian Gov-
ernment, as Mr. HENSARLING just men-
tioned, is the chief state sponsor of ter-
rorism and instability in this world.

These senior political leaders and
their military leaders, including the Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guard Corps, they
train, they arm, and they fund ter-
rorist organizations around the world.
They have become experts at using the
internet and social media to radicalize,
recruit, and direct terrorists around
the globe, including here in the United
States of America.
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Mr. Chairman, the Iranian Govern-
ment has American blood on its hands.
Now, Mr. Chairman, there are approxi-
mately 70 to 80 top political and mili-
tary leaders in Iran that control about
one-third of their domestic economy.
They use their power to corrupt the
telecommunications industry, the con-
struction industry, and other impor-
tant ones in that land.

Reuters has conducted an investiga-
tion through publicly available infor-
mation that found the Supreme Leader
of Iran alone has accumulated tremen-
dous personal wealth through a founda-
tion claiming to help the poor. Now,
while the corruption has grown in Iran,
the average citizen there earns the
equivalent of $15,000 per year.

Mr. Chairman, the citizens of Iran
and the people of this world should
know how much wealth has been accu-
mulated by those that sponsor ter-
rorism and what that money is being
used for.

Companies across the globe that are
looking to do business with Iran should
understand what they might be getting
into. So I disagree with my colleague
from California, the ranking member,
who says that this is going to possibly
create confusion; that it will possibly
cause businesses around the world to
hesitate from investing in Iran.

Well, guess what, Mr. Chairman.
That is a good idea.

My Iranian Leadership Asset Trans-
parency Act is a straightforward, main,
commonsense bill. It simply requires
the Department of Treasury to collect,
to maintain, and to post online the list
of these 70 to 80 senior political and
military leaders and the assets, their
personal assets, how this money was
acquired, and what it is being used for.

As Mr. HENSARLING mentioned, it
will require the Treasury Department
to post this on their website in English
as well as in Farsi, Arabic, and Azeri,
the three languages that are mostly
used in that country.

I might also add that my colleague
on the other side of the aisle might be
a little bit confused about this issue,
but the information posted on this
website will be that that is publicly
available. There will be no information
that should not be posted there that
only Congress should have access to.

I have heard, Mr. Chairman, critics of
this bill saying: Well, you know, it is
not a good idea to expose the Iranian
Government’s corruption in funding of
terrorism because, if you do so, well,
the Iranian political and military lead-
ers might not want to work with us.

Are you kidding?

These are the radicals who regularly
chant ‘“Death to America.”

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentleman from Maine.
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Mr. POLIQUIN. Hoping that these
folks also abandon their support of ter-
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rorism by not shedding light on their
corruption doesn’t make any sense.
Hope, Mr. Chairman, is not a national
security strategy.

My bill makes sure that Congress
gets its priorities straight. Protecting
American families here at home and
safeguarding our troops around the
world who are fighting for our freedom
is what we should be doing every way
we can, and that is what this bill does.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to say
that using one click of a computer
from any corner of the globe to help ex-
pose illicit activities by the chief state
sponsor of terrorism is a very, very
good idea.

Let’s stand up for all the peace-lov-
ing nations in the world. Let’s stand up
to help our families protect their kids.
Let’s stand up to protect our home-
land. I ask everyone, Republicans and
Democrats, please vote ‘‘yes’ for H.R.
1638, the Iranian Leadership Asset
Transparency Act.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HECK), who is a member of the Finan-
cial Services Committee and who is my
friend.

Mr. HECK. I thank the ranking mem-
ber, Mr. Chairman, for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, this bill targets the
leadership of Iran, and, frankly, that is
probably a worthy goal in some re-
gards. I think it eventually envisions
publicizing negative information about
them, and that might be an effective
tool as well. We all know that. We have
been through campaigns. We know neg-
ative advertising works.

That said, I oppose this legislation,
and I do so for two reasons. The first is
resources are finite. They are not un-
limited; they are finite. Tracking down
all the assets of these named Iranian
leaders takes significant time, effort,
and personnel.

Where are those resources supposed
to come from?

All around this city, everybody is
agitating for deeper cuts to nondefense
discretionary accounts. If we are going
to make cuts, we are going to have to
make some tough choices.

The personnel responsible for imple-
menting this bill would be diverted
from terrorist financing and money
laundering. Let me say that again. The
people, the personnel responsible for
implementing this bill would be di-
verted from terrorist financing and
money laundering.

Propaganda about corruption of Ira-
nian leadership—which I stipulate to
here up front—could be valuable, but it
can’t be more valuable than stopping
actual terrorist financing. Terrorist fi-
nancing should be our target. Money
laundering should be our target, not
garden-variety corruption.

We had a lengthy discussion in com-
mittee just yesterday about using
money laundering authorities to fight
human trafficking. For God’s sake,
that has to seem more valuable than
propaganda. It has to.
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So until we solve these tight budget
constraints, I think we need to make
the hard choice about what our prior-
ities are and how to prioritize re-
sources for stopping, again, money
laundering and terrorism financing.
Leave this effort for a world where the
sequester has been lifted.

The second reason why I oppose this
legislation, I can’t help wondering:
Shouldn’t we apply this principle more
broadly?

The idea here is that we should inves-
tigate and publicize it when a coun-
try’s leadership has undisclosed assets,
especially if those are overseas. That is
the point of this legislation. We should
investigate and publicize it when a
country’s leadership is using govern-
ment resources to enrich itself. But
why—why—just apply that principle to
Iran?

I am informed in my point of view
here by wisdom I found in this black,
leather-bound book that I gratefully
received when I was sworn into office 5
years ago. In fact, the passage that I
will cite you actually occurs in two
places. Let me share it with you now:

“How can you say to your brother,
‘Brother, let me take the speck out of
your eye,” when you, yourself, fail to
see the plank in your own eye? You
hypocrite, first take the plank out of
your own eye, and then you will see
clearly to remove the speck from your
brother’s eye.”’

So I wonder: When is this Congress
going to turn its attention to the plank
in our eye?

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE), who is the
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee and a senior member of the Fi-
nancial Services Committee.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Chair-
man, with all due respect to the argu-
ments on moral equivalency with re-
spect to Iran, the reality is that this is
a government that starts its morning
prayers with: ‘“Death to America.
Death to Israel.” The Ayatollah makes
it clear he means it.

So, yes, we should try to remove the
plank from our eye, but we should not
remove our eyes from the fact that
what we have in terms of policy being
directed from the Ayatollah and the Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guard Corps is a
policy that calls for the destruction of
the United States of America.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill has a
powerful goal, and it is to expose the
corrupt nature of the Iranian regime.
But when we talk about why, the an-
swer is because the personnel respon-
sible for carrying out these assassina-
tions, that have us concerned about
carrying out terror are, in fact, the
leadership in Iran of these organiza-
tions that we attempt to identify here.
That is the job of doing terror research
and cutting off terror finance. That is
what we are supposed to be doing.

This regime claims to be more than a
government. It claims to be a revolu-
tion. They call themselves the Islamic
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Revolution. But when you look at it
closely, as this bill requires the Treas-
ury Department to do, the regime in
Tehran resembles something else, a
criminal enterprise, because, from the
Supreme Leader to the Revolutionary
Guard, these so-called servants of the
Revolution control one-third of the Ira-
nian economy because they seized it.
They seized everybody’s private prop-
erty in terms of these companies. The
Supreme Leader’s empire alone is
worth $95 billion.

This is called the Execution of Imam
Khomeini’s Order, or Setad. It holds
stakes in just about every sector of the
Iranian industry, including finance, oil,
and telecommunications.

These funds are not simply used to
enrich Iranian officials. That is not our
problem here. It is not that they are
propping up the regime. It is thanks to
Iran’s lack of money laundering con-
trol they are easily used to destabilize
the entire region. That is what they
are doing now by funding terrorism
abroad and fueling Iran’s ballistic mis-
sile program at home.

These ICBMs, by the way, they an-
nounce, are intended for us.

So that is why, as this bill says, the
Treasury Department—and the bill
notes this—has identified Iran as a ju-
risdiction of primary money laundering
concern. This means that any trans-
action with Iran risks supporting the
regime’s ongoing illicit activities,
their terrorists activities.

Mr. Chairman, I thank my colleague,
Mr. POLIQUIN, for introducing this bill
and Chairman HENSARLING for working
with us to get it to the floor.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER), who is a longtime supporter
of diplomacy with Iran and a strong
supporter of the nuclear deal.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the gentlewoman’s cour-
tesy, and I appreciate her advocacy on
this.

This is serious business. There are
people—no secret—in the administra-
tion and there are people in Congress
who would like to undermine this
agreement. The mixed signals that
have been sent by the administration
are truly disturbing.

One has to wonder what North Korea
is thinking about, that there are people
who suggest that we ought to go ahead
and blow it up when, in fact, they are
abiding by the terms of the agreement,
and officials in the administration
agree with this. What sort of deterrent
is that to North Korea in terms of its
reckless action with nuclear weapons?
It seems to reinforce that behavior.

But there are also elements in Iran,
hardliners who didn’t agree with this
agreement, who felt that it was too
evenhanded, who felt that the leader-
ship gave up too much, and who don’t
want closer relationships with the
United States or the other Western
powers that worked with us—including
China and Russia—to enact this his-
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toric agreement, which, as I pointed
out, was agreed to even by officials in
the Trump administration that Iran
has abided by.

Are they a nation of bad actors? Ab-
solutely. There are forces within the
government that are very destructive.
But the point is we focused on some-
thing that all of us agree is absolutely
critical, and that is not having Iran
rushing forward to become another nu-
clear state. We have seen that the
breakout time under this agreement
has lengthened. It is acting as we in-
tended.

It was also one of those rare areas
where we actually had Germany, Great
Britain, France, Russia, and China
working with us to negotiate an agree-
ment.

Now, this is going to be perceived as
an effort by the United States to un-
dermine the agreement. Should we give
them and the hardliners in Iran an ex-
cuse to walk away because we violated
it? What is going to be the assessment
of our allies who are deeply committed
to this and have resisted efforts to un-
ravel it?

We need all the help we can get in
the international arena. We have
watched this administration system-
atically isolate us, this last week with
the reckless decision to go ahead and
relocate the Embassy—or at least
claim we are going to relocate the Em-
bassy—condemned by virtually every-
body else in the world. We are standing
alone with an action to destabilize a
very volatile situation.

This comes forward at a time when
Iran is abiding by it, to go ahead and
crank up the report on the assets of a
variety of Iran’s senior political, reli-
gious, and military leaders, including
people who aren’t subject to the sanc-
tions.

It is placing, it has been mentioned,
strain on the Department that has fi-
nite resources—it needs to focus on
things—taking away resources from ef-
forts to target on actual
sanctionability. It seems to be decid-
edly wrongheaded.

It is interesting that Congress had
until this week to reimpose the sanc-
tion lifted under the agreement per
Trump’s decertification in October.
Congress chose not to. I think that was
a wise decision. To me, it indicates, at
least, that the agreement has been
largely successful.

But, if we are going to jeopardize the
framework, giving the hardline ele-
ments an opportunity to claim that we
are repudiating, while giving a green
light to some of the folks there who
have no intention of being able to work
on a cooperative basis, we ought not to
fan the flames. We ought to be trying
to nurture opportunities for coopera-
tion.

We should focus on areas where they
are doing things we don’t agree with. If
you want to target some specific sanc-
tions that we somehow haven’t im-
posed that are within the purview of
the framework and wouldn’t violate it,
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go ahead. But having these actions, I
think, sends the wrong signal. It is the
wrong resource.

Mr. Chairman, I think it is important
to reject this legislation.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER), who is a hard-
working member of the Financial Serv-
ices Committee.

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Chairman, since
our founding, and as Ronald Reagan
emphasized regularly, America has
stood as a shining city upon a hill
whose beacon light guides freedom-lov-
ing people everywhere. Today we have
an opportunity to shine a little bright-
er.

As we continue our battle to defeat
terrorism, the Islamic Republic of Iran
remains dangerously corrupt. While
the average Iranian earns a mere
$15,000 a year, corrupt, top political
and military leaders control an esti-
mated one-third of the nation’s total
economy. These same leaders are, more
often than not, the same ones who re-
peatedly provide support for acts of
terrorism in the Middle East and con-

tinue to sponsor terrorist groups
around the world.
Unfortunately, the Iranian Govern-

ment continues to tolerate this corrup-
tion, which is why the State Depart-
ment has named Iran as a country of
primary concern for money laundering
and it continues to be listed as a state
sponsor of terrorism.

These officials who perpetuate such
destructive and destabilizing behavior
should and need to be exposed.

Today, I encourage my colleagues to
support H.R. 1638, the Iranian Leader-
ship Asset Transparency Act. This bill
will require a list of the known assets
of senior Iranian officials to be made
publicly available in all three of Iran’s
major languages. Specifically, the U.S.
Treasury Secretary will submit a re-
port to Congress on the assets held by
Iran’s most senior political, military,
and business leaders and on the prob-
able sources and uses of the assets.
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This report will serve as yet another
tool in the toolbox of businesses and fi-
nancial institutions, both foreign and
domestic, to better comply with exist-
ing sanction regimes and international
financial restrictions.

It will provide clarity and certainty
for companies when determining the
legitimacy of their business partners if
they decide that doing business with
Iran is in their interest.

Moreover, with this information,
with better knowledge of where their
money is going, Iranians who wish to
invest not in terrorism or in corrup-
tion, but in freedom, can.

Today, we can help the freedom-lov-
ing people of Iran. We can help shine a
light on Iran’s corruption, and America
can continue to be a shining city on a
hill.

I appreciate the work of my col-
league from Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN),
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whom I am proud to serve with on the
Terrorism and Illicit Finance Sub-
committee. I thank Chairman HEN-
SARLING and Monetary Policy and
Trade Subcommittee Chairman BARR
for moving such an important bill
through the committee and to the floor
today. I urge all of my colleagues to
vote in support of H.R. 1638.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chair, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I would like the author of
this bill, Mr. POLIQUIN, and perhaps the
chairman of our committee, Mr. HEN-
SARLING, to answer the question that I
am about to propose, and that is this:
We have allies with us in this agree-
ment. This is an agreement that was
worked on for a long time. We have
Russia, China, Germany, England, and
France. What are our allies saying
about our attempt to interfere with the
agreement?

What are they saying about whether
or not we can be trusted to live up to
the commitments that we have made?

What are they saying about our at-
tempts to add to, lengthen, and create
new, really, what have become obsta-
cles to peace?

I would ask my friends on the oppo-
site side of the aisle, as they talk about
targeting certain leaders—I don’t know
what leaders they are talking about—
and wanting to know about their assets
and where their assets came from and
how they are being used, I ask my
friends on the opposite side of the aisle:
Are you willing to do that for certain
leaders in our own country?

I just heard from one of the speakers,
I believe it was Mr. ROYCE from Cali-
fornia, who identified the worth of one
of the supposed leaders. It seems to me
that it did not nearly match the worth
of many of those who are in our Cabi-
net and who are in higher places in our
government. And I wonder what we are
trying to do.

First, answer the question, if you
will, about what our allies are saying.
And secondly, answer the question
about disclosure as it relates to those
at the highest office in our country and
those who are serving in the Cabinet.

Also, when you talk about money
laundering, answer the question about
the relationship between the leader of
this country and Deutsche Bank, that
is known as a money laundering bank,
that is involved with the President of
the United States.

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

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON), who is never an
apologist for the leading state sponsor
of terrorism in the world. He is a proud
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee.

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I just
have to say, I am in shock. I am listen-
ing to the kind of thinking that, if it
had caught on in the eighties, may
have allowed the Cold War to continue.

When I enlisted in the Army, I was
privileged to serve in Germany, wear
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our country’s uniform, and see the
fruit of generations of work. I also saw
the concern that Germans had that
Ronald Reagan was going to cause
World War III and that actual leader-
ship was somehow a problem.

Instead what we saw was that Mr.
Gorbachev didn’t tear down the wall.
The United States of America didn’t
tear down the wall. The East German
people tore down their own wall.

And why did they do that?

They did that because they knew the
truth of what was on the other side.

Mr. POLIQUIN’s bill is a major effort
to try to help the people of Iran get
their country back. They are under a
strong authoritarian leadership system
that has oppressed their people and
caused harm throughout the region
and, in fact, throughout the planet.

Meanwhile, I am so thankful that
this is a bipartisan bill. The Members
opposed to this would have asked more
public disclosure of public company
CEOs than they would of enemies of
our country, and that is hard to under-
stand.

Mr. Chair, I was sent here to rep-
resent the people of the Eighth District
of Ohio and to support and defend the
United States of America. I don’t think
there is anyone who has sworn an oath
to support and defend 80 leaders in
Iran.

This bill does not violate the JCPOA.
It doesn’t touch it. It simply says we
are going to gather this information.

As far as diverting resources, this is
the leading state sponsor of terror. It is
precisely focused on the problem, and
it gives the people of Iran a chance for
freedom that so many people of the
world enjoy.

I am thankful that we have the op-
portunity to try to make this dif-
ference. I encourage every Member of
the House to vote for it, and those who
thought they were opposed, to recon-
sider a rational, measured action to try
to change the world for good.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chair, the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. POLIQUIN) will give some informa-
tion that I think is very important to
understand how this bill would work.

The gentleman who just spoke said
that this has nothing to do with the
agreement. Then what is it you are
adding to? What is it you are trying to
change or make better? If it has noth-
ing to do with the agreement, then why
are we doing it?

Mr. POLIQUIN. Will
woman yield?

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
I yield to the gentleman from Maine to
respond to that description of what
this bill is all about.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, to the
gentlewoman from California and to
the other side of the aisle, I do want to
make sure I make a few things clear.

First of all, I am not sure if it was
the gentlewoman or someone else say-
ing: Why in the dickens would we di-
vert resources away from fighting ter-
rorism to post this information on the
Treasury website? It costs too much.

the gentle-
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Well, with all due respect, the CBO
estimates it will cost $500,000 to do this
for 2 years. The United States Treasury
Department has a budget of $14 billion
per year. That is number one.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Reclaiming my time, I thank you for
wanting to talk about something else,
but I yielded to you to see if you could
help me with information about what
was stated that the gentleman who
spoke before you said that this bill had
nothing to do with the agreement.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Will the gentle-
woman yield?

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Is the gentleman prepared to respond
to the question that I have raised?

If you are going to talk about what
this bill has to do with the agreement,
when the gentleman said it has nothing
to do with the agreement, then I yield
to the gentleman from Maine.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, the
dangerous Iran nuclear deal that was
put together a year and a half or 2
years ago has absolutely nothing to do
with exposing the wealth that has cu-
mulated through corruption by the top
70 to 80 Iranian political and military
leaders and posting that for the world
to see. I am sure the ranking member
knows this has zero to do with the Iran
nuclear deal.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Reclaiming my time, we Kknow that
there are individuals who are
sanctionable in the deal.

What I thought you were attempting
to do is to expand that and to identify
more leaders and try and understand
where the assets come from, what they
use them for, whether or not they are
involved in money laundering. But the
gentleman said it had nothing to do
with the deal.

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

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JOoDY B. HICE
of Georgia). The Chair would remind
all Members to direct their remarks to
the Chair, please.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 30 seconds just to say in
the time the ranking member was
speaking, I went back, yet again, to
read the nine-page bill. Nowhere is the
JCPOA mentioned in the bill.

Iran was the leading state sponsor of
terrorism before the JCPOA. They re-
main the world’s foremost state spon-
sor of terrorism after the JCPOA. We
ought to know something about the
leadership of this terrorist nation, and
I think the next speaker will tell us
even more.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. BUDD), another outstanding mem-
ber of the Financial Services Com-
mittee.

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of Mr. POLIQUIN’s bill,
the Iranian Leadership Asset Trans-
parency Act, and I thank him for his
leadership on this issue.

It is not uncommon these days to see
Iranian fingerprints all over the insta-
bility and unrest that plague the Mid-
dle East. That is why our own State
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Department classifies Iran as a country
of primary concern for money laun-
dering and international terror financ-
ing.

Just this weekend, Mr. Chair, we saw
their handiwork yet again. This time,
it was Lebanon, where the now largely
Iranian-backed Hezbollah influenced
government called for economic sanc-
tions on the United States. Why?

Simply for recognizing Jerusalem as
the capital of Israel.

Just a few at the top in this corrupt
Iranian regime are flush with cash, but
they support illicit causes and terror in
the Middle East, all the while the aver-
age Iranian gets by on an average sal-
ary of $15,000 a year.

Accountability for those profiting at
the top, at the expense of those suf-
fering at the bottom, is long overdue.
Luckily, Mr. POLIQUIN’s bill helps us to
achieve this goal by requiring that the
Treasury Department provide a report
to Congress on the financial assets of
these senior Iranian officials involved
in corruption and illicit finance.

Also, if enacted, this bill will shed
light on Iranian terror activities and
let the Iranian people know how their
leaders actually operate. This is a key
aspect of the bill, since most news is
disseminated through government-con-
trolled outlets. True information is
hard to come by.

The bottom line is this: This is an
important piece of legislation that I
believe will help disrupt the Iranian
terror network. I urge all my Democrat
colleagues to support this measure.
Let’s send a message to this regime
that this body, the people’s House, is
united on this front, and let’s send a
message to the Iranian people that we
are with them as well.

I again thank my friend, Mr.
POLIQUIN from Maine, for his leadership
on this issue, and I urge adoption of his
legislation.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
May I inquire as to how much time I
have remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California has 10%2 minutes re-
maining.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I have here a Statement
of Administrative Policy from the pre-
vious President, where he advised us
when this bill came before the House
before that it would be vetoed by the
administration.

I will read to you from one of the
paragraphs in the veto message. He
said, in addition: ‘““This bill’s required
public postings also may be perceived
by Iran, and likely our Joint Com-
prehensive Plan of Action, JCPOA,
partners as an attempt to undermine
the fulfillment of our commitments, in
turn, impacting the continued viability
of this diplomatic arrangement that
peacefully and verifiably prevents Iran
from acquiring a nuclear weapon.”

If the JCPOA were to fail on that
basis, it would remove the unprece-
dented constraints on and monitoring
of Iran’s nuclear program, lead to the
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unraveling of the international sanc-
tions regime against Iran, and deal a
devastating blow to the credibility of
America’s leadership and our commit-
ments to our closest allies.

I think that is a very powerful state-
ment. I do know that Iran is in compli-
ance. We have a very strict and strong
monitoring program, and they are in
compliance.
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So the questions become: If indeed
they are in compliance, why would we
interfere with the plan? Why would we
jeopardize this plan that has been
worked on with our strong allies in an
attempt to try and find another way to
say that Iran must be scrutinized?

Everything in this plan has to do
with discontinuing the development of
nuclear capability. I think we should
respect the work that we have done
with our allies and discontinue all of
these attempts to undermine the deal
that we have entered in with and
caused our allies to distrust us.

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

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. LANCE), a member of
the House Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of the Iranian Leader-
ship Asset Transparency Act, and I
thank Chairman HENSARLING and Rep-
resentative POLIQUIN for their leader-
ship on this issue.

We must be scrutinizing the financial
dealings of senior Iranian political and
military leaders. It is in the national
security interest of the United States
to understand the international web of
finances that supports terror oper-
ations and other nefarious causes.

I am pleased that this bill includes
an amendment I proposed to target the
head of the Atomic Energy Organiza-
tion of Iran, a position currently held
by Ali Akbar Salehi, to the list of Ira-
nian leaders named in this legislation.

Given Iran’s violations of inter-
national law and its clear ties to inter-
national terrorism—it is, after all, the
leading state sponsor of terrorism
across the globe—we should be moni-
toring the finances of the head of its
nuclear program to ensure compliance
with sanctions and other laws.

For years, the Iranian regime has
been mired in institutionalized corrup-
tion, to the detriment of the people of
that great country. In the nexus of nu-
clear weapons, state-sponsored ter-
rorism, money laundering, secret fi-
nancial agreements, and mass pilfering
from the Iranian people is cause for
great alarm. This legislation is a re-
sponse to all of that. It is completely
bipartisan in nature. It is the way we
should act in the House of Representa-
tives in a bipartisan capacity. The na-
tional security interests of the United
States know no partisan bounds.

Mr. Chairman, we need all of the
tools at our disposal to investigate the
finances of this terrorist regime.
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I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on Mr. POLIQUIN’s
legislation.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman,
may I inquire how much time I have
remaining on my side?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas has 5% minutes.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2% minutes again to the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN), the
sponsor of the legislation.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, I did
want to respond to the gentlewoman
from California and to other folks who
are on the other side of this bill.

First of all, I think it is very clear to
the world that the Iranian Government
has been cheating on the nuclear deal
almost since day one. I think it was
within months, Mr. Chairman, that
they test-fired both medium-range and
long-range ballistic missiles, in viola-
tion of an 8-year ban on developing
those conventional weapons.

So I think it is kind of silly for us to
be debating here about a government
that sponsors terrorism and vows to
wipe Israel off the face of the Earth
and kill as many Americans as they
can, as a leadership regime that is
going to abide by this agreement when
they have proven they are not.

Second of all, as I have mentioned
several times, my bill has nothing to
do with this agreement. But, then
again, someone on the other side of the
aisle, Mr. Chairman, also said: Well, we
think American officials, American
leaders, should be responsible for dis-
closing that.

Well, here is the difference: America
does not sponsor terrorism. The Ira-
nian Government does.

That is exactly what we are trying to
get at, Mr. Chairman. I am trying to
understand what folks who will not
support this bill are going to say when
they go back home at Christmastime,
when they had an opportunity to shed
sunlight on the top political and mili-
tary leaders in Iran who are ripping off
the Iranian people and who are spon-
soring terrorism, why it is a bad idea
to make sure this information is public
to the world as well as to the Iranian
people. I would like to understand what
they are going to say when they go
back home and talk to their constitu-
ents.

Mr. Chairman, I am grateful for this
opportunity. This is a terrific bill. It
does something very common sense:
put pressure through sunlight, through
transparency, on the chief sponsor of
terrorism in the world—the Iranian re-
gime.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the infor-
mation that is being shared by my col-
league, Mr. POLIQUIN. I am going to
yield more time to him to explain to
me: The missiles that he is describing
in Iran, that are not a part of the deal,
of the plan, are they similar to the
missiles that are being fired with nu-
clear warheads from North Korea.
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Mr. POLIQUIN. Will
woman yield?

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
I yield to the gentleman from Maine.

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, can
the gentlewoman repeat the question
again? I didn’t understand it.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I said: The missiles that
he is referring to, that he is concerned
about with Iran, that are not a part of
the plan, are they similar to the bal-
listic missiles that are being fired from
North Korea with nuclear warheads
possibly on them?

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Chairman, the
missiles that I was referring to are
very clear to the gentlewoman from
California. They deal specifically with
the Iran nuclear deal, which is a dan-
gerous deal for this world and for this
country. It has nothing to do with any
issue dealing with North Korea.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Are they more dangerous than the mis-
siles from North Korea?

Mr. POLIQUIN. What difference does
that have to do with the——

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. Mr.
Chairman, reclaiming my time, I will tell
Mr. POLIQUIN what difference it makes.

Here we are with threats from North
Korea and the President of the United
States unwilling to be involved with di-
plomacy, who, rather, would like to ba-
sically mimic and mock the leader of
North Korea by calling him ‘‘Little
Rocket Man,” and by telling the Sec-
retary of State: Don’t talk to him. It is
no use to talk with him.

So here we have North Korea, who
has already indicated that they have
missiles that will reach us right here in
the United States, anywhere in the
United States, and Mr. POLIQUIN is tell-
ing me about his concern about mis-
siles in Iran that are not a part of the
nuclear deal.

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

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I
have no other speakers, and I believe 1
have the right to close.

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

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, may I inquire as to how
much time I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California has 6 minutes remain-
ing.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I include in the
RECORD a statement from J Street that
is in opposition to this legislation.

J STREET,
December 12, 2017.
MEMBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS: J Street
urges Members to oppose H.R. 1638 and H.R.
4324, which would undermine or violate the
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA) on Iran’s nuclear activities.

J Street again urges Members to oppose
the ‘“‘Iranian Leadership Asset Transparency

the gentle-
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Act” (H.R. 1638). As we noted in our state-
ment opposing the bill when it was intro-
duced last year, it risks harming the U.S.
Government’s ability to ensure Iranian and
third party compliance with the agreement
and to counter Iran’s dangerous non-nuclear
behavior by redirecting and tying up the
very USG personnel and resources charged
with those tasks.

J Street also urges Members to oppose the
so-called ‘‘Strengthening Oversight of Iran’s
Access to Finance Act” (H.R. 4324), which is
clearly intended to lead to a U.S. violation of
the JCPOA.

This bill would impose additional certifi-
cation requirements on the administration
in order to carry out current U.S. obliga-
tions related to commercial aircraft sales
under the JCPOA. These new obligations re-
quire the administration to certify that Iran
is not engaged in certain non-nuclear activ-
ity, or issue a national security waiver say-
ing they’ll allow the planes to be sold any-
way. In other words, it imposes new, unilat-
eral terms for continuation of the JCPOA
that are unrelated to Iran’s nuclear conduct.

It has been widely reported in connection
with the president’s recent refusal to make
the necessary certification to Congress under
the Iran Nuclear Agreement Review Act that
the president resents having to undertake of-
ficial actions to keep the United States in
compliance with the JCPOA. Proponents of
this legislation clearly hope to make use of
the president’s apparent resistance to taking
such steps by adding a new certification re-
quirement that they hope he will also fail to
meet—thereby blocking the sale of commer-
cial aircraft and forcing a U.S. violation of
the agreement.

Anyone doubting that this is the point of
the bill need look no further than the first
finding, which makes clear that this bill is a
gratuitously anti-Obama, anti-JCPOA vehi-
cle, and not a serious.

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California.
Mr. Chairman, I also include in the
RECORD a Statement of Administration
Policy from the previous Obama ad-
ministration, which I read a paragraph
from.

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

H.R. 5461—IRANIAN LEADERSHIP ASSET
TRANSPARENCY ACT

The Administration shares the Congress’
goals of increasing transparency and bring-
ing Iran into compliance with international
standards in the global fight against terror
finance and money laundering. However, this
bill would be counterproductive toward those
shared goals.

The bill requires the U.S. Government to
publicly report all assets held by some of
Iran’s highest leaders and to describe how
these assets are acquired and used. Rather
than preventing terrorist financing and
money laundering, this bill would
incentivize those involved to make their fi-
nancial dealings less transparent and create
a disincentive for Iran’s banking sector to
demonstrate transparency. These onerous re-
porting requirements also would take crit-
ical resources away from the U.S. Depart-
ment of the Treasury’s important work to
identify Iranian entities engaged in
sanctionable conduct. Producing this infor-
mation could also compromise intelligence
sources and methods.

One of our best tools for impeding desta-
bilizing Iranian activities has been to iden-
tify Iranian companies that are controlled
by the Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps
(IRGC) or other Iranians on the list of Spe-
cially Designated Nationals and Blocked
Persons (SDN List) to non-U.S. businesses,
so that they can block assets or stop mate-
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rial transfers. This process is labor-intensive
and requires the judicious use of our na-
tional intelligence assets. Redirecting these
assets to preparing this onerous public re-
port would be counterproductive and will not
reduce institutional corruption or promote
transparency within Iran’s system.

In addition, this bill’s required public post-
ings also may be perceived by Iran and likely
our Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action
(JCPOA) partners as an attempt to under-
mine the fulfilment of our commitments, in
turn impacting the continued viability of
this diplomatic arrangement that peacefully
and verifiably prevents Iran from acquiring a
nuclear weapon. If the JCPOA were to fail on
that basis, it would remove the unprece-
dented constraints on and monitoring of
Iran’s nuclear program, lead to the unravel-
ing of the international sanctions regime
against Iran, and deal a devastating blow to
the credibility of America’s leadership and
our commitments to our closest allies.

As we address our concerns with Iran’s nu-
clear program through implementation of
the JCPOA, the Administration remains
clear-eyed regarding Iran’s support for ter-
rorism, its ballistic missile program, human
rights abuses, and destabilizing activity in
the region. The United States should retain
all of the tools needed to counter this activ-
ity, ranging from powerful sanctions to our
efforts to disrupt and interdict illicit ship-
ments of weapons and proliferation-sensitive
technologies. This bill would adversely affect
the U.S. Government’s ability to wield these
tools, would undermine the very goals it pur-
ports to achieve, and could even endanger
