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says—‘‘that the Clinton emails had not 
been found.’’ 

Again, that is volume I, pages 51 and 
52. 

I am hoping that some more Mem-
bers come down, but if not, I am going 
to read just a couple more things. 

‘‘Many IRA operations used 
Facebook accounts created and oper-
ated by its specialists—redacted. 

‘‘IRA Facebook groups active during 
the 2016 campaign covered a range of 
political issues and included purported 
conservative groups (with names such 
as ‘Being Patriotic,’ ‘Stop All Immi-
grants,’ ‘Secured Borders,’ and ‘Tea 
Party News,’), purported Black social 
justice groups (’Black Matters,’ 
‘Blacktivist,’ and ‘Don’t Shoot Us’), 
LGBTQ groups (’LGBT United’), and 
religious groups (’United Muslims of 
America.’) 

‘‘Throughout 2016, IRA accounts pub-
lished an increasing number of mate-
rials supporting the Trump campaign 
and opposing the Clinton campaign. 
For example, on May 31, 2016, the oper-
ational account ‘Matt Skiber’ began to 
privately message dozens of pro-Trump 
Facebook groups asking them to help 
plan a ‘pro-Trump rally near Trump 
Tower.’ 

‘‘To reach larger U.S. audiences, the 
IRA purchased advertisements from 
Facebook that promoted the IRA 
groups on the news feeds of U.S. audi-
ence members. According to Facebook, 
the IRA purchased over 3,500 advertise-
ments and the expenditures totaled ap-
proximately $100,000. 

‘‘During the U.S. Presidential cam-
paign, many IRA-purchased advertise-
ments explicitly supported or opposed 
a Presidential candidate or promoted 
U.S. rallies organized by the IRA (dis-
cussed below). As early as March 2016, 
the IRA purchased advertisements that 
overtly opposed the Clinton campaign. 
For example, on March 18, 2016, the 
IRA purchased an advertisement de-
picting candidate Clinton and a caption 
that read in part, ‘If one day God lets 
this liar enter the White House as a 
President—that day would be a real na-
tional tragedy.’ ’’ 

That was a quote from the ad that 
they paid for. 

‘‘Similarly, on April 6, 2016, the 
IRA purchased advertisements for 
its account ‘Black Matters’ calling for 
a ‘flash mob’ of U.S. persons to ‘take a 
photo with 
#HillaryClintonForPrison2016 or 
#noHillary2016.’ IRA-purchased adver-
tisements featuring Clinton were, with 
very few exceptions, negative.’’ 

Again, this is a Russian agency, Rus-
sian corporation. 

‘‘IRA-purchased advertisements ref-
erencing candidate Trump largely sup-
ported his campaign. The first known 
IRA advertisement explicitly endorsing 
the Trump campaign was purchased on 
April 19, 2016. The IRA bought an ad-
vertisement for its Instagram account 
‘Tea Party News’ asking U.S. persons 
to help them ‘make a patriotic team of 
young Trump supporters’ ’’—I will say 

that again: ‘‘make a patriotic team of 
young Trump supporters’’—‘‘by 
uploading photos with the hashtag 
#KIDS4TRUMP. In subsequent months, 
the IRA purchased dozens of advertise-
ments supporting the Trump campaign, 
predominantly through the Facebook 
groups ‘Being Patriotic’, ‘Stop All In-
vaders’ and ‘Secured Borders.’ 

‘‘Collectively, the IRA’s social media 
accounts reached tens of millions of 
U.S. persons. Individual IRA social 
media accounts attracted hundreds of 
thousands of followers. For example, at 
the time they were deactivated by 
Facebook in mid-2017, the IRA’s 
‘United Muslims of America’ Facebook 
group had over 300,000 followers, the 
‘Don’t Shoot Us’ Facebook group had 
over 250,000 followers, the ‘Being Patri-
otic’ Facebook group had over 200,000 
followers, and the ‘Secured Borders’ 
Facebook group had over 130,000 fol-
lowers. According to Facebook, in total 
the IRA-controlled accounts made over 
80,000 posts before their deactivation in 
August 2017, and these posts reached at 
least 29 million U.S. persons and ‘may 
have reached an estimated 126 million 
people.’ ’’ 

That is Volume I, pages 24 to 26. 
Madam Speaker, I am going to yield 

back my time. 
I think it is worth people taking a 

look at the Mueller report. You can get 
it in book form. You can also download 
it for free. It can be downloaded for 
free from—I think it is the Justice De-
partment, isn’t it? The Justice Depart-
ment website. 

I think, seeing the extent and read-
ing the words that talk about the ex-
tent of Russian interference in our 
elections is really important, espe-
cially as we head into a new election 
cycle where Americans want to have 
confidence that their vote really mat-
ters, that the messages that they are 
getting are legitimate ones from inside 
the United States of America, and that 
Russian or any other foreign influence 
is not using the internet, using names 
that are supposed to sound like they 
are American organizations and Amer-
ican websites and American Facebook 
pages. 

I think it is very important for peo-
ple to learn about that. It is worth the 
read. 

Actually, if you consider all the 
redactions, it is not as long a read as 
you might think. And then all of us 
would be informed. 

About 3 percent of Americans have 
read the Mueller report, and I would 
certainly encourage more. 

One of our colleagues, MARY GAY 
SCANLON, I know, is going to begin at 
noon tomorrow with a full reading. It 
is going to be done in one of the House 
rooms here, upstairs in the Rules Com-
mittee, a reading of the Mueller report. 

Otherwise, I think people have mis-
guided information about what is in it 
and the idea that there is really noth-
ing at all that is important. 

Those Americans who are interested 
in the sanctity of our elections, I would 

very much encourage. You could even 
watch the reading that is going on 
starting at noon tomorrow of the full 
Mueller report. And consider the threat 
to our elections and that we have to do 
everything we can to make sure that 
there is no outside interference. 

Madam Speaker, with that, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

f 

REPUBLICAN STUDY COMMITTEE 
BUDGET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BANKS) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, the 

former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, Mike Mullen, called our national 
debt ‘‘the single biggest threat to na-
tional security.’’ 

Since then, we have added more than 
$7 trillion more in red ink. Our na-
tional debt today stands at $22 trillion, 
and it is only getting worse. 

The Congressional Budget Office is 
projecting trillion-dollar deficits in 
perpetuity. These deficits will leave fu-
ture generations like my daughter’s 
generation saddled with higher taxes, 
stagnant growth, and a lower standard 
of living. This is simply unacceptable. 

Thankfully, pro-growth policies im-
plemented by President Trump and 
congressional Republicans have led to 
a booming economy with 3.2 percent 
GDP growth and unemployment below 
4 percent. 

Our strong economy provides Con-
gress a unique opportunity to tackle 
this problem, but bold leadership is re-
quired to do so. 

Unfortunately, it is clear that there 
will be no such leadership from the 
Democrats. The Democrats have failed 
to perform the most basic function of 
government, which is passing a budget. 
In fact, they have not even bothered to 
bring a budget to the floor for a vote. 
Why, you might ask? Because the rad-
ical left is now in control of the Demo-
cratic agenda and demanding trillions 
of dollars in additional spending for 
programs like the Green New Deal, 
which aims to eliminate everything 
from air travel to requiring every sin-
gle building in the United States to be 
rebuilt or upgraded, banning farting 
cows, and will cost upwards of $92 tril-
lion to implement; or, another budget- 
busting initiative like Medicare-for-all, 
which would increase government 
spending by $32 trillion over the next 
decade. 

b 1715 
Think about that for a moment. The 

Democrats look at $22 trillion in debt, 
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trillion-dollar deficits, and think that 
we aren’t spending enough already of 
our taxpayer dollars. 

Thankfully, the Republican Study 
Committee is here to do something 
about it, and we have taken the chal-
lenge head-on. 

As chairman of the Republican Study 
Committee’s Budget and Spending 
Task Force, I am very proud to have 
worked with a task force of eight of my 
colleagues, as well as the rest of our 
141-member strong Republican Study 
Committee, to produce the ‘‘Preserving 
American Freedom’’ budget resolution. 

This budget reduces government debt 
by cutting $12.6 trillion in wasteful 
spending over the next 10 years. 

It ensures permanent solvency for 
Medicare and Social Security so that 
these programs will exist for the sen-
iors who rely on them today, as well as 
for future generations. 

It repeals ObamaCare and gives un-
precedented control to the States to 
design healthcare programs that fit the 
unique needs of their citizens. 

It reforms welfare to move more peo-
ple into employment with a sense of 
purpose and self-reliance. 

Finally, it matches President 
Trump’s commitment to national secu-
rity by fully funding the border wall 
and making the necessary investments 
in our military to ensure the safety of 
the American people from foreign 
threats. 

The ‘‘Preserving American Freedom’’ 
budget is the only serious proposal 
from Congress to address Washington’s 
addiction to spending and a bloated 
and growing national debt. I am very 
proud to have led the RSC’s effort to 
tackle this generational challenge and 
ensure a brighter future for all Ameri-
cans. 

Madam Speaker, tonight, we are 
going to hear from some of my col-
leagues about this very important 
budget proposal and what we can do to 
address fiscal responsibility so des-
perately needed in Washington, D.C. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CLOUD). 

Mr. CLOUD. Madam Speaker, I am 
rising also to join my coworkers in ad-
vocating for fiscal responsibility as 
Congress seeks to craft a budget. 

The RSC budget is bold, and I am 
pleased to see it include such proposals 
as requiring the Congressional Budget 
Office to account for debt servicing in 
the cost estimates they prepare for 
Congress. My bill, H.R. 638, the Cost 
Estimates Improvement Act, would do 
that very thing. 

Before legislation passes either the 
House or the Senate, lawmakers should 
know how much it will actually cost. 
This would seem to go without saying, 
but lawmakers consistently overlook 
one key cost, the new interest pay-
ments their spending will create. Folks 
back home understand how important 
this is, that we should be honest about 
the true cost of spending. 

If you were budgeting for monthly 
car payments and only considered the 

list price of the car itself and didn’t 
factor in the extra cost of interest pay-
ments, you would later discover that 
the total cost is more than you could 
afford. Unfortunately, this is exactly 
what Congress does when considering 
new spending. 

Congress relies on the nonpartisan 
Congressional Budget Office and the 
Joint Committee on Taxation to esti-
mate the cost of legislation. But Con-
gress does not require either of them to 
include the cost of servicing the addi-
tional debt that is created by author-
izing or reauthorizing spending. This 
results in an incomplete picture of the 
total actual cost. 

Servicing national debt is becoming 
a substantial part of Federal spending. 
Within just a few years, our Nation 
will be spending more on interest pay-
ments than on the entire Department 
of Defense. This should alarm all of us, 
as this will increasingly crowd out 
other spending priorities. 

I introduced H.R. 638, the Cost Esti-
mates Improvement Act, to address 
these problems by requiring the Con-
gressional Budget Office and the Joint 
Committee on Taxation to add the cost 
of servicing the debt to the cost esti-
mates of any future legislation. 

In essence, Congress is not consid-
ering the comprehensive budgetary im-
pact of spending and tax proposals. 
This distorts congressional decision-
making in favor of more spending and 
debt accumulation. 

Congress routinely ignores the true 
costs and overstates the benefits of 
new spending. The American people 
have to account for the cost of debt in 
their family budgets, and providing 
Congress with accurate cost estimates 
that include the cost of debt servicing 
is a commonsense reform that would 
hold Congress to the same standard, 
forcing lawmakers to reckon with the 
actual cost of raising our national 
debt. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
MITCHELL), my good friend and fellow 
classmate of the last congressional 
class, a great conservative leader in 
the Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the budget action team chair for 
this fine work and for yielding time. 

We should be debating right now in 
Congress a budget. We should be debat-
ing ideas from the Democrats, ideas 
from the Republicans, the RSC budget. 
We should be doing that to develop a 
road map for the current year and for 
future years for appropriations, what 
our priorities are. 

You will note that we are talking 
about it, but it is pretty quiet down 
here today. Why? Because, unfortu-
nately, the leadership of the Demo-
cratic Party has been unable to 
produce a budget. They can’t agree, 
even among themselves, what a budget 
should be. 

I spent 35 years in private business. 
Budgets are pretty basic. Without 
them, I don’t know how you operate. 

Apparently, we are going to try, and 
that is unfortunate. 

My focus tonight is on the Federal 
budgeting and appropriations process 
and what we need to do to fix it. We 
can fix individual items in our budget, 
but long term, we need to fix the proc-
ess, or we are, in fact, as noted earlier 
by Mr. CLOUD, doomed for some pretty 
dire outcomes. 

The Federal budget and appropria-
tions restraints under current law are 
totally ineffective. They simply do not 
work. And you know what? We can fix 
this. 

Virtually all Federal spending right 
now is mandatory. Two-thirds of what 
we spend every year is called manda-
tory spending. It is on autopilot. 

Let me give you some examples of 
what that means. $2,523 billion is man-
datory. Our interest payments in 2018 
will be $325 billion. I want you to stop 
and think about what a massive num-
ber that is. 

The Federal debt crossed $22 trillion 
last year. It now exceeds the entire an-
nual production of the United States 
and equates to more than $67,000 for 
every American in this country. Over 
the next 10 years, interest alone on the 
Federal debt will be the third largest 
Federal expenditure. 

Now, at home, if that was what you 
were dealing with, you would be calling 
a debt counselor. If your interest pay-
ment alone was the third highest ex-
penditure you had—never mind prin-
cipal, just the interest—you are in seri-
ous trouble. Here, we call it govern-
ment. 

This process robs the American peo-
ple of their voice, their representation. 
Long term, it will rob them of the 
basic opportunity for services if we 
don’t get this under control. 

The RSC ‘‘Preserving American Free-
dom’’ budget proposal and what I pro-
pose address that issue. 

First and foremost, we must address 
what is called mandatory spending. 
Mandatory spending has taken on this 
huge component. As I said, it is two- 
thirds of Federal expenditures. 

We need to move everything except 
Social Security, Medicare, and 
TRICARE to discretionary spending 
and require everybody in this room and 
this building to vote, to put their pri-
orities forward, rather than have it be 
on autopilot. 

The second thing we need to do is not 
have it simply be whatever we spent 
last year. How much more are we going 
to spend? We need to require zero-based 
budgeting of all agencies every few 
years—maybe 3 years because they are 
so big, frankly—where they have to 
justify down to the penny what they 
are spending money on. Because you 
know what a budget cut is in Wash-
ington? A budget cut in Washington is 
you get less money than the increase 
you asked for and they tell you they 
took a budget cut. 

I spent 35 years in private business. A 
budget cut means you actually spend 
less than what you spent last year. You 
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spend less money, less real cash, not 
that you didn’t get as much as you 
asked for. 

Frankly, that is like my teenagers 
and allowance. Well, you cut my budg-
et. No, I didn’t give you as much as you 
asked for. 

Second, the next thing we need to do 
is we need to use a 51-vote requirement 
for budgets, 51 votes to pass a budget, 
a simple majority. We need to say 51 
votes to make any change in discre-
tionary outlays. That way, in fact, we 
can manage our budget appropriations 
and not have the system manage us, 
not have the Senate decide no, we need 
60 votes, and we just go along our 
merry way, putting out money hand 
over fist. 

Additionally, we need to change a 
few rules about how we manage our-
selves. We need to require there be no 
recess until budget appropriations are 
completed. Everyone stays here. 
Frankly, I think we just lock the doors 
and stay here till we get it done be-
cause, far too often, we will just do a 
continuing resolution. 

You would be disgusted at the num-
ber of continuing resolutions that hap-
pen for a week, 3 days. All these con-
tinuing resolutions, all we do is spend 
the same money. So, sorry, no recess 
until we get it done. 

Additionally, we need to withhold 
the pay for all Members of Congress 
until we get the job done, until there 
are budget and appropriations resolu-
tions done for the year. 

When we hit the time that we should 
be funded already for the year, if it is 
not done, everyone on the payroll here 
that is a Member of Congress doesn’t 
get paid, because I know how to get 
folks’ attention after 35 years in pri-
vate business. 

There is one way to put it: Follow 
the money. Other ways are not appro-
priate on the floor of the House, but 
you have the idea. 

We have to address this issue. The 
only way to address this is to get our 
appropriations under control. 

One of the things I proposed, in con-
junction with another Member, is the 
Protecting Our Children’s Future Act, 
which talks about these changes that 
must be made in how we do budgeting 
and appropriations in a process. Other-
wise, we just do the same thing over 
and over again here in Congress, and 
that, Madam Speaker, is the perfect 
definition of insanity. 

I appreciate the time to talk about 
something I think is so urgent because, 
without this fundamental change, we 
are tilting at windmills. We need to 
make this change sooner than later. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, what I 
hear from Hoosiers all over my district 
is that they sent their Representatives 
here to bring back fiscal sanity, to bal-
ance our budget. That is what hard-
working Hoosier families do every day. 

It is what they have come to find in 
their State legislature in my great 
home State of Indiana as well. Indiana 
has a balanced budget amendment. We 

have legislators who go to the State 
house and pass fiscally responsible 
budgets every 2 years. 

It was a pleasure of mine for 6 years 
to serve with the next speaker, some-
body who is a true American hero and 
one of the great conservative leaders of 
this freshman class in the new Con-
gress. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BAIRD). 

Mr. BAIRD. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to offer my support for the RSC 
2020 budget. 

I have a copy of that here, so I en-
courage everyone to take the oppor-
tunity to study it and look for those 
positive aspects that are important 
that Congressman BANKS and his team 
put together to have a balanced budg-
et. 

It reduces Federal spending by over 
$12 trillion in the next decade and bal-
ances our Federal budget in the next 6 
years. 

As the gentleman mentioned, the 
State of Indiana passed an amendment 
to the constitution in 2018 to require 
our budgets to balance, and Hoosiers 
have enjoyed a balanced State budget 
since 2012. 

We are among a minority of States 
that have a Triple-A credit rating, and 
Indiana has cut 15 different taxes while 
still balancing our budget and funding 
key State priorities. 

This proposed budget addresses out- 
of-control spending and rightfully aims 
to significantly decrease our national 
debt. We are $22 trillion in debt as a 
Nation. That is not my money. That is 
money that belongs to the taxpayers. 
Because we have been paying interest 
on this debt for decades, it is really the 
money of our next generation of Amer-
ican taxpayers, our kids and our grand-
children. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud of what 
Hoosiers have been able to do in our 
State, and I will continue to fight for 
that same Hoosier common sense here 
in D.C. 

b 1730 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, the 
State of Indiana has so much to be 
proud of. Indiana provides a road map 
for the rest of the Nation when it 
comes to fiscal responsibility. 

There are few leaders in the House of 
Representatives who do as much for 
the conservative cause and promote fis-
cal responsibility as Representative 
HICE from the great State of Georgia. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. HICE). 

Mr. HICE of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I thank my good friend for yielding, 
and I appreciate those kind words. 

Madam Speaker, I rise with my col-
leagues this evening in support of the 
Republican Study Committee budget 
for 2020. 

Here in Congress, there are immense 
problems and vast issues that we deal 
with, and sometimes they can feel 
overwhelming. For that reason, it is 
important that we have a purpose, that 

we have a vision, that we have a path-
way to get us out of some of the issues 
that we face and to give us a sense of 
purpose for getting through those 
things, a playbook, if you will. 

Madam Speaker, I just want to pub-
licly commend my colleagues who have 
labored so diligently to put together 
this draft. I especially want to recog-
nize the RSC chairman, MIKE JOHNSON, 
and the Spending Task Force chair-
man, JIM BANKS, my good friend. Their 
leadership has been invaluable, and we 
are deeply appreciative to all of them. 

I am particularly pleased that in this 
budget they have included a proposal 
to eliminate official time. This is 
something I have been working on for a 
long time. 

For those who may not be familiar 
with it, official time allows a Federal 
employee who is part of a union to con-
duct union activities in the course of 
their workday even if that means not 
doing the job that they were hired to 
do. 

In many cases, people are hired to do 
a job and yet 100 percent of their time 
is spent doing Federal union activities, 
and so the taxpayer is paying these 
people to do a job which they are not 
doing. It ends up these agencies have to 
hire someone else to do a job while the 
first individual is doing union activi-
ties rather than that for which they 
were hired. 

Over the years since I have been here, 
I have personally tried to cut some of 
the official time usage. That didn’t 
work. We have tried diligently to re-
form official time, to no avail. We have 
even tried to just provide some degree 
of transparency, and yet in every at-
tempt, everything that we have tried 
to do, we have faced tremendous oppo-
sition both from Federal employee 
unions and many of their allies here in 
Congress. 

Make no mistake, the opposition is 
real; it is strong; it is entrenched in 
this place. And yet we have got to con-
tinue to move forward. We have got to 
try to address these issues. 

The Federal bureaucracy has tremen-
dous power and influence over our 
lives, and yet in this case of official 
time, there is little to no transparency 
or accountability. 

To add to the problem, it is virtually 
impossible to remove a Federal em-
ployee. According to the GAO, the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office, it can 
take between 170 and 370 days to re-
move a bad actor, a bad worker in a 
Federal position, and this is because of 
the appeals process, grievances that 
can be filed, complaints that just drag 
on and on and on. 

There are thousands, by the way, of 
Federal employees who agree with me. 
Recently, a survey found that 31 per-
cent of Federal employees feel that 
there are few to little steps taken to 
remove or deal with poor-performing 
employees in the Federal Government. 

So, Madam Speaker, we need to re-
store fiscal sanity around here. We 
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need to enforce accountability and in-
still transparency in our Federal Gov-
ernment, and I believe this RSC budget 
is a step in that direction. It rises in 
stark contrast to the nonexistent budg-
et of the Democratic majority. 

So with that, again, I thank my 
friend for yielding to me. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his comments to-
night. 

Madam Speaker, as I said before, 
there are 140 members of the Repub-
lican Study Committee. Many of those 
140 members are new freshman Mem-
bers who were elected just beginning of 
this Congress, who are conservative 
Members who stepped up to the plate 
to preach fiscal responsibility, to keep 
the commitments that they made on 
the campaign trail. One of those new 
Members is my colleague and friend, 
Representative HERN from Oklahoma. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. KEVIN 
HERN). 

Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma. 
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I stand with my col-
leagues today to stress the importance 
of fiscal health in our country. 

There is a very real problem here. If 
we don’t address it, we are condemning 
our children to doom. 

My colleagues across the aisle like to 
use the 12 years left hyperbole to talk 
about the necessity to act on climate 
change, but they ignore the fiscal cliff 
we are standing on, a much more immi-
nent threat to the well-being of our 
country and our people. 

Instead of addressing the debt crisis, 
the Democrat majority chose not to 
draft a budget at all this year. That 
tells us all we need to know about their 
priorities. 

Speaker PELOSI herself said: Show 
me your budget, and I will show you 
your values. 

So, without a budget, what are the 
majority’s values? 

The RSC budget addresses our defi-
cits and aims to balance by 2025. This 
budget refocuses spending on our core 
constitutional responsibilities and lim-
its the growth of government. 

Forty-nine out of the 50 United 
States are required to have a balanced 
budget, but the Federal Government 
does not have that requirement. A 
budget that balances is the first and 
most important step towards financial 
well-being for our country. 

I spent more than 30 years as a busi-
ness owner before coming to Congress. 
In the business world, a company will 
fail if they continually spend more 
money than they bring in. You just 
can’t do it. 

That is a foreign concept to many of 
my colleagues here. In fact, several 
people in this building believe that the 
best way to address our debt is to ig-
nore its existence entirely. That is just 
simply ridiculous. Problems don’t just 
disappear. They don’t disappear for you 
or me. You have to take corrective ac-
tion, and this budget does just that. 

The former Secretary of Defense, 
General James Mattis, testified that 
our national debt is the greatest threat 
to our democracy. It is rather chilling 
that we borrow money from other na-
tions to fund things like our military, 
who then must protect us from the 
very nations that we borrow money 
from. 

We can only defend ourselves on bor-
rowed money for so long. What happens 
when we run out of other people’s 
money? 

I find it interesting that Democrats 
only seem to care about our debt after 
we start putting taxpayer dollars back 
in people’s pockets. No one is talking 
about the fact that Democrat proposals 
coming from Congress will, alone, cost 
over $100 trillion in new spending. Why 
aren’t we holding hearings about that? 

This budget is the only budget put 
forward in the House so far. It deserves 
our attention and our consideration be-
cause we are the only ones trying to 
right the ship. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his comments. 

As the gentleman from Oklahoma 
said, the Republican Study Committee 
budget is the only budget proposal on 
the table. It is the only proposal that 
balances the budget, that begins to 
rein in wasteful government spending 
and begins to pay down a disastrous $22 
trillion national debt. 

There are few Members in this Con-
gress whom I have served with who 
have preached fiscal responsibility as 
much as my friend and my colleague 
from Georgia (Mr. ALLEN). 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Madam Speaker, I thank 
Congressman BANKS for yielding, for 
the Special Order here this evening, for 
his leadership in crafting this very im-
portant budget, and for this discussion 
we are having on it tonight. 

Madam Speaker, obviously, we have 
been waiting on a budget to vote on in 
the United States Congress and have 
yet to see a budget. Then I think we 
learned that there may not be a budget 
in the United States Congress this 
year. 

That is very hard to understand be-
cause we are spending $4 trillion to $4.2 
trillion. Two-thirds of that $4.2 trillion 
is mandatory spending, which is basi-
cally on automatic pilot, and it is sky-
rocketing. The biggest increases in our 
deficit are created by this mandatory 
spending. 

On the discretionary side, it is about 
a third of what we spend totally. As far 
as discretionary spending goes, we have 
had some modest increases. 

For the first part of the time that I 
was in Congress, we basically had budg-
et caps, and, actually, discretionary 
spending was held to the same level the 
entire time. 

I think it is sad that we are financing 
our standard of living in my generation 
on the backs of my children and their 
children and their children and their 
children. 

So what do we do about it? 
I am very proud to talk about what 

JIM BANKS and his leadership and what 
the Republican Study Committee have 
done in presenting here this evening. 
This budget exemplifies fiscal sanity 
and preserves American freedom. 

As most of you know, I spent my ca-
reer in the running of small businesses, 
starting out in the construction indus-
try, then participating in the banking 
industry and electronic medical 
records and real estate development. I 
did this in conjunction with my wife, 
Robin, as my partner. 

Many times, we would sit down at 
the kitchen table, just like every other 
American family, and we would map 
out a budget. I knew that spending 
more than my means was simply out of 
the question. 

Well, folks, why can’t we do that 
here in Washington? We need more fis-
cal common sense here in Washington, 
and the RSC fiscal year 2020 budget 
does just that. 

Picture this: $12.6 trillion in total 
deficit reduction over 10 years, bal-
ancing the budget in just 6 years by 
2025. On that fact alone, I would hope 
that every Member of this body would 
offer their support. 

This budget also fosters a rewarding 
environment for economic growth and 
job creation. 

We have heard it over and over again 
from those who deal in investments 
and deal with the economy and the 
growth of the economy that the biggest 
wind at our face is this budget deficit. 
It is a headwind. It is going to be a 
headwind against the growth of this 
economy if we don’t get serious about 
a budget. 

This budget will give us that oppor-
tunity for economic growth and job 
creation. 

Right now, we have the best economy 
in the world: 263,000 jobs were created 
last month, and over 7 million jobs are 
available throughout this Nation, far 
exceeding the number of jobseekers. 

I was so glad to work with my col-
leagues here in Congress the last 2 
years and with the President in mak-
ing this happen. But the American peo-
ple made it happen. All we did was pro-
vide an opportunity. We reformed regu-
lations and we passed a tax reform bill 
that gave the economy a boost. 

Frankly, in dealing with the budget 
deficit and going forward, our only 
hope in this is to grow our economy. 
We must have GDP growth. 

In a telephone townhall with con-
stituents from Georgia’s 12th District 
last night, 73 percent of participants 
reported that our economy is headed in 
the right direction. When I ran for Con-
gress in 2014, 70 percent of the people in 
my district said that the economy was 
going in the wrong direction, and we 
have flipped it. 

However, a soaring economy also cre-
ates challenges. As we face increasing 
workforce needs, this budget prioritizes 
moving Americans off the sidelines and 
back into the workforce, rewarding 
work and promoting innovation. 
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Madam Speaker, I am the grand-

father of 13 beautiful grandchildren, 
and the last thing I want to do is leave 
an insurmountable debt behind for our 
future generations. I strongly encour-
age all of my colleagues to get onboard 
with the RSC budget to restore a sense 
of fiscal responsibility to Washington. 
Our future depends on it. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Georgia, a great 
friend and a great conservative in the 
House of Representatives, for being 
here tonight. 

Madam Speaker, when the chairman 
of the Republican Study Committee, 
MIKE JOHNSON from Louisiana, asked 
me to take on this task as chairman of 
the Budget and Spending Task Force, I 
was very proud to do so, not just be-
cause I have enormous respect for 
Chairman JOHNSON as a conservative 
leader in this Congress, but because of 
the stature and reputation of the Re-
publican Study Committee. 

b 1745 

At one point, our Vice President, 
from my home State, MIKE PENCE, one 
of the greatest conservative leaders in 
this Nation, was chairman of the Re-
publican Study Committee. And so, 
too, was another man whom I respect 
just as much, one of the greatest lead-
ers in our Nation, the Republican whip, 
Mr. STEVE SCALISE, from Louisiana, 
chair of the Republican Study Com-
mittee, too. The reputation of RSC is 
important because it is the conserv-
ative vehicle in the Congress to ad-
vance conservative principles. No one 
does that more on a daily basis than 
my friend from Louisiana (Mr. SCA-
LISE). 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE). 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Indiana for 
yielding and for his kind words, too, es-
pecially. He has been a great friend and 
a great leader on this front. I want to 
commend him for taking on the task of 
putting together a budget, Madam 
Speaker, that confronts some of the 
challenges that our country is facing in 
a way that not only protects those 
promises that were made, for example, 
to seniors. 

Seniors were promised the safety net 
of Medicare, and yet, if we do nothing— 
and there are some suggesting that we 
leave Medicare where it is today—it ac-
tually goes bankrupt, Madam Speaker, 
in the next 8 years. It would be irre-
sponsible for us, as Members of Con-
gress, to sit back and say we are afraid 
to confront these important issues, be-
cause failing to confront them literally 
would lead to a bankrupt program for 
seniors today and a broken promise by 
the Federal Government to those sen-
iors. 

So we save Medicare from bank-
ruptcy and, in fact, we do it in a way 
that nothing changes for current sen-
iors. In fact, the only thing that would 
change is if we didn’t do this, it would 
go bankrupt. So the program is actu-

ally solvent again, not only for current 
seniors, but for younger people, too, 
who don’t think it will be there. In 
fact, it won’t be there for them the way 
it is for current seniors if we don’t 
make these bold reforms. 

Madam Speaker, we also save the So-
cial Security program, another impor-
tant promise made to people who work 
through their years and then want to 
retire and have a safety net. And, 
today, maybe they have got a lot of 
other means of savings, too. They 
might have 401(k)s, or they might have 
a pension plan from their company. 
But they also paid into that Social Se-
curity trust fund. And, again, if we do 
nothing, that program goes bankrupt, 
as well. So we save that program, 
again, not only for current seniors, but 
then for younger people. It will also be 
there for them, too, generationally sav-
ing it. 

Just like when Ronald Reagan 
worked with Tip O’Neill to save Social 
Security from bankruptcy, they did it 
in a way that actually strengthened 
the program. So for those people who 
want to hold their head in the sand and 
say, don’t do anything, not doing any-
thing means those two vital pro-
grams—Medicare and Social Security— 
would go bust for seniors today. We 
can’t let that happen. 

Madam Speaker, I thank our leader, 
Mr. BANKS, for doing that. 

And then, again, we strengthen de-
fense. We continue to build on the re-
forms we have made to our economy so 
that we are able to create more jobs, so 
that we repeal the death tax. We con-
tinue lowering taxes, which has gotten 
such a great revolution in job creation 
and higher wages for workers. The 
things that we are doing that are work-
ing, we build upon those things and 
make this country even stronger and 
greater for generations. 

So while putting a budget together is 
tough—and I know the other side 
hasn’t even passed a budget out of com-
mittee, Madam Speaker—we, with this 
RSC budget, have shown what bold 
conservative reforms can do to 
strengthen programs like Medicare, 
like Social Security, encourage innova-
tion in failing programs, block grant-
ing Medicaid to States so States can 
innovate, strengthening defense, and, 
again, building on the great successes 
we are seeing in our economy so that 
wages can be higher, and we protect 
people with preexisting conditions. 

These are the kinds of things that 
people call on us to do. We come here 
to Congress to do the big things, to 
tackle the tough problems in a way 
where we protect people who count on 
us and actually strengthen this coun-
try for future generations, so we can 
build on this great American Dream. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, this 
Republican Study Committee budget 
proposal was a gigantic effort: over 300 
member proposals from the 141 mem-
bers of the Republican Study Com-
mittee who offered ideas and proposals 
to include in this budget proposal. 

Over the past several weeks, we met 
on a weekly basis, almost a dozen 
times, to put together this budget pro-
posal, assembling a task force of eight 
conservative members, who gathered 
on a weekly basis to comb through the 
Federal budget to talk about ways that 
we could put forth something that con-
servatives, not just in Congress but 
throughout the country, could be very 
proud of. 

I am really proud that, on our task 
force, we had Members who came from 
different States, different perspectives, 
who had different ideas. That made the 
effort stronger and, in the end, it al-
lowed us to produce a stronger budget 
proposal. One of those members, I am 
very proud to say, is my friend, the 
representative from Florida, my col-
league, Representative YOHO. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOHO). 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I appre-
ciate the chairman of the RSC Budget 
Committee for yielding to me, along 
with Chairman MIKE JOHNSON, for lead-
ing the way on this task. I thank all of 
my colleagues who participated in this, 
and the RSC staff who did the hard 
work. They were there every night and 
every day to bring this budget to-
gether—Richard Stern, Jay, and Mark. 
Many times, they don’t get recognized 
for the work that they did, but yet 
they put in a lot of effort. 

So why do a budget? Everybody asks, 
why do you guys worry about a budget? 
Well, this House is tasked with the 
power of the purse. We are the ones 
who are supposed to be in charge of a 
budget and spending the people’s 
money, because the American people 
care how we spend their money. They 
want us to spend it smartly, prudently, 
and responsibly. If you don’t have a 
budget, can you do that? 

We have got a budget. Right here, we 
have got a budget. This is a budget. 
This is a good budget. We are at $22 
trillion in debt. This Nation is at $22 
trillion in debt. 

In the previous administration, we 
saw the debt double. This administra-
tion, it will probably double again. And 
if a Democrat gets in, or a Republican, 
it will probably double again. If this 
body does not come together, not as 
Republicans or Democrats, but as 
Americans, this problem will never be 
addressed. What happens is a political 
divide happens because we can blame 
the other side for not doing what they 
are supposed to. 

We didn’t have a budget last year and 
the Democrats don’t have a budget this 
year. So how serious is this body about 
correcting this? The Republican Study 
Committee has a budget. This budget 
needs to be looked at. 

I was born in the fifties—1955—and I 
grew up during the sixties. Our manda-
tory spending in this country was 
roughly 30 percent: 70 percent was dis-
cretionary spending. Do you know 
what that allows you to do? That al-
lows you to do an interstate system, 
and it allows you to have a space pro-
gram and have aspirations of going to 
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the Moon and coming back by a Demo-
cratic President who put country above 
politics. We came together, and we did 
that because we could. 

Do you know what? We can’t do that 
today, because, today, 71 percent of our 
spending is mandatory, and 29 percent 
is discretionary. But let me tell you 
who can do that. 

China can go to the Moon. China can 
do infrastructure. In fact, they are 
doing it all over the world. Do you 
know why? Because they are cash rich. 
We are cash poor. In fact, they hold a 
large portion of our debt. 

Let me tell you what $22 trillion in 
debt is. If you take $22 trillion and di-
vide it by 330 million Americans, 
roughly, that comes down to $67,000, 
not per family, but per individual. So 
for 300 million Americans, they are 
$67,000 in debt. 

Is it my fault? Yeah, I guess so, be-
cause I am here. It is your fault, it is 
their fault. If we are here, this is our 
generation’s fault, and this is some-
thing that we have to come together as 
Americans to fix. 

If we don’t have a budget, can we fix 
a budget problem? If we don’t have a 
budget, can we acknowledge a problem? 

As I pointed out, the other side 
doesn’t have a budget. There is a budg-
et and if we come together as Ameri-
cans and put down the crazy politics of 
fighting one side over the other, we can 
fix the problems of this country. We 
can fix education, we can fix 
healthcare, we can fix infrastructure, 
and we can plan for a future brighter 
than today. We can create a vision for 
this country 50 to 100 years down the 
road, but we can’t do it if we are fight-
ing over budgetary problems in this 
Nation. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate the 
honor to be able to be on this com-
mittee. I hope it sinks into the other 
side that we come together, and we 
come together as Americans. 

Mr. BANKS. Madam Speaker, we 
need to confront this fiscal challenge 
now, as it is no longer a far-off con-
cern. 

Currently, we are set to run trillion- 
dollar deficits in perpetuity. The So-
cial Security trust fund will be bank-
rupt by 2035. The Medicare trust fund 
will be bankrupt by 2026. Without bold 
and immediate action, this growing 
debt will condemn America to a future 
that is less prosperous and less free. 

My colleagues and I from the Repub-
lican Study Committee are determined 
to make sure that this never material-
izes. The Republican Study Committee 
preserving the American freedom budg-
et would not only prevent that bleak 
future, it would ensure even greater 
prosperity for all Americans for years 
and generations to come. 

I could not be prouder to lead this ef-
fort on behalf of the Republican Study 
Committee and its 141 conservative 
members. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Mariel 
Ridgway, one of his secretaries. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF 
THE SENATE AND THE SPEAKER 
OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable CHUCK 
GRASSLEY, President pro tempore of 
the Senate, and the Honorable NANCY 
PELOSI, Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, DC, May 15, 2019. 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 
201(a)(2) of the Congressional Budget and Im-
poundment Control Act of 1974, Public Law 
93–344, the President pro tempore of the Sen-
ate and the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives hereby appoint Dr. Phillip 
Swagel as the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office, effective June 3, 2019, for the 
term expiring January 3, 2023. 

CHUCK GRASSLEY, 
President pro tempore 

of the Senate. 
NANCY PELOSI, 

Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. 

f 

DECLARING A NATIONAL EMER-
GENCY TO SECURE THE INFOR-
MATION AND COMMUNICATIONS 
TECHNOLOGY AND SERVICES 
SUPPLY CHAIN—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 116–35) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Pursuant to the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 
1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), the National 
Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.), 
and section 301 of title 3, United States 
Code, I hereby report that I have issued 
an Executive Order declaring a na-
tional emergency to deal with the 
threat posed by the unrestricted acqui-
sition or use in the United States of in-
formation and communications tech-
nology or services designed, developed, 
manufactured, or supplied by persons 
owned by, controlled by, or subject to 
the jurisdiction or direction of foreign 
adversaries. 

Foreign adversaries are increasingly 
creating and exploiting vulnerabilities 
in information and communications 
technology and services, which store 
and communicate vast amounts of sen-
sitive information, facilitate the dig-
ital economy, and support critical in-
frastructure and vital emergency serv-
ices, in order to commit malicious 

cyber-enabled actions, including eco-
nomic and industrial espionage against 
the United States and its people. Al-
though maintaining an open invest-
ment climate in information and com-
munications technology, and in the 
United States economy more generally, 
is important for the overall growth and 
prosperity of the United States, such 
openness must be balanced by the need 
to protect our country against critical 
national security threats. To deal with 
this threat, additional steps are re-
quired to protect the security, integ-
rity, and reliability of information and 
communications technology and serv-
ices provided and used in the United 
States. 

The Executive Order prohibits cer-
tain transactions involving informa-
tion and communications technology 
or services where the Secretary of 
Commerce (Secretary), in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
Defense, the Attorney General, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security, the 
United States Trade Representative, 
the Director of National Intelligence, 
the Administrator of General Services, 
the Chairman of the Federal Commu-
nications Commission, and, as appro-
priate, the heads of other executive de-
partments and agencies (agencies), has 
determined that: 

(i) the transaction involves informa-
tion and communications technology 
or services designed, developed, manu-
factured, or supplied, by persons owned 
by, controlled by, or subject to the ju-
risdiction or direction of a foreign ad-
versary; and 

(ii) the transaction: 
(A) poses an undue risk of sabotage 

to or subversion of the design, integ-
rity, manufacturing, production, dis-
tribution, installation, operation, or 
maintenance of information and com-
munications technology or services in 
the United States; 

(B) poses an undue risk of cata-
strophic effects on the security or re-
siliency of United States critical infra-
structure or the digital economy of the 
United States; or 

(C) otherwise poses an unacceptable 
risk to the national security of the 
United States or the security and safe-
ty of United States persons. 

I have delegated to the Secretary the 
authority to, in consultation with, or 
upon referral of a particular trans-
action from, the heads of other agen-
cies as appropriate, take such actions, 
including directing the timing and 
manner of the cessation of transactions 
prohibited pursuant to the Executive 
Order, adopting appropriate rules and 
regulations, and employing all other 
powers granted to the President by 
IEEPA, as may be necessary to imple-
ment the Executive Order. All agencies 
of the United States Government are 
directed to take all appropriate meas-
ures within their authority to carry 
out the provisions of the Executive 
Order. 
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