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vital role in making northern Indiana
stronger not only by bringing us the
day’s news, but always finding ways to
serve her neighbors and give back to
the community she loves to call home.

I am grateful to Maureen not only for
her excellence in journalism, but also
for the incredible example she has set
for aspiring journalists and young Hoo-
sier women who are always looking for
ways to give back to build a brighter
future.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me in recognizing the exceptional
character, leadership, and compassion
Maureen has demonstrated both on and
off the air.

Mo, I wish you the very best.

——————

NATURAL RESOURCES
MANAGEMENT

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

Mr. MCADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of S. 47, the Natural Resources
Management Act, which we will vote
on tomorrow. This comprehensive pub-
lic lands package has numerous provi-
sions that benefit my State of Utah
and makes permanent the Land and
Water Conservation Fund.

In my district, this legislation pro-
vides an important land conveyance to
Juab County that will be used to house
personnel to prevent and fight
wildfires. This bill also facilitates a
land transfer in Utah County to Utah’s
School and Institutional Trust Lands
Administration, or SITLA.

SITLA holds lands in trust, proceeds
which support Utah’s education sys-
tem. This land transfer will ultimately
benefit Utah State University and its
students.

I also want to congratulate my col-
league, Representative JOHN CURTIS,
for his work in bringing together and
working with State, city, and county
stakeholders in Emery County. The
Emery County title in this bill has
broad local support and will protect
over 600,000 acres of wilderness, the
largest wilderness designation in 25
years.

This legislation is good for Utah’s
economy. The Land and Water Con-
servation Fund should never have been
allowed to expire because it is such a
vital program.

———
HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF COMMISSIONER MARCUS
HARDY

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

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in sadness, but also to honor a commis-
sioner, Commissioner Marcus Hardy,
who was a highly respected leader in
his community.

Marcus served as a city commis-
sioner in the town of Crescent City,
Florida, which is located in the district

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

which I am proud to represent. I was
fortunate enough to work alongside
Mr. Hardy in efforts to improve Cres-
cent City and the greater community.

Beyond being a devoted public serv-
ant, a coach, and a role model, Marcus
was a family man and a friend to
many. Anyone who knew him knew his
heart and his passion for serving oth-
ers. He often spent his free time serv-
ing as a mentor for the Boys II Men or-
ganization in Crescent City or working
to revitalize Putnam County for the
benefit of the whole community.

Marcus will be remembered for his
compassion, his leadership, his friend-
ship, his large, firm hand grip and con-
tagious smile.

Thank you for your service, Marcus.
You will be missed by many.

———

AMERICANS’ SHIFTING VIEWS ON
ABORTION

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak about a recent shift we
have seen in this country over the re-
cent weeks—that is Americans’ views
on abortion.

Not long ago, a Marist poll found
that 55 percent of Americans were like-
ly to identify as pro-choice compared
to about 38 percent identifying as pro-
life—indeed, a 17-point gap. Now, the
polls are tied.

As reported this week by Axios, a
similar Marist poll found that Ameri-
cans are now, for the first time, equal-
ly likely to be pro-life as they are to be
pro-choice, both registering at 47 per-
cent.

Why the sudden change? The horrific
rhetoric offered by some of the left,
that is why, including the Virginia
Governor’s indefensible remarks that
he would support the murder of a baby
post-birth. It is inconceivable to me
that someone could differentiate a
post-birth “‘abortion’ from actual mur-
der.

The good news is I think most Ameri-
cans agree with me. That is why we are
seeing, finally, this dramatic shift.

My colleague from Missouri, Rep-
resentative ANN WAGNER, has intro-
duced the Born-Alive Abortion Sur-
vivors Protection Act in order to end
infanticide taking place after failed
abortion attempts. The Democrats
have repeatedly blocked the effort, in-
cluding tonight. We need to have a vote
on this bill.

THE GREEN NEW DEAL

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

Mr. FULCHER. Mr. Speaker, my
Democratic colleagues have made pub-
lic the details of the so-called Green
New Deal. Among other things, if im-
plemented over the next 10 years, it
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would eliminate the use of fossil fuels
and nuclear power. That means our
gasoline-powered vehicles and imple-
ments would be wuseless, and there
would be no air travel.

It would also require that virtually
all building structures would be rebuilt
or need to be remodeled. Every facet of
life would be forced to change.

The most frightening thing about
this is that my colleagues sponsoring it
are actually serious.

Furthermore, the architects failed to
explain how they are going to rebuild
the economy they would decimate.

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest the ar-
chitects of this legislation change the
color of the Green New Deal and call it
the Red—as in stop sign red—New Dis-
aster.

————
THE GREEN NEW DEAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROSE of New York). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 3,
2019, the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. NEWHOUSE) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, before
I begin, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the topic of my Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this evening to lead a Special Order
alongside my colleagues to discuss,
frankly, a reckless and misguided and
radical proposal recently introduced by
some of my Democratic colleagues, the
Green New Deal.

Tonight, together with many of my
fellow members of the Congressional
Western Caucus, we will be taking the
time to share with the American peo-
ple the details of the ill-advised and bi-
zarre provisions included in this green
manifesto and the grave impacts that
they would have on our Nation’s econ-
omy.
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We will also share what we, as Re-
publicans in the people’s House, believe
when it comes to our national strategy
to innovate, diversify, and strengthen
America’s energy sector.

Mr. Speaker, the Green New Deal is a
bad deal for the American people. This
so-called deal calls for cutting of
greenhouse gas emissions to net zero in
only 10 years.

And while many studies are still
working to grasp the perilous impacts
and the enormous costs of this pro-
posal, one independent estimate, led by
a team of Stanford engineers, suggests
it would cost our Nation in the neigh-
borhood of $7 trillion to convert all of
America’s power to renewable power
sources.
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