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who cannot speak for themselves. For these
reasons, March for Life Action will score
against the legislation our annual scorecard
for the First Session of the 116th Congress.
Sincerely,
THOMAS MCCLUSKY,
President, March for Life Action.

HERITAGE ACTION FOR AMERICA,
March 6, 2019.
KEY VOTE: ‘‘NO’’ ON THE ‘‘FOR THE PEOPLE
ACT” (H.R. 1)

Heritage Action opposes the For The People
Act (H.R. 1) and will include it as a key
vote on our legislative scorecard.

This week, the House will vote on H.R. 1,
the ‘“For The People Act.” Lawmakers
should not let this legislation’s misleading
name fool them—it is comprised of unconsti-
tutional and ill-advised policy mandates
that the Democratic Party would use to hi-
jack America’s election processes. HR. 1 is a
very long, complex bill that is a liberal wish
list of ‘‘reforms’ ranging from voter reg-
istration and elections to campaign finance,
lobbying, and judicial ethics.

Free and fair elections are the bedrock of
American government. They are funda-
mental to our way of life and confidence in
our representative system. H.R. 1 cloaks
itself in the guise of transparency and fair-
ness but in reality is a partisan scheme to
choke off dissent and squelch Republican
candidates and conservative political voices.
This bill is aptly ‘“‘renamed” by Senate Ma-
jority Leader Mitch McConnell as the ‘“‘Dem-
ocrat Politician Protection Act.” It is an un-
precedented attempt to seize control of elec-
tions through federal government power.

This fundamentally flawed legislation es-
tablishes a new taxpayer-funded bailout of
political campaigns, weaponizes the Federal
Elections Commission by destroying the cur-
rent bipartisan makeup, and creates a new,
subjective category of ‘‘campaign-related’
speech that is regulated by Washington bu-
reaucrats who are empowered to enforce
these regulations with penalties and censor-
ship.

According to The Heritage Foundation,
H.R. 1 would implement the following
changes:

1. Makes it easier to commit fraud and pro-
motes chaos at the polls through same-day
registration, as election officials have no
time to verify the accuracy of voter registra-
tion information and cannot anticipate the
number of voters, ballots, and precinct work-
ers that will be needed to ensure a safe and
secure election process.

2. Degrades the accuracy of registration
lists by automatically registering individ-
uals from state databases, such as DMV and
welfare offices, which provides an oppor-
tunity to register large numbers of ineligible
voters, including aliens as well as multiple
or duplicate registrations of the same indi-
viduals.

3. Constitutes a recipe for massive voter
registration fraud by hackers and cyber
criminals through online voter registration
not tied to an existing state record, such as
a driver’s license.

4. Requires states to count ballots cast by
voters outside of their assigned precinct,
overriding the precinct system used by al-
most all states that allows election officials
to monitor votes, staff polling places, pro-
vide enough ballots, and prevent election
fraud.

5. Prevents election officials from checking
the eligibility and qualifications of voters
and from removing ineligible voters. This in-
cludes restrictions on using the U.S. Postal
Service’s national change-of-address system
to verify the address of registered voters;
participating in state programs that com-
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pare voter registration lists to detect indi-
viduals registered in multiple states; or ever
removing registrants due to a failure to vote.

6. Cripples the effectiveness of state voter
ID laws by allowing individuals to vote with-
out an ID and to merely sign a statement in
which they claim they are who they say they
are.

7. Expands regulation and government cen-
sorship of campaigns and political activity
and speech, including online and policy-re-
lated speech. H.R. 1 imposes onerous legal
and administrative compliance burdens and
costs on candidates, citizens, civic groups,
unions, corporations, and nonprofit organiza-
tions.

8. Requires states to unconstitutionally re-
store the ability of felons to vote the mo-
ment they are out of prison. Section 2 of the
14th Amendment gives states the constitu-
tional authority to decide when felons who
committed crimes against their fellow citi-
zens may vote again. Congress cannot over-
ride a constitutional amendment with a stat-
ute.

9. Transfers the right to draw congres-
sional districts from state legislatures
to‘‘independent’” commissions whose mem-
bers are unaccountable to voters. H.R. 1
makes it a violation of federal law to engage
in ‘“‘partisan’ redistricting and mandates in-
clusion of alien population, both legal and il-
legal, in all redistricting. This is an anti-
democratic, unconstitutional measure that
takes away the ability of the citizens of a
state to make their own decision about re-
districting.

10. Violates separation of powers and di-
rectly interfere with the President’s con-
stitutional duties. H.R. 1 bans his political
appointees, such as the Attorney General,
from participating in, directing the defense
of, or assisting in any matter (including law-
suits against a President’s policies, pro-
grams, executive orders, or his enforcement
of the law) in which the President is named
as a party.”’

Although Democrats are promoting H.R. 1
as a bill that would ‘‘strengthen our democ-
racy and return political power to the peo-
ple”’, it is an anti-democratic bill that would
wreak havoc on our election system by ma-
nipulating election rules in favor of Demo-
crats. It is nothing but a progressive power
grab and Heritage Action urges all House
Members to vote against it.

Heritage Action opposes the For the Peo-
ple Act (H.R. 1) and will include it as a key
vote on our legislative scorecard.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. I am
not going to oppose this amendment,
and it has been great debating with the
other side tonight. I look forward to a
livelier debate tomorrow.

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

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Chair, I appre-
ciate the spirit of the gentleman from
Illinois and look forward to working
with everyone.

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

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Michigan (Ms. SLOTKIN).

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Ms. HILL
of California) having assumed the
chair, Mr. CUELLAR, Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
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of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 1) to expand Americans’
access to the ballot box, reduce the in-
fluence of big money in politics, and
strengthen ethics rules for public serv-
ants, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

————

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962,
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Committee on the Judici-
ary be discharged from further consid-
eration of H.R. 962, the Born-Alive
Abortion Survivors Protection Act,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
guidelines consistently issued by suc-
cessive Speakers, as recorded in sec-
tion 956 of the House Rules and Man-
ual, the Chair is constrained not to en-
tertain the request unless it has been
cleared by the bipartisan floor and
committee leaderships.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, for the sake of inno-
cent lives, I urge the Speaker to imme-
diately schedule this important bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not recognized for debate.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM DISTRICT

DIRECTOR, THE HONORABLE
JACKIE SPEIER, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Brian Perkins, District
Director, the Honorable JACKIE SPEIER,
Member of Congress:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 4, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This is to notify
you formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the
Rules of the House of Representatives, that I
have been served with a subpoena for testi-
mony issued by the Superior Court of the
State of California for the County of San
Mateo, in a criminal proceeding involving an
alleged threat of violence against our office
personnel.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with
the privileges and rights of the House.

Sincerely,
BRIAN PERKINS,
District Director.

————
O 1945

COMMUNICATION FROM CASE-
WORKER AND FIELD REP-
RESENTATIVE, THE HONORABLE
JACKIE SPEIER, MEMBER OF
CONGRESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-

nication from Sera Alptekin, Case-
worker and Field Representative, the
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