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8, 1945, to mark the end of the Second
World War in Europe.
From Paris to London to New York
and in small towns everywhere, people
poured into the streets to join the revelry.
Old photos showed ticker tape parades and streamers galore, exciting
and proud crowds were cheering the
German surrender.
The war was over in Europe, and so
many American GIs would return home
to be with their loved ones.
It would take another 4 months and
the use of two atomic bombs before
Japan surrendered and World War II
ended for good.
Mr. Speaker, the end of the war in
Europe meant an end to nearly 6 years
of war—a war that cost millions of
lives; a war that destroyed homes, families, and cities; but a war that
stamped out hatred and bigotry for the
greater good.
VE Day is one that shall never be forgotten.
f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
Messages in writing from the President of the United States were communicated to the House by Ms. Mariel
Ridgway, one of his secretaries.
f
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5645, STANDARD MERGER
AND
ACQUISITION
REVIEWS
THROUGH EQUAL RULES ACT OF
2018; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 2152, CITIZENS’
RIGHT TO KNOW ACT OF 2018;
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF S.J. RES. 57, PROVIDING
FOR
CONGRESSIONAL
DISAPPROVAL OF A RULE SUBMITTED BY BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION
Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 872 and ask for its
immediate consideration.
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
H. RES. 872
Resolved, That upon adoption of this resolution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 5645) to amend the Clayton Act and the Federal Trade Commission
Act to provide that the Federal Trade Commission shall exercise authority with respect
to mergers only under the Clayton Act and
only in the same procedural manner as the
Attorney General exercises such authority.
All points of order against consideration of
the bill are waived. The bill shall be considered as read. All points of order against provisions in the bill are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and on any 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 the Judiciary; (2) the amendment printed in the report of the Committee on Rules accompanying 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
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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 division of the
question; and (3) one motion to recommit
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. 2152) to require States and units of
local government receiving funds under
grant programs operated by the Department
of Justice, which use such funds for pretrial
services programs, to submit to the Attorney
General a report relating to such program,
and for other purposes. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
The amendment in the nature of a substitute
recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary 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 ranking minority member of the Committee on the Judiciary; and (2) one motion to recommit with
or without instructions.
SEC. 3. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 57) providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule submitted by Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection relating to ‘‘Indirect Auto Lending and Compliance with the Equal Credit
Opportunity Act’’. All points of order
against consideration of the joint resolution
are waived. The joint resolution shall be considered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the joint resolution are waived.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the joint resolution and on any
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; and (2)
one motion to commit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMBORN). The gentleman from Colorado is recognized for 1 hour.
Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of debate only, I yield the customary 30 minutes to my friend, the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
TORRES), 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 unanimous 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 gentleman from Colorado?
There was no objection.
Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of the rule and the underlying legislation.
The rule makes in order two bills reported favorably by the Judiciary Committee and a Senate joint resolution
that gives this House an opportunity to
utilize the Congressional Review Act to
repeal the CFPB’s onerous regulation
on indirect auto lenders.
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The first proposal we will consider
today is the Citizens’ Right to Know
Act of 2018. This piece of legislation, offered by my friend and colleague from
Texas, Judge TED POE, will bring
much-needed sunlight to the Federal
pretrial services programs.
We will also consider legislation offered by my fellow Judiciary Committee member, Representative HANDEL from Georgia, which ensures companies entering into merger proceedings will receive equal treatment,
whether their case is reviewed by the
Department of Justice or the Federal
Trade Commission.
Finally, the House will consider a
joint resolution that will repeal the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau’s burdensome guidance on indirect
auto lending. Senator MORAN’s legislation previously passed the Senate 51–47
on March 22, 2018. President Trump has
also signaled his support for this legislation.
The rule makes in order one amendment to the Standard Merger and Acquisition Reviews Through Equal
Rules, or SMARTER, Act.
Why?
Because all other amendments offered were not germane to the subject
matter being discussed in these important pieces of legislation.
Mr. Speaker, today, we have an opportunity to debate a crucial component of the criminal justice system:
federal pretrial release programs. Before the 1960s, defendants had three options to be released prior to trial. Individuals were either released upon one’s
own recognizance, or if they posted
commercial bail, or the individual
would remain in prison until his or her
hearing date.
However, in the 1960s, the Johnson
administration established a fourth option: pretrial services programs. These
programs were originally intended to
assist nonviolent, indigent individuals
who did not possess the means to post
commercial bail. The program captured information about the alleged offender’s community ties and released
low-risk individuals without financial
obligations. The program only required
a signature and a promise to appear in
court.
While pretrial release programs were
created to serve those individuals who
do not pose a threat to the community
and could not afford to post commercial bail, these taxpayer-funded programs have quickly expanded and overgrown their original intent.
Today, more than 300 pretrial release
programs exist across the United
States. These programs are being used
to slowly eliminate a successful service
that operates independently of Federal
tax dollars: the commercial bail system.
In fact, a number of major cities
across the country are exploring the
potential of moving completely to a
pretrial release system while significantly reducing the use of commercial
bail.
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