April 9, 2019

S. Con. Res. 7, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

S. CON. RES. 7

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring),

SECTION 1. POCKET VERSION OF THE CONSTITU-
TION OF THE UNITED STATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The 26th edition of the
pocket version of the Constitution of the
United States shall be printed as a Senate
document under the direction of the Joint
Committee on Printing.

(b) ADDITIONAL COPIES.—In addition to the
usual number, there shall be printed the less-
er of—

(1) 480,500 copies of the document, of which
255,600 copies shall be for the use of the
House of Representatives, 200,000 copies shall
be for the use of the Senate, and 25,000 copies
shall be for the use of the Joint Committee
on Printing; or

(2) such number of copies of the document
as does not exceed a total production and
printing cost of $226,250, with distribution to
be allocated in the same proportion as de-
scribed in paragraph (1), except that in no
case shall the number of copies be less than
1 per Member of Congress.

(¢) DISTRIBUTION.—The copies of the docu-
ment printed for the use of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate under subsection
(a) shall be distributed in accordance with—

(1) a distribution plan approved by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on House Administration of the
House of Representatives, in the case of the
copies printed for the use of the House of
Representatives; and

(2) a distribution plan approved by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Rules and Administration of
the Senate, in the case of the copies printed
for the use of the Senate.

The concurrent resolution was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
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ELECTING MEMBERS TO THE
JOINT COMMITTEE OF CONGRESS
ON THE LIBRARY AND THE
JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
H. Res. 226, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 226

Resolved,

SECTION 1. ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO JOINT
COMMITTEE OF CONGRESS ON THE
LIBRARY AND JOINT COMMITTEE ON
PRINTING.

(a) JOINT COMMITTEE OF CONGRESS ON THE
LIBRARY.—The following Members are here-
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by elected to the Joint Committee of Con-
gress on the Library, to serve with the chair
of the Committee on House Administration
and the chair of the Subcommittee on the
Legislative Branch of the Committee on Ap-
propriations:

(1) Mr. Butterfield.

(2) Mr. Rodney Davis of Illinois.

(3) Mr. Loudermilk.

(b) JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.—The
following Members are hereby elected to the
Joint Committee on Printing, to serve with
the chair of the Committee on House Admin-
istration:

(1) Mr. Raskin.

(2) Mrs. Davis of California.

(3) Mr. Rodney Davis of Illinois.

(4) Mr. Loudermilk.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

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

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged
from further consideration of H.R. 962,
the Born-Alive Survivors Protection
Act, legislation which protects the
sanctity of life for the unborn by en-
suring that infants who are born alive
receive proper medical care, and ask
for its immediate consideration 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.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker,
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, if this
unanimous consent request cannot be
entertained, I urge the Speaker and the
majority leader to immediately sched-
ule consideration of the Born-Alive bill
so we can stand up and protect the
sanctity of human life, and I would ask
all of my colleagues in this body to
join in my request.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not stated a proper par-
liamentary inquiry.

par-

———

SAVE THE INTERNET ACT OF 2019

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Madam Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
KAPTUR). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 294 and rule

H3169

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. 1644.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. CARSON) to preside
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. 1644) to
restore the open internet order of the
Federal Communications Commission,
with Mr. CARSON of Indiana 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.

General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member on
the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE), my good
friend from the East Coast, and the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN),
my other good friend, each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Chair, I yield myself 3 min-
utes.

Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of
H.R. 1644, the Save the Internet Act.

This bill comes to the floor after
more than 18 hours of consideration by
the Energy and Commerce Committee
over the course of hearings and mark-
ups since the start of this Congress.

During that time, we have heard
from consumer advocates, minority
and underrepresented communities,
rural broadband providers, small busi-
nesses, innovators, entrepreneurs, and
millions of constituents, all calling for
the restoration of net neutrality rules.

In addition, polls show that more
than 86 percent of all Americans,
whether they be Republicans, Inde-
pendents, or Democrats, opposed the
Trump FCC’s repeal of the protections
that this bill reinstates.

People around the country care deep-
ly about a free and open internet be-
cause it is critical for so many commu-
nities and sectors of our economy.

This legislation will do three things:

First, it restores bipartisan, com-
monsense net neutrality protections
and puts a cop back on the beat to pro-
tect consumers, small businesses, and
competitors from unjust, unreasonable,
and discriminatory practices by inter-
net service providers.

Second, this bill gives the FCC the
authority to protect consumers, now
and in the future, through forward-
looking regulatory authority.

Third, the bill restores the FCC’s
legal authority to support broadband
access and deployment programs
through the Universal Service Fund.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-08-26T14:16:41-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




