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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

——
PRAYER

Reverend Kyle Wright II, Holy Cross
Lutheran Church and School, Collins-
ville, Illinois, offered the following
prayer:

In the name of the Father, the Son,
and the Holy Ghost, amen.

I thank and praise You, Heavenly Fa-
ther, for moving each and every one of
these men and women to serve this
country which You sustain in Your
mercy. Watch over them this day that
Your will be done in their discussions,
decisions, and, most of all, their ac-
tions.

You are the God of all power and
might who, out of love for Your cre-

ation, established order from chaos,
peace from discord, and life from
death.

For the sake of Christ Jesus our
Lord, forgive us of our pride, our dis-
obedience, and our poor stewardship of
what You have placed into our care.
According to Your mercy, open the
eyes and hearts of Your people so they
may know the depth of Your love found
only in Christ Jesus.

Dear Lord, I commend to Your care
our Congress, our government, and our
Nation, as You judge and keep us ac-
cording to Your just mercy.

In Jesus Christ our Lord, amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) come

forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. STAUBER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

WELCOMING REVEREND KYLE
WRIGHT II

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIM-
KUS) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I
rise to thank and welcome Pastor
Wright. Pastor Wright serves as pastor
of my home congregation, Holy Cross
Lutheran Church and School in Col-
linsville, I1linois.

He received his undergraduate degree
from Concordia University in Austin,
Texas, and a master of divinity from
Concordia Theological Seminary in
Fort Wayne, Indiana. He is currently
pursuing a master of sacred theology
at Concordia Seminary in St. Louis,
Missouri.

He has served as a pastor for the Lu-
theran Church Missouri Synod since
2006. During that time, he has also
served as a resource hospital chaplain,
hospice chaplain, and on multiple
boards.

His wife, Keri, is the help, support,
and love of his life. They have four
beautiful daughters. Katie is 12; Gwen,
10; Lilli, 10; and Magie, also 10.

Yes, you heard it right, triplets.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to five further requests for 1-
minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

IN RECOGNITION OF THE SEP-
TEMBER 13, 2018, MERRIMACK
VALLEY GAS EXPLOSIONS

(Mrs. TRAHAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. TRAHAN. Madam Speaker, I
rise in recognition of a tragic anniver-
sary that the residents of the
Merrimack Valley will never forget.

Tomorrow marks 1 year since a cas-
cade of explosions in Lawrence, Ando-
ver, and North Andover, Massachu-

setts, damaged over 130 homes and
businesses, burning several to the
ground.

At least 20 people were sent to the
hospital. A Lawrence police officer,
Ivan Soto, lost his home while aiding
his community. Shakira Figueroa was
seriously injured, and a young man,
Leonel Rondon, lost his life.

An NTSB investigation revealed a se-
ries of failures by the gas company as
it replaced pipelines in the area. Over-
sights allowed the full flow of high-
pressure gas to enter a low-pressure
distribution system.

In April, I introduced the Leonel
Rondon Pipeline Safety Act to prevent
this type of disaster from ever hap-
pening again. We owe it to the Sotos,
the Figueroas, the Rondons, and the
many other families who suffered on
September 13 to pass strong pipeline
safety legislation this year.

———

THANKING THE ST. LOUIS COUNTY
VOLUNTEER RESCUE SQUAD

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

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my gratitude for the
St. Louis County Volunteer Rescue
Squad, located in northern Minnesota,
and their quick response to an emer-
gency that took place in my district a
little over a month ago.
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At the end of July, a group of Girl
Scouts traveled to northern Minnesota
to experience the beauty and magnifi-
cence of the Boundary Waters Canoe
Area. Their trip unexpectedly hit a
rough patch when severe thunder-
storms rolled in and lightning struck
close to their campsite. A few of the
girls reported feeling something from
the ground, potentially a ground cur-
rent, and needing precautionary med-
ical attention.

The Boundary Waters Canoe Area is
very remote, making any rescue at-
tempt more complex and rigorous. Nev-
ertheless, the St. Louis County Volun-
teer Rescue Squad members imme-
diately sprang into action, navigating
five portages by motorboat and then
canoe, escorting the girls back to safe-
ty.
Mr. Speaker, I am thankful that the
Northland has such a capable and well-
trained group of individuals dedicated
to the safety of our neighbors and visi-
tors. Due to their hard work over the
years, many emergencies have been
averted and lives have been saved.

——————

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF MARCA BRISTO

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

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
this past weekend, we lost my dear
friend, Marca Bristo, an inspiring civil
rights activist from Chicago.

Marca had a diving accident when
she was young that left her paralyzed
from the chest down. She never allowed
her disability to define her. Instead,
her disability became her superpower.

Marca dedicated her life to changing
laws and bringing attention to the dis-
parities faced by people with disabil-
ities in the most basic services. She
was instrumental in bringing wheel-
chair ramps to Chicago public buses.

She didn’t do this by just writing let-
ters or holding meetings. Marca went
as far as chaining herself to a bus to
force the Chicago Transit Authority to
make mass transit more accessible.

She worked with the broader civil
rights communities to pass key legisla-
tion like the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act. The organization she found-
ed, Access Living of Metropolitan Chi-
cago, will carry on with her legacy.

I send our heartfelt thoughts to her
son and her daughter.

Rest in power, Marca Bristol.

————

HONORING THE SIMPSON COUNTY
HISTORICAL SOCIETY

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

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the Simpson County
Historical Society and its long-reach-
ing influence on Simpson County and
the surrounding communities.

Since its founding in 1959, Simpson
County Historical Society has been a
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valuable asset to the First District of
Kentucky. Through the collection and
preservation of historical property and
genealogical records, the society has
been able to maintain an extensive ar-
chive for the benefit of future genera-
tions.

I applaud the work the society has
done over the last 60 years, and I am
pleased to say that, as of Thursday,
September 12, they will have expanded
to a newer, larger facility enabling
them to increase their research capa-
bilities and broaden their effect on
local education and cultural develop-
ment.

I join with the residents of Simpson
County and the local community, as
well as those who have benefited from
the work of the Simpson County His-
torical Society, in honoring their in-
credible dedication to the preservation
and promotion of history. I wish the
historical society the best as they
begin a new phase of their own history
and express my gratitude for their
service to the First District of Ken-
tucky.

————
WE NEED A RESET

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, we
have a crisis in housing, in homeless-
ness, growing wealth inequality, and it
is all not an accident. It is the result of
deliberate discrimination and policy
failure.

The Federal Government, for years,
intervened in housing for White vet-
erans, for middle-class homeowners, for
developers and property owners, but
shut out poor and, especially, people of
color—African Americans, most nota-
bly. Trump is making it worse.

Tonight, 550,000 people will go to
sleep homeless. We have a gap of 7 mil-
lion affordable rental units, and in-
come inequality grows. We need a
reset.

Last week, I released this report,
“Locked Out: Reversing Federal
Housing Failures and Unlocking
Opportunity,” which details solutions
for our most vexing housing policy
challenges. It is available on
blumenauer.house.gov website.

We must be bold, transformative, and
ambitious in solving these challenges.
We can’t afford another generation of
small-scale thinking and large-scale
failure.

———

CELEBRATING THE 150TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE JEFFERSON
COUNTY COURTHOUSE

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to celebrate
the 150th anniversary of the Jefferson
County Courthouse in Pennsylvania’s
156th Congressional District.
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Since its opening in 1869, the Jeffer-
son County Courthouse has undergone
serious renovations and changes, but
its impact on the community remains
steadfast. County Commissioner Jack
Matson said: ‘“You really can’t be a
resident of Jefferson County and not
have the courthouse affect your daily
lives.”

Tomorrow, the Jefferson County
community will come together to cele-
brate this milestone on the courthouse
grounds in Brookville. The program-
ming will include tours of the court-
house, a performance by the Punx-
sutawney Area High School marching
band, a reenactment of the trial of abo-
litionist Judge Elijah Heath, and the
dedication of a World War II monu-
ment. The evening will conclude with
the lighting of the bell tower and a spe-
cial rig designed by students at the Jef-
ferson County-Dubois Area Vocational-
Technical School.

Jefferson County Commissioner Jeff
Pisarcik said it best when he said: “‘It’s
not our building; it’s everybody’s build-
ing that lives in Jefferson County.”

———

HONORING THE SERVICE OF TOM
FERRARESE

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

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor my longtime friend and
Monroe County Board of Elections
commissioner, Tom Ferrarese, as he
begins his retirement.

For more than two decades, Tom has
served our community with distinction
at the Board of Elections, working tire-
lessly to expand access to voters, safe-
guard our elections, and uphold the
democratic process.

Tom has been a passionate political
and community activist, working dili-
gently to advance the ideals of the
Democratic Party, not just through his
work at the board, but through his ex-
tensive volunteer and community ad-
vocacy on behalf of LGBTQ individuals.

It has been a true privilege to work
alongside Tom, and our entire commu-
nity is grateful for his many years of
service. I wish him nothing but a well-
deserved rest, relaxation, and best
wishes in retirement.

———
O 0915

RECOGNIZING U.S. SPACE
COMMAND

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

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize our newest combat-
ant command: U.S. Space Command,
which was stood up on Monday in Colo-
rado Springs.

President Trump’s decision to stand
up SPACECOM could not be more time-
ly. In recent years, Russia and China
have reorganized their militaries and
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pursued capabilities to threaten our
space assets. Fortunately, our Nation
has no shortage of innovative and bril-
liant men and women in uniform.

Our newest combatant command will
harness the creative dynamo of these
space warfighters. Congress will give
them the authorities and funding they
need to triumph in this newest contest
of arms. With the infrastructure, in-
dustrial base, and personnel already lo-
cated at Peterson and Schriever Air
Force Bases in Colorado Springs,
SPACECOM can seamlessly transition
into a fully functioning combatant
command immediately. This is a great
and exciting milestone for our Nation.

———

ARCTIC CULTURAL AND COASTAL
PLAIN PROTECTION ACT

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous material on H.R.
1146.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BLUMENAUER). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 548 and rule
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. 1146.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CASTEN) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.

O 0916
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. 1146) to
amend Public Law 115-97 (commonly
known as the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act)
to repeal the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge oil and gas program, and for
other purposes, with Mr. CASTEN of I1li-
nois 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 amendments specified in
section 2 of House Resolution 548, and
shall not exceed 1 hour equally divided
and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee
on Natural Resources

The gentleman from California (Mr.
HUFFMAN) and the gentleman from
Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Today the House of Representatives
will take a historic vote to roll back
one provision of the Republican tax law
that was rammed through the last Con-
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gress on a party line vote. In addition
to the tax breaks to millionaires, bil-
lionaires, and multinational corpora-
tions, there was a provision that man-
dated oil and gas development in the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.

Today we will take up bipartisan leg-
islation to repeal this drilling man-
date, protecting, not just the Arctic
Refuge, but the wildlife and the indige-
nous people who depend on this sacred
natural landscape.

I introduced H.R. 1146 earlier this
year with my Republican colleague
BRIAN FITZPATRICK because we believe,
as do 182 other cosponsors of this bill,
that there are some places that are
simply too important, too special, too
sacred to be spoiled by oil and gas de-
velopment. This is the same basic prop-
osition that we were presented with
yesterday when the House passed bi-
partisan legislation to protect our
coasts from offshore drilling. Because
the north coast of California is too spe-
cial to have its fisheries and coastal
economy put at risk for the profit of
big o0il. Because places like the
Lowcountry of South Carolina are too
special to be spoiled by oil spills.
Today we are here to show that the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, the
largest wildlife refuge in the United
States is also too special.

The refuge is home to more than 200
different wildlife species, and that in-
cludes the Porcupine caribou herd that
is a vital source of subsistence for the
indigenous Gwich’in people. The refuge
is a special place where veterans recov-
ering from PTSD find themselves
again. We have heard these voices and
many others during Natural Resource
Committee deliberations on this bill in
a hearing earlier this year. And I thank
all of those who testified and have spo-
ken out to help us bring this bill to the
floor today.

The question before us is: Will the
Federal Government protect this spe-
cial place and the communities that
depend on it or will our Federal Gov-
ernment be responsible for its destruc-
tion by auctioning it off to big o0il?
During this debate, my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle are going to
ask us and ask the American people to
trust this administration to do the
right thing.

They are going to say that drilling
can be done responsibly. They will ask
us to trust a Secretary of the Interior
who the GAO has determined violated
Federal spending laws during the
Trump government shutdown. A sec-
retary who violated his ethics pledge
by meeting with his former clients at
the U.S. 0Oil and Gas Association as
they were pushing for more drilling on
American public lands. And a secretary
who continues to shill for his former
lobbying clients at every turn.

They will ask us to trust this admin-
istration where the leading Depart-
ment of the Interior official pushing
for drilling in the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge just left public service
days ago to start a new job at an oil
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and gas company with interests, be-
lieve it or not, in Arctic oil and gas de-
velopment in Alaska. You can’t make
this stuff up. They will ask us to trust
a President, who, armed with a
Sharpie, overrules scientists and
threatens the jobs of scientists when
they speak out.

We need to reject this agenda of big
oil and protect America’s Arctic from
oil and gas drilling. It is time to pass
H.R. 1146 and repeal the Trump admin-
istration tax laws drilling mandate.

Mr. Chairman, I urge adoption, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. YOUNG asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I listened
to the presentation of the author of
this bill. I have been in this House 48
years. We have been arguing about this
ANWR for 40 of those years. We have
passed it out of the house 14 times. And
by the way, it was established by a
Democrat President and a Democrat
House to allow the 1002 areas to be ex-
plored if Congress said so. And that is
what we have done.

Now we have a sponsor from Cali-
fornia who doesn’t know beans about
this business talking about big oil and
about Trump. This has been a policy of
this Nation to allow drilling there if
the Congress spoke, and we did so.
Under the tax bill, yes, but 13 times be-
fore that this House passed the legisla-
tion to have the 1002 explored.

Just keep in mind, we are talking
about an area of a 19-million-acre ref-
uge and areas left inside, the 1002
area—the map behind me, if anybody
can see that little tiny red dot, 2,000
acres, less than the size of Dulles Air-
port, less than the size of the Capitol
grounds. And yet, we are trying to say,
no, no development. We are trying to
say that is not right, this is the last
pristine area. May I say again, it is not
the last pristine area.

We have had approximately 30 years
of development in Prudhoe Bay, the
same type of terrain, same species of
animals, same amount of caribou. In
fact, we have more now than we had
before after we started drilling. So this
bill is a sham. And I listened to this
with great interest. I always under-
stand what they are trying to do, and
it is also a sham to this Congress. This
Congress spoke. It is a sham to this Na-
tion. We are taking time away from
what should be done in this Nation. We
have sat, frankly, 2 years in this House
and have done nothing.

Unfortunately, we have heard also
this is a cultural bill, and the Gwich’in
supposedly is all this gentleman listens
to, doesn’t listen to the Inupiats. That
to me is important. The people that
live there want the drilling. The people
at least 150 miles away don’t want the
drilling, but that is who they are lis-
tening to.

So, again, my colleagues, this bill is
the wrong step forward for this Nation.
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It is not about big oil. It is about the
State of Alaska. It is about my con-
stituents, not California; they have
enough problems of their own. Just
read the papers. So I am suggesting,
with respect, this bill should not go
anywhere. It may pass today, because
there are a lot of people on that side
who don’t believe in oil. I understand
that. But it is wrong to undo what Con-
gress has done. And now I will suggest,
respectfully, it is dead. You are wast-
ing our time. It will not go anywhere,
that is why I am not going to get really
excited and go over there and—never
mind.

I would suggest, respectfully, I am
going to see the death of this bill a
long time before this gentleman is ever
in this House again.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman for his restraint.
One of the arguments my friend from
Alaska invariably makes when we talk
about this issue is the proposed drilling
area is just a tiny little piece of a great
big refuge in a great big State. And it
is typically characterized as just a lit-
tle 2,000-acre postage stamp.

We need to dispel this very inac-
curate and disingenuous characteriza-
tion. It may be 2,000 acres of hard foot-
print, but it is not 2,000 acres of devel-
opment all in one place. It is spread
out across the coastal plain, which is
the beating heart of America’s largest
wildlife refuge. And if you want to see
what this footprint really looks like, it
is not so tiny, folks. When you look at
the hundreds of miles of roads and the
gravel mining and the gravel pads and
the oil rigs and other infrastructure
that have to go in, it looks a lot dif-
ferently than what has been character-
ized.

So this picture depicts what the true
footprint of this little postage stamp
development in the Arctic refuge looks
like. And I think by any fair measure,
it would absolutely despoil the beating
heart of America’s largest wildlife ref-
uge.

Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER), my friend and great cham-
pion of our public lands and of the Arc-
tic refuge.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the gentleman yielding and
allowing me to speak on this.

I was on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee that passed the grotesque Re-
publican tax cut. This provision was
never debated on a bill that never had
a hearing wedged in. The math doesn’t
work out. It portends that we are going
to have hundreds of millions, a billion
or more in savings. It is not going to
happen. We are talking about a rel-
atively small amount of money, which
I am convinced, despite my good friend
from Alaska’s assertion, this is going
to move forward.

The American public opposed it. It is
the wrong thing to do. We need to be
moving in the other direction in terms
of keeping the o0il up there in the
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ground for climate, but also, for the en-
vironment there. I had a chance to
visit that area with Governor Inslee
and other colleagues and am really im-
pressed with the nature of that. I saw
that caribou herd.

This is a treasure. It is much more
fragile than one would think, and we
are bound and determined to work to
support the environmental values, the
desire of the American people, our
challenges for climate, and to unwind
this egregious provision in the Repub-
lican tax bill, which, mark my words,
will, in fact, be substantially adjusted,
if not in this Congress in a subsequent
Congress.

I appreciate my friend’s forthright
approach here. I appreciate the fact
that we are focusing the American pub-
lic on the outrageous provision, that
we are fighting to protect the Arctic
Wildlife Refuge and dismissing this
egregious provision in the Republican
tax scam.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. WESTERMAN).

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentleman from Alaska for
yielding.

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle proclaim that
they are concerned about the environ-
ment, but that does not mean that I
am not concerned about the environ-
ment or that my colleagues on this
side of the aisle are not concerned
about the environment.

One of our earliest and most recog-
nized conservationists, Gifford Pin-
chot, stated that when conflicting in-
terests must be resolved that we should
strive to do the greatest good for the
greatest number for the long run. Pin-
chot also wrote that conservation is
the application of common sense to the
common problems for the common
good.

Mr. Chairman, this bill today lacks
common sense. I have been to the
North Slope of Alaska. We can develop
clean, safe, low-cost energy in the
world and conserve our public lands
and the environment. I would argue
that because of our technology and in-
novation and using clean fuels like nat-
ural gas that has allowed the United
States to decrease our global green-
house gas emissions more than any
other country in the world.

As we look at this bill today, and we
look at the history of what has hap-
pened, in 1980 a Democratic-held Con-
gress passed the Alaska National Inter-
est Lands Conservation Act, and Presi-
dent Carter signed it into law. That act
set aside more than 1.5 million acres
for responsible oil and gas development
in ANWR itself, nearly 20 million acres
in total.

Such a large commitment less than a
decade after the Arab oil embargo
made logical sense at the time.

O 0930

However, it took until 2018 for Con-
gress to uphold its word, finally ap-
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proving a limited exploration project
on 2,000 acres in ANWR. This con-
stitutes less than one ten-thousandth
of the total acreage and one one-hun-
dredth of the initial exploration.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield an ad-
ditional 1 minute to the gentleman.

Mr. WESTERMAN. Mr. Chair, in the
face of increasing belligerence from
Russia and China and an unstable Mid-
dle East, Members of this House have a
choice. We can choose dirtier foreign
energy over responsibly developing a
tiny parcel of land already set aside for
production.

That inaction, Mr. Chair, is one that
demands common sense. It is in the
common interest to protect domestic
energy. Realistically, 2,000 acres is a
small price to pay for our security.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote for the greatest good for the
greatest number and to vote for the
long run. I urge my colleagues to vote
for common sense and vote ‘“‘no’” on
H.R. 1146.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
Mexico (Ms. HAALAND), the chair of the
National Parks, Forests, and Public
Lands Subcommittee of the Natural
Resources Committee.

Ms. HAALAND. Mr. Chair, as a 35th-
generation American, I rise in support
of H.R. 1146.

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
was set aside to protect its unique
wildlife, wilderness, and resources. It
sustains the Gwich’in Tribe and has for
centuries. It is why they call it ‘“‘the
sacred place where life begins.”

0Oil and gas drilling puts at risk the
Porcupine caribou herd, which has sus-
tained tribes for centuries and cen-
turies. It also threatens wolves, polar
bears, and migratory birds that live in
the refuge. It will release carbon diox-
ide into the atmosphere, exacerbating
the effects of global warming, which
have affected Alaska far more than any
State in this country.

Republicans slipped this drilling pro-
vision into their tax cut bill last Con-
gress. I might add that no tribes had an
opportunity to voice their opinions on
any of that. Now, this administration
is rushing ahead without adequate en-
vironmental review or Tribal consulta-
tion.

Americans want a smart approach to
sustainable energy development, not a
careless rush to sell off one of our most
iconic and sacred places for short-
sighted, destructive fossil fuel produc-
tion.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
stand with the Gwich’in, speak up for
the animals that live in the refuge, and
support this important legislation.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Oklahoma
(Mr. KEVIN HERN).

Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma. Mr.
Chair, I thank my colleague from Alas-
ka for yielding.

Mr. Chair, how long must we rely on
foreign adversaries for fuel? Utilizing
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our domestic resources is essential to a
strong economy. Energy dominance on
the world stage is our end goal. We will
never get there if we continue to cut
off access to our own resources.

The truth is, oil and gas production
in ANWR benefits our country as a
whole, but it is also a key industry for
the people of Alaska.

The community of Kaktovik sees the
energy sector as a significant source of
employment, revenue, and reliable en-
ergy. The people, including the local
Tribe of Alaska Natives, are incredibly
supportive of the continuation of oil
and gas production in their commu-
nity. These people were never con-
sulted by my colleagues at any point in
the development of this bill.

Neither was our colleague DON
YouNG, who has represented the needs
of the people of Alaska for more than
40 years, who has more experience than
everyone who wrote this bill combined.
DON YOUNG, the dean of the House, the
longest serving Member in Congress,
should have been the first person con-
sulted about this legislation was never
sought out. Instead, they consulted a
Tribe 350 miles away that has nothing
to do with oil and gas in ANWR.

To put this in perspective, I live in
Tulsa, Oklahoma. Omaha, Nebraska, is
about 380 miles away. Can anybody tell
me what my opinion would matter in
Omaha, Nebraska? I don’t spend time
there. I don’t know what the people
there want.

The only assumption we can make as
to why a Tribe over 350 miles away was
consulted instead of the local commu-
nity is that my colleagues knew they
wouldn’t find support in Kaktovik.

This should be an easy decision.
There is no reason to vote ‘‘yes” on
this bill.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
think about the future of our country
and vote ‘“‘no’” today on H.R. 1146.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I know
the gentleman does not mean to dis-
respect or trivialize the interests of an
indigenous tribe that for hundreds and
hundreds of years has depended on the
Porcupine caribou herd, where its
calving grounds and the heart of its
migratory road is right in the refuge
we are talking about. I know the gen-
tleman doesn’t mean to disrespect
them by suggesting that their voices
don’t matter, but we believe that the
Gwich’in people’s voice does matter.
Mr. Chair, you are going to hear us
stand up for their interests consist-
ently on this issue.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from California (Mr. LEVIN).

Mr. LEVIN of California. Mr. Chair, I
rise today in support of H.R. 1146, the
Arctic Cultural and Coastal Plain Pro-
tection Act.

After almost 40 years of protection,
the Trump administration and the fos-
sil fuel lobbyists that have taken up
residence at the Department of the In-
terior opened up the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge to oil and gas develop-
ment. The timing of this decision could
not be more irresponsible.
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The last thing we should be doing is
expanding fossil fuel development in
the Arctic, where temperatures are ris-
ing twice as fast as the rest of the
United States. But we know that this
administration isn’t concerned about
protecting our environment or address-
ing the climate crisis, so it is not sur-
prising that it is willing to sacrifice
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge’s
diverse habitat in an attempt to help
its Big Oil friends turn an even bigger
profit.

The American people disagree. The
vast majority of Americans oppose
drilling in this iconic landscape, and I
am proud to stand with them.

We should be reducing our depend-
ence on fossil fuels, embracing renew-
able energy, and leading the world in
combating climate change, not going
backward.

Mr. Chair, I strongly support the
Arctic Cultural and Coastal Plain Pro-
tection Act, and I urge my colleagues
to do the same.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LAMBORN).

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chair, environ-
mentally responsible development of
ANWR will increase America’s energy
security and independence, create jobs,
and provide affordable, reliable energy
for consumers while providing much-
needed revenue to both the State of
Alaska and the Federal Government.

While congressional authorization is
required by law for any leasing in
ANWR, I, along with my Republican
colleagues on the Natural Resources
Committee, believe that Alaska Na-
tives should be able to exercise their
right to develop minerals on their
lands if they so choose.

As the gentleman from Alaska has
pointed out, Native Alaskans who actu-
ally live within ANWR fully support re-
sponsible development of their local
energy resources.

Who do we listen to? The people who
actually live there or extreme environ-
mental activists here in Washington?

The oil and gas sector has histori-
cally served as a significant source of
employment, revenue, and reliable en-
ergy for Alaska and Alaska Natives,
and supports over 110,000 direct and in-
direct jobs.

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues
to oppose this legislation, which, fortu-
nately, will never become law.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I might consume.

Mr. Chair, listen to ‘‘the people who
actually live there.”” I wish we had seen
that same concern yesterday when we
had a chance to vote on banning off-
shore drilling in places where Gov-
ernors, mayors, and overwhelming ma-
jorities of actual residents don’t want
to see their pristine coastlines and
their coastal economies despoiled by
oil and gas development.

I am afraid that my friends some-
times have a selective sense of hearing,
but the one consistent voice that al-
ways seems to be heard is that of Big
0Oil.
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Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL), my friend and the chair of
the Energy and Mineral Resources Sub-
committee.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I thank
Representative HUFFMAN for his leader-
ship on this very, very important bill.

I would like to discuss briefly one
idea, and that is the idea that you hear
around that if we are going to protect
ANWR, that somehow is going to hurt
our ability to become energy inde-
pendent, that we cannot be energy
independent unless we open up ANWR,
and that right now, we have to really
worry because we are going to become,
by not opening ANWR, more beholden
to the Russians, to Saudi Arabia.

This is all going to be whether we
open up ANWR or not? This is absolute
nonsense.

Republicans and this administration
no longer care about energy independ-
ence. Let’s be clear. They do not care
about energy independence, and they
haven’t for years, ever since they voted
to 1lift the oil export ban.

For so many years, we said that we
care about energy independence, and
we are not going to export our oil and
gas. If energy independence was the
goal, we wouldn’t be letting companies
send American-produced oil all over
the world, particularly when we are
still importing from other countries,
yet that is exactly what is happening
today.

We export over 3 million barrels a
day. Yet at the same time, we are im-
porting 7 million barrels a day.

If oil development, what we are hear-
ing today, is really about making
America energy independent, instead
of exporting those 3 million barrels, we
could keep them here at home.

If Republicans want to put the export
ban back in place, then we should have
a real discussion. I would love to have
that discussion, but they know that
their friends in the oil and gas industry
would never let them have that discus-
sion because this is all about profits.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, this is
all about profits. It is not about energy
independence.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. DUNCAN).

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Chair, I stand in
opposition to this legislation, as it
hamstrings U.S. energy production and
goes against the will of the people.

Tax reform not only delivered on the
tax cuts for the country and propelled
our record-breaking economy, but it
paved the way to further energy domi-
nance by authorizing the development
of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.
Specifically, there is an area in the
NPR that has reserves designated in
1980 by a Democratic Congress to be
opened up for gas and oil lease sales.

Before tax reform and the opening of
ANWR, 92 percent of the 19.5 million
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acres could not even be legally
touched. This area was set aside by the
1980 Congress and was limited to 2,000
Federal acres. That is just 0.0001 per-
cent of ANWR.

I heard an analogy the other day. It
is like the size of a football on a foot-
ball field. It is a very, very small spot.
I heard another analogy, the size of a
postage stamp on a wall.

This was set aside for energy produc-
tion. It has the resources, and it is
time for us to develop those resources
because the failure to develop the re-
sources we have in this country to
meet the energy needs of our Nation
means that we continue to be depend-
ent on other nations.

We think about the Middle East when
we think about that, but as I told a
story yesterday, the New England
States get natural gas from Russia. An
LNG tanker that showed up at Boston
Harbor provides natural gas to an
American State.

That means they are relying on Rus-
sia. That is hard for me to fathom
when we have an abundance of natural
gas in this country, when we have an
abundance of oil in this country both
offshore and onshore.

These are American resources that
should be developed, with a very mini-
mal impact on the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge. It is time for America
to develop the resources God gave us
when He blessed this great Nation, de-
velop these resources in the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge. It is the law of
the land right now. It is time to de-
velop.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I might consume.

Mr. Chair, we have addressed this
postage stamp canard that we often
hear. This is the postage stamp. It is
spread out throughout the coastal
plain of the Arctic Refuge. It is the
world’s biggest postage stamp, if it is a
postage stamp, and it would certainly
despoil the beating heart of America’s
largest wildlife refuge.
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Let me just briefly address this other
canard, the idea that Congress set
aside the 1002 area of the refuge for oil
and gas development. If we actually
read the law, it was set aside for a
study by the Department of the Inte-
rior that would determine if it makes
sense to open up the beating heart of
America’s largest wildlife refuge to oil
and gas development.

And here is an inconvenient fact: The
Department of the Interior actually
found that this is a uniquely vital nat-
ural resource that could be dramati-
cally harmed. That is why, for over 40
years, Congress has declined to take
the step that that law envisioned of
opening it up to oil and gas develop-
ment. That is, until the last Congress,
when it was slipped in on a party-line
vote against the wishes, frankly, of
even many of my friends across the
aisle.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
BARRAGAN).
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Ms. BARRAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I
rise today in support of H.R. 1146 and
protecting one of our Nation’s greatest
treasures from becoming the spoils of
an industry that recklessly puts profits
ahead of risks to the environment.

After nearly four decades of protec-
tion, earned by virtue of its diverse
wildlife habitats and scenic wonders,
the Trump administration wants to
sell off the heartbeat of the Arctic Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge to the highest
bidders. Buried in the small print of a
tax giveaway, the President removed
critical habitat protections with the
stroke of a pen, leaving more than 250
wildlife species, like the polar bear, ex-
posed to potential disaster at the hands
of the oil industry.

This action is not only a complete
failure of the government’s steward-
ship of these natural habitats, but
completely unnecessary, considering
the United States is already the
world’s largest producer of petroleum.
Why threaten a fragile ecosystem that
is already under terrible threat from
climate change?

We owe it to the planet, to future
generations of Americans, and to the
two-thirds of American people who are
opposed to drilling in this iconic land-
scape to pass this protection act.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, as pain-
ful as it is to listen to all of that non-
sense on the other side, I am glad to
have logical people speak on this side.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS).

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Chairman, it is
great to be out here with my friends on
both sides of the aisle. As many know,
I have announced I am not going to run
for reelection. One of the successes is
because of what Chairman YOUNG was
able to do in the last Congress.

Mr. Chairman, I have been to the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. I don’t
want to debunk the view. Alaska is big-
ger than the whole continental United
States. The Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge is a small area where no one is
at. I have been there. I hope you get
there. It is a flat coastal plain. This
would be like putting a drilling rig
that is the size of a football field on the
State of South Carolina. We can’t de-
bunk those arguments.

My father-in-law worked on the pipe-
line. He was a communications micro-
wave guy. There are thousands of jobs.

Also, an insidious part of this plan is
we know that the pipeline has to have
oil in it to flow. We know that we need
to continue to have exploration up
there so that there is enough oil to
keep that pipeline operating.

My friends in the environmental left
organizations want to shut down the
pipeline. This will make sure it doesn’t
get shut down.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GRI-
JALVA), the chair of the House Natural
Resources Committee.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the distinguished chairman of
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the Water, Oceans, and Wildlife Sub-
committee for the time and for his
longstanding leadership on this issue.
And also, I thank the 182 Members of
Congress who support H.R. 1146.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to strong-
ly support this legislation, H.R. 1146, a
bill to protect the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge from the irreversible
impacts of oil and gas drilling.

This bill would undo a particular ter-
rible provision that was slipped into
the 2017 Republican tax bill with no de-
bate in this Chamber, no amendments
in this Chamber, and no votes in this
Chamber.

The Republican Party was not con-
tent with merely giving trillions of dol-
lars of tax cuts to the wealthiest com-
panies and individuals in this country,
tax cuts that have driven us deeper
into debt without any of the positives
the bill sponsors promised; at the same
time they were handing out trillions of
dollars to their friends and donors,
they threw in the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge for their oil and gas
buddies. They promised that this would
be done right, as if destroying a pris-
tine wilderness and threatening the
survival of an entire Tribe’s way of life
can ever be done right.

But then the Trump administration
took over. Since then, we have had
rushed environmental reviews so they
could try to get a lease sale done in 1
year, 2 years quicker than the schedule
laid out in the tax bill.

We have seen evidence of the con-
cerns of career scientists being ignored
or overridden, and we have seen the As-
sistant Secretary in charge of making
this lease sale happen jump ship and,
after a long 3-day cooling off weekend,
start at an oil company that has leases
right next to the refuge.

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
should never have been opened, and
even those who want to see it develop
should recoil at the idea that this is
now in the hands of Donald Trump and
his buddies.

The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
has nothing to do with national secu-
rity, has nothing to do with gas prices,
and has nothing to do with energy
independence. It has to do with greed,
plain and simple.

This administration simply can’t
stand the idea that there are some
places that the oil and gas industry
shouldn’t be allowed to destroy. They
can’t believe that there are some
places that deserve to be protected.
They can’t imagine there being any-
thing more important than profits.

I don’t agree. At some point, we have
to say: Stop. You have enough.

We are the number one producer of
oil and gas in the world, and produc-
tion is going up.

The administration is repealing regu-
lations left and right and reduced land
or wildlife protections on over 150 mil-
lion acres of public land. The oil and
gas industry has enough. They
shouldn’t get the Arctic National Wild-
life Refuge as well.
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Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to vote for this legislation.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. STAUBER).

Mr. STAUBER. Mr. Chairman, I
thank Chairman YOUNG for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi-
tion to this Democratic messaging bill,
H.R. 1146, a harmful attempt to under-
mine responsible energy development.

Throughout the history of our coun-
try, we have observed a pattern of poli-
ticians in Washington and the East and
West Coasts legislating based on what
they think is best for the folks in the
rest of the country. As we have lis-
tened to debate today, we can clearly
see that this Washingtonian habit is
alive and well.

My good friends on the other side of
this issue think they know better than
the Alaska Natives living within
ANWR; they think they know better
than those who would benefit from job
growth; they think they know better
than the unions; and they think they
know better than the people closest to
the project.

I urge my colleagues to take a step
back and look at the unsettling trend
that is occurring throughout this coun-
try of outsiders with a tenuous grip on
the truth imposing their will on the
people really impacted by these local
projects.

For instance, in my home State of
Minnesota, the same thing is hap-
pening with the replacement of Line 3.
People from the Twin Cities who are
unimpacted by this project are launch-
ing efforts right here in this Chamber
to stop the replacement and stop the
job growth and economic development
that would accompany it. Instead of
putting our laborers, operating engi-
neers, teamsters, and construction
workers to work, they support legisla-
tion that is undermining these jobs.

These projects are meant to develop
our natural resources to ensure our en-
ergy independence and not reduce our
reliance on foreign and hostile nations
to this country. We responsibly develop
our energy with the strongest environ-
mental standards and labor standards
in the world.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to oppose this bill. Let’s listen to those
affected directly by these projects and
do what is right.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).

Mr. LEVIN of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank my colleague, the gen-
tleman from California, for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I am proud to rise in
strong support of this bill as someone
who has had the privilege of spending 2
weeks in the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge 15 years ago. It was a life-
changing trip.

ANWR’s beauty and majesty are al-
most beyond description. Paddling
down the Kongakut River and along
the shore of the Beaufort Sea, my com-
panions and I experienced an astound-
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ing wealth of plants and animals in a
mix unique to the region, a truly iconic
corner of our Earth.

Anyone who says it is an empty place
or that there is nothing there is com-
mitting a sacrilege as far as I am con-
cerned. It is a sacred place to me, and
it is no wonder that it is a sacred place
to the Gwich’in people.

The Arctic is warming twice as fast
as the rest of the United States. Drill-
ing in ANWR would exacerbate that re-
gional effect as well as hastening cata-
strophic warming, generally.

In short, we must prevent this ad-
ministration’s reckless effort to open
up ANWR to oil and gas development
to prevent dangerous biological, cul-
tural, and climate impacts. We simply
cannot allow this to happen on our
watch.

I would point out that, when I pad-
dled down the Kongakut River, I vis-
ited these places that are planned for
drilling. We were literally hiking along
the plain and we came upon these drill
pads. It would be outrageous to drill in
these places where there are nesting
grounds for birds and homes to other
animals that just don’t exist anywhere
else.

I invite any of my colleagues who
have the ability to travel on their own
power paddling and hiking to join me
in going back to ANWR. I don’t think
they would want to drill there if they
did.

Mr. Chairman, I thank Congressman
HUFFMAN for his leadership on this, and
I urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, it is an
honor now to yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Wyoming (Ms. CHE-
NEY).

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
my colleague from Alaska for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to this legislation.

I wish I could say that I am surprised
by the bills that are being brought be-
fore us this week, but I am not. The
Democratic war on our economy, on
America’s families, and on fossil fuels
continues.

Mr. Chairman, energy independence
is crucial for our economy and our se-
curity. I stand in strong solidarity with
my friend and colleague from Alaska,
someone who is a mentor not just to
me, but to all on our side of the aisle.

Partly, I stand in solidarity with him
because I, like Mr. YOUNG, represent
my entire State. Like Alaska, Wyo-
ming is no stranger to outsiders think-
ing they know what is best for us.

The legislation we have before us
today echoes the majority’s goal of
making the Green New Deal a reality,
fundamentally changing our way of life
by making us increasingly dependent
on foreign sources of energy.

Yesterday, Mr. Chairman, I joined
my colleagues, Whip SCALISE and the
House Committee on Natural Re-
sources ranking member, Mr. BISHOP,
to introduce the American Energy
First Act.

H7675

Our bill would end unnecessary over-
reach from Washington bureaucrats
and enable States to manage energy
production on lands within our borders.
Our all-of-the-above pro-energy legisla-
tion would help put our families to
work, further our energy independence,
and put our national security at the
forefront.

Wyoming prides itself on our fossil
fuels. We know that our economy and
that our security depends on these. We
consider our fossil fuels to be national
treasures, and, Mr. Chairman, we
thank God for our fossil fuels.

Mr. Chairman, I stand here today to
oppose this misguided anti-energy
independence and anti-national secu-
rity agenda that the Democratic ma-
jority has continued to put before us,
and I urge my colleagues to oppose this
bill.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, this is not about en-
ergy independence. If my friends across
the aisle were concerned about energy
independence, they certainly wouldn’t
have lifted the crude oil export ban in
the previous Congress. And if they
wanted to talk about putting that
crude oil export ban back in place, we
would have something to work to-
gether on and we could actually take a
step towards energy independence.

But the truth is we are awash in oil
right now. We are exporting millions of
barrels of oil a day while we continue
to import all that big bad imported oil
that sometimes my friends across the
aisle are concerned about.

J 1000

What this is really about, is money
and profits for Big Oil. They make a lot
more money when they can export that
oil on the world market. That is why,
when we talk about developing the
coastal plain of the Arctic refuge, no
one should be confused by these claims
that that oil would go to American
consumption. It won’t.

It will find top dollar on the global
export market because that is where
Big Oil can make the most money, and
that is what the agenda we have heard
about is really all about.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES).

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank the Rep-
resentative from Alaska for yielding
me the time.

I want to say it again. I want to
thank the gentleman from Alaska, the
sole Member representing all Alaskans
in the House of Representatives, who
joins with his Senators, the entire
Alaska delegation, in opposing this
bill.

I heard Mr. STAUBER come down ear-
lier and talk about how we don’t need
people from other States, from Cali-
fornia coming in and imposing their be-
liefs on Alaska. We have a Constitu-
tion. We have a structure here where
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Members from the State of Alaska,
residents from the State of Alaska,
they elect their Representatives. And
their Representatives are unanimously
supporting the development in the
ANWR. They unanimously support it.

Why do we have this structure where
other people come in? It is fascinating
to me that we can be here and have
folks from California sit there and all
the time ask for exemptions, ask for
exceptions, ask for their own condi-
tions or rules in California, and then
they now come in and they know bet-
ter, and they need to tell Alaskans
what needs to be done.

I just heard allegations that this was
about o0il company profits and other
things. This is about what the citizens
of Alaska want, what their elected
Representatives are doing to represent
their own constituents.

Now, to give you an idea of how much
of a farce this whole thing is, do you
realize that this is the third bill that is
using the same funding stream to pay
for everything? We have taken $1 and
we paid $3 with it. How do you do that?
This entire thing is a farce.

To take it a step further to let you
know what a farce this is, when this
bill came up in the Natural Resources
Committee, I offered an amendment
that said that if this bill results in
greater greenhouse gas emissions, then
this bill doesn’t take place. It is not
enacted.

Do you know that my Democrat
friends voted against it, meaning they
want greater emissions and greenhouse
gases, my environmentalist friends?
This whole thing is a farce. This is
going to result in greater dependence
upon foreign oil imports.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield an ad-
ditional 1 minute to the gentleman
from Louisiana.

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Chair, I thank Mr. YOUNG for yielding
me more time.

This is going to result in greater de-
pendence on imports of energy. We
have seen it over and over again. We
had career officials sit right in front of
us in the Natural Resources Committee
and testify that when you stop domes-
tic production, that you become more
dependent.

Look upon my friend’s own State of
California that has become increas-
ingly dependent upon oil from Saudi
Arabia, increasing their imports of oil
from Saudi Arabia. Look at our friends
up in the northeast that had to import
natural gas from Vladimir Putin’s Rus-
sia and burn heavy heating oil to help
to warm the homes in the northeast be-
cause they similarly cut off their en-
ergy supplies.

This makes no sense whatsoever. We
are doing it under the auspices of an
environment that this very bill threat-
ens.

Mr. Chair, I urge rejection of this leg-
islation, and rejection of this entire
farce process.
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Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

We just heard some pretty high sanc-
timony about the need to listen to the
people who actually live there. That
might be convincing but for the fact
that just yesterday, my friends voted
to override the wishes of the people
who actually live on the Atlantic and
Pacific Coasts, the wishes of their Gov-
ernors, their mayors, overwhelming
majorities of their populations, who
don’t want to wreck their pristine
coastlines and put their coastal econo-
mies at risk because of oil develop-
ment.

So, again, let’s not pretend that this
is about listening to local voices. This
is about listening to one voice, and
that is the voice of Big Oil.

Let’s take it back to Alaska. Even in
the hotbed of oil development, as my
friends would tell it, in the village of
Kaktovik, a 2016 poll in that commu-
nity indicated that that community
itself is divided on the question of
whether o0il and gas development
should proceed.

So, again, let’s not be selective or
hypocritical about the voices we claim
to care about. Certainly, the voice of
Big 0il is well-represented here today
in this debate.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. UPTON).

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the bill. T served as the
former chairman of the Energy and
Commerce Committee and now serve as
the top Republican on the Energy Sub-
committee.

In those years, I helped develop, pro-
mote, and implement a North Amer-
ican energy independent plan, and it
includes all of the above—yes, renew-
able energy as well.

I can remember the gas lines. I can
remember paying higher prices for nat-
ural gas. I can remember $4 and $5 per
gallon gas prices. And I can remember
sending $1 billion every day to the Mid-
dle East.

I smiled this last weekend when I
filled up for $2.25. I smile now when I
know that we can export rather than
import oil from places that may not be
so friendly to the United States.

So if this bill passed, as well as the
other two that passed yesterday and
somehow became enacted into law, we
have this thing called supply and de-
mand. And guess what? Our consumers
will pay much higher gas prices and we
will lose out. So I would urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LAMALFA).

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Chairman, I wish
to thank my colleague from Alaska,
the Dean of the House here, Mr. YOUNG,
for his strong efforts for many years on
opening up this important piece of en-
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ergy for our country and for our whole
grid.

It is fascinating to listen to the de-
bate here. Every piece of land, every-
thing we would ever go to develop,
whether it is for a pipeline, for energy,
for forestry, the moment somebody ap-
proaches that resource, these God-
given resources we have all over this
country, it now becomes this pristine,
untouchable, non-usable land that we
shouldn’t have anything to do with as
humankind.

Salvage logging after a fire, oh, we
can’t do that. We have to sue over that.
So we hear a lot about Big Oil.

How about big enviro? There are a lot
of people who make a lot of money, six-
digit numbers and more, in this town, a
lot of dollars that come in by invoking
a picture of an animal who probably
was a victim of a fire in a forest be-
cause we are not managing that.

We have 47,000 acres of burning fire
right in my district, in Plumas County
in northern California, because we are
not allowed to go out and manage
these lands.

Almost everybody here in this Con-
gress that lives more than a few hun-
dred miles away flew here by a jet to
get to this place to do this session. So
where is the hypocrisy being talked
about with the amount of energy ev-
eryone uses?

Energy has to come from somewhere,
Mr. Chairman, for us to live as we do,
to keep the lights on in this place, to
keep it cool in here, to keep it warm in
the winter—especially in the northeast
where it is extremely cold. Oil is need-
ed. Energy is needed.

We need to develop it in this country.
We hear: We are exporting oil. We are
importing oil. Well, there are different
types of oil for different types of pur-
poses, too. You have different types of
food you exchange for different recipes.
We have different types of oil and dif-
ferent types of energy.

Do we want to be relying or have our
European allies relying on Iranian o0il?
Is that what we are asking here? Do we
want them to be relying upon Russian
natural gas in our European theater?
No. We need to be part of that matrix,
the United States. If we are an ex-
porter or self-sufficient, we need to be
active on this.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield an ad-
ditional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Chair, we know
how to ecologically do it well. This
isn’t 1850. We are not going to go out
and do horrible environmental damage.
We know how to do this right and we
will be responsible. When that resource
is done being used someday, we are
going to put it back how it was.

We need to develop within our own
country under our own rules, instead of
having the arrogance of relying on
other countries who do it without
rules, such as China, such as the Mid-
dle East, and others that don’t have
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our best interests or even the environ-
ment at heart.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. I am pre-
pared to close.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, I insert in the RECORD a
Statement of Administration Policy on
this bill which indicates that the Presi-
dent’s advisers would recommend that
we veto it, even though it is unlikely
that it will ever get to his desk.

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

H.R. 205—PROTECTING AND SECURING FLORIDA’S
COASTLINE ACT OF 2019—REP. ROONEY, R-FL,
AND 18 COSPONSORS

H.R. 1146—ARCTIC CULTURAL AND COASTAL
PLAIN PROTECTION ACT—REP. HUFFMAN, D—
CA, AND 182 COSPONSORS

H.R. 1941—COASTAL AND MARINE ECONOMIES
PROTECTION ACT—REP. CUNNINGHAM, D-SC,
AND 51 COSPONSORS
The Administration opposes H.R. 205, the

Protecting and Securing Florida’s Coastline

Act of 2019, H.R. 1146, the Arctic Cultural and

Coastal Plain Protection Act, and H.R. 1941,

the Coastal and Marine Economies Protec-

tion Act. These bills would undermine the

Administration’s commitment to a pros-

perous American economy supported by the

responsible use of the Nation’s abundant nat-
ural resources. Development of our resources
enhances our energy security and energy
dominance, and produces high-paying Amer-
ican jobs; provides increased revenue to the

Treasury, States, tribes, and local commu-

nities; and is a critical source of conserva-

tion funding.

H.R. 1146 would prohibit the Department of
the Interior’s Bureau of Land Management
from administering an oil and gas leasing
program in the Coastal Plain of the Arctic
National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) in Alaska.
The bill would repeal a provision of the Tax
Cuts and Jobs Act of 2017 that directed the
Secretary of the Interior to establish a pro-
gram for the development of the Coastal
Plain that would allow the use of no more
than about 0.01 percent of the total acreage
of ANWR for surface development of produc-
tion and support facilities. The Administra-
tion supports environmentally responsible
energy development in the Coastal Plain,
also known as the 1002 Area, of ANWR. Such
development is expected to increase Amer-
ica’s energy security and independence, cre-
ate jobs, and provide affordable, reliable en-
ergy for consumers while providing much-
needed revenue to both the State of Alaska
and the Federal Government.

Similarly, H.R. 205 and H.R. 1941 would
both restrict future oil and gas development
in the Federal waters of the U.S. Outer Con-
tinental Shelf (OCS). H.R. 205 would amend
the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act
(GOMESA) to make permanent the current
temporary leasing moratorium on offshore
leasing in the Eastern Gulf of Mexico, off the
west coast of Florida. H.R. 1941 would amend
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
(OCSLA) to permanently remove from con-
sideration acreage for offshore leasing on
both the Atlantic and Pacific OCS. Both of
these bills would undermine OCSLA, which
established a periodic, multi-stage planning
process involving State and tribal consulta-
tion and a thoughtful comparison and bal-
ancing of the benefits and impacts to all the
regions of the OCS. These bills would perma-
nently constrain this careful administrative
process. Under the bills, large swaths of the
OCS would be off limits for resource develop-
ment without the benefit of periodic assess-
ments of the potential economic, social, and
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environmental effects of development, as re-
quired by existing law. Excluding these areas
from leasing consideration could place more
pressure for development on other OCS areas
and constrain our ability to meet national
energy needs as required by OCSLA.

Additionally, each of these bills would
eliminate the potential for future direct rev-
enue that would otherwise be provided to the
Treasury, and through revenue sharing, to
the States, tribes, and counties where the de-
velopment activities occur. In Fiscal Year
2018, energy development on Federal and In-
dian lands and waters generated approxi-
mately $9 billion in direct revenue from roy-
alties, bonus bids, and rents. Of that rev-
enue, $1.78 billion was disbursed to 35 States.
The top States receiving Fiscal Year 2018
revenues were New Mexico ($634.9 million);
Wyoming ($563.9 million); Colorado ($112.5
million); Louisiana ($91 million); and Utah
($76 million). Additionally, more than $1 bil-
lion was disbursed to Indian tribes and indi-
vidual Indian mineral owners; $1.22 billion to
the Reclamation Fund; $970 million to the
Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF);
$150 million to the Historic Preservation
Fund; and $3.5 billion to the general fund of
the Treasury.

Prohibiting energy development in new
Federal areas would hinder future adminis-
trations’ efforts to make up for revenue lost
as production declines from leases in aging
energy fields. Such restrictions will tie the
hands of future administrations and reduce
their ability to enhance energy security
through strong domestic energy production
and to ensure affordable energy for American
families.

If these bills were presented to the Presi-
dent, his advisors would recommend he veto
them.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I also insert
in the RECORD a letter in strong opposi-
tion to this bill signed by over 20 enti-
ties, including the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce and the Consumer Energy
Alliance.

SEPTEMBER 5, 2019.
U.S. CONGRESS,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: We rely on Amer-
ican made energy to power our daily lives,
communities and to grow a more prosperous
future. Americans deserve clean, safe, reli-
able, abundant and affordable energy so that
our families, communities and businesses
can all share the opportunities American en-
ergy creates. Our country cannot afford to
block access to new energy supplies and risk
losing our energy advantage. That’s why we
ask you to oppose legislation being consid-
ered by the U.S. House of Representatives
next week that would slow scientific surveys
and prevent access to new sources of Amer-
ican offshore energy in the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf.

For more than seven decades, energy devel-
opment in the Gulf of Mexico has worked
collaboratively alongside tourism, fishing
and Defense Department training activities.
But H.R. 205 would permanently extend the
eastern Gulf of Mexico moratorium on oil
and natural gas activities. The Congressional
Budget Office conservatively estimates that
this could cost taxpayers $400 million in rev-
enue over the next 10 years. Similarly, H.R.
1941 would block offshore energy develop-
ment in the Pacific and Atlantic planning
areas, and H.R. 1146 would lock up energy re-
sources in the Alaskan Coastal Plain.

Congress should support progress. Modern
energy technologies have enabled an impres-
sive record of environmental stewardship
and innovation. But when the government
chooses to arbitrarily and permanently close
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off areas to exploration and potential devel-
opment, we simply increase our dependency
on foreign sources. This reality is visible in
places like California and Massachusetts.
Despite abundant offshore oil and natural
gas resources, California imports 57 percent
of its oil supply, a staggering 37 percent of
which comes from Saudi Arabia. Meanwhile,
to meet energy needs each winter, Massachu-
setts imports liquefied natural gas from Rus-
sia.

American energy is produced with a small-
er carbon footprint under significantly
stronger environmental protections than en-
ergy produced anywhere else in the world.
We ask you to embrace these homegrown op-
portunities that benefit American families,
create high-wage jobs, strengthen the U.S.
economy and protect our environment.

Next week, the House of Representatives is
expected to consider legislation undercut-
ting domestic energy security and economic
opportunity by limiting American energy ac-
cess. We urge you to reject these bills and in-
stead stand up for energy produced in Amer-
ica, by American workers for the benefit of
American families.

Sincerely,

American Chemistry Council, American
Council of Engineering Companies, American
Forest & Paper Association, American Gas
Association, American Iron and Steel Insti-
tute, American Petroleum Institute, Amer-
ican Pipeline Contractors Association, Con-
sumer Energy Alliance, Distribution Pipe-
line Contractors Association, Energy Equip-
ment and Infrastructure Alliance, Inde-
pendent Petroleum Association of America.

International Association of Drilling Con-
tractors, International Association of Geo-
physical Contractors, Laborers’ Inter-
national Union of North America, National
Association of Manufacturers, National
Ocean Industries Association, National Util-
ity Contractors Association, Offshore Marine
Service Association, Portland Cement Asso-
ciation, Power and Communication Contrac-
tors Association, U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, U.S. Oil and Gas Association.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I also insert
in the RECORD a letter of opposition
from the Laborers’ International Union
of North America.

LIUNA!,

September 9, 2019.

Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
Hon. KEVIN MCCARTHY,
Minority Leader, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI AND MINORITY LEAD-
ER MCCARTHY: On behalf of the 500,000 mem-
bers of the Laborers’ International Union of
North America (LiUNA), I want to express
our opposition to H.R. 205, which would per-
manently extend the moratorium on oil and
gas leasing in the Eastern Gulf of Mexico;
H.R. 1146, to once again prohibit oil and gas
drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Ref-
uge (ANWR); and, H.R. 1941, which would bar
offshore drilling along the Atlantic and Pa-
cific Coasts.

Once again, jobs of LiUNA members who
work in the energy sector are being targeted
for elimination by environmental radicals
for purely political purposes. There is abso-
lutely no chance for these ‘‘message bills”’ to
be enacted into law this Congress. So, in-
stead of working to enact real job creating
infrastructure legislation, union members
see their jobs once again being denigrated
and belittled.

Energy independence is central to the fu-
ture of the American economy and our
standard of living. Unfortunately, the en-
emies of job creation continue to try to wall
off and strand our domestic energy resources
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from development; killing jobs, prolonging
our energy dependence on unfriendly foreign
regimes, and saddling middle-class and
lower-income families with rising energy
costs.

LiUNA members, in Alaska and elsewhere,
know first-hand that when done responsibly,
with union-trained workers, energy develop-
ment can coexist with environmental stew-
ardship. LiUNA and the other building
trades unions invest significant resources
into the training of our members that help
develop the knowledge and skills they need
to work safely and productively while con-
structing energy and other infrastructure to
the highest standards.

For the hard-working members of LiUNA
and other building trades unions, these jobs
put food on their families’ tables and roofs
over their heads. These jobs enable them to
put their children through college, to save
for retirement, and to spend money in busi-
ness establishments that employ others.

I urge you to vote against these ill-con-
ceived bills.

With kind regards, I am

Sincerely yours,
TERRY O’SULLIVAN,
General President.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I insert in
the RECORD a letter from the president
of Voice of the Arctic Inupiat, which is
in strong opposition to this legislation.

VOICE OF THE ARCTIC INUPIAT
Point Hope, AK, March 20, 2019.
Congressman JARED HUFFMAN,
Washington, DC.

REPRESENTATIVE HUFFMAN, Voice of the
Arctic Inupiat (VOICE) strongly opposes
H.R. 1146 amending Public Law 115-97 to re-
peal the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
(ANWR) o0il and gas leasing program. Beyond
the fact that your bill would repeal an oppor-
tunity that the Inupiat people have fought
for decades to achieve, we are struck by the
lack of knowledge displayed in this legisla-
tion, which completely ignores the existence
of the Inupiat people, and especially the peo-
ple of Kaktovik. The Native Village of
Kaktovik is a federally recognized tribe and
the Kaktovikmiut have occupied the Coastal
Plain for at least 11,000 years.

The Coastal Plain is home to more than
just caribou and none of the Coastal Plain is
wilderness. It is not a place without people;
it never has been—it has been continuously
occupied by the Inupiat people and our an-
cestors for millennia, and we find it insult-
ing that you fail to acknowledge this history
Currently, the Coastal Plain is the home of
a community of over 200 people. People who
live, hunt, fish, raise their families, and hope
for a secure economic future for their chil-
dren. People who walk in the footsteps of
their ancestors all over the land that Con-
gress, without our permission, designated as
the 1002 Area of the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge People that you have completely dis-
regarded because they generally do not agree
with you. In light of this, Congressman, your
concern about human rights seems a bit
pale.

When we, Indigenous peoples, use terms
like self-determination, sovereignty, eco-
nomic equality, cultural survival, and tradi-
tional lands, they are more than just
buzzwords. These are objectives that have
long been denied us and for which we have
had to fight for generations. It is not for you
to ignore those ideas, nor the people fighting
for them, in favor of those who are more
aligned with your political agenda. To us,
this issue goes beyond politics to the very
sustainability of our communities, culture,
and economy.

The Arctic Cultural and Coastal Plain Pro-
tection Act undermines the wishes of those
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of us living closest to ANWR and negates
yvears of work by local stakeholders toward
ensuring a sustainable economy for the peo-
ple and communities of our region. We hope
this letter might help you better understand
the realities of life in the Arctic. H.R. 1146
preaches a ‘‘moral responsibility to protect
this wilderness heritage as an enduring re-
source to bequeath undisturbed to future
generations of Americans’, but fails to ac-
knowledge the basic needs of future genera-
tions of Arctic Inupiat. Our regional govern-
ment, the North Slope Borough (NSB), is re-
sponsible for more territory than any other
local government in the nation. The NSB re-
ceives over 96% of its revenue from property
taxes levied on industry infrastructure on
the North Slope, which enables them to pro-
vide services that were never accessible be-
fore in the Arctic. The Borough School Dis-
trict provides vocational and academic edu-
cation for people of all ages; NSB health
clinics provide modern medical services to
residents in even the smallest and most re-
mote of villages. The Municipal Services De-
partment operates water, sewage, and elec-
tric utilities, plows roads and runways, and
maintains landfills Other NSB departments
provide housing, police and fire protection,
search and rescue, and other critical services
to our communities. Altogether, the NSB is
the single largest local employer on the
North Slope, employing over 63% of the
workforce. These benefits of modern Amer-
ican civilization, common in the rest of the
nation, have been built on the foundation of
the North Slope oil industry.

It is hypocritical of you, Congressman, to
stifle the efforts of Kaktovik to secure jobs,
a local economy, and income for their com-
munity while your state makes billions of
dollars off the development of its own oil and
gas resources. If you are concerned about the
impacts of resource development, we suggest
that you focus on your own state of Cali-
fornia, which despite its green image, pro-
duces the dirtiest crude in America and has
some of the largest refineries on the West
Coast, which in addition to refining much
cleaner Alaska North Slope Crude, also im-
ports and refines oil from foreign countries
like Saudi Arabia and Angola. The message
this bill sends is that you prioritize the lei-
sure whims of your California constituents
above the needs of the Native people of
Kaktovik.

H.R. 1146 cites climate change as one of the
main drivers of the bill. In reality, climate
change—and the world’s response to it—add
additional layers to existing burdens that
we, the Arctic’s Indigenous people, are fac-
ing. We agree that climate change has deeply
affected our traditional Inupiat ways of life.
We do not agree that the solution to that
problem is to create more wilderness that
hinders our ability to provide for our people
and respond to the impacts that we are fac-
ing. It is unfair for you to ask that we, as In-
digenous peoples, carry the burden of cli-
mate change and the burden of mitigation so
that you can fly back and forth to your home
district with an easy conscience.

Even with the services our local govern-
ment provides, many of the people in the
Arctic live in conditions that fall below ac-
ceptable standards of living, despite being
citizens of one of the richest countries in the
world. We are concerned and puzzled, then,
by your focus on protecting eco-tourism and
this idea of pristine, unspoiled wilderness—
at the expense of an economy to sustain our
children—that rich elites across America
‘‘cherish.” While we are certainly used to
this harmful narrative by now, it does not
seem in line with your democratic values.
For our part, we do not see any contradic-
tion between developing our resources and at
the same time protecting our environment
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and wildlife. These are not diverging prior-
ities but an integral piece to balance in the
Arctic.

The bill as introduced further ignores the
historical and cultural trauma that is a part
of this land and the Kaktovikmiut who in-
habit it. The people of Kaktovik, in recent
memory, have suffered through three forced
relocations at the hands of the American
military. Then, in 1980, the federal govern-
ment took 23 million acres of land—without
consent, consultation, nor a treaty between
parties—and gave the people of Kaktovik
back 92,000 acres of land immediately sur-
rounding their village. A mere fraction of
their traditional and ancestral lands. The
‘“deal” was that this land was locked up, the
Kaktovikmiut were unable to access Native
allotments, cultural sites, and subsistence
areas in the newly expanded Refuge in the
summer months. No, they now live with ex-
treme restrictions on how they can use their
own lands as a result of the changes made by
the federal government in how the land is
designated, lands that the Inupiat people
have been stewards over for thousands of
years. Do you consider these human rights
violations, Representative Huffman? We
hope, at the very least, that this does not di-
minish ‘‘the integrity of the National Wild-
life Refuge System,’”” which in itself operates
on the mistaken Western idea that Indige-
nous peoples are incompetent at managing
their own lands. ~

The views of the Inupiat who call ANWR
home are frequently ignored, and your bill
reinforces the perception that the wishes of
people who live in and around the Coastal
Plain are less important than those who live
hundreds and thousands of miles away. Mr.
Huffman, you do not have to tell the Inupiat
people, who have lived on this land for gen-
erations, the importance of our homelands—
we see it, we know it, we depend on it, we are
a part of it. We have something very impor-
tant in common, that often gets lost in this
debate—this false dichotomy of ‘‘for’” vs.
‘“‘against’’, republican vs. democrat, economy
vs. environment—we all share a commitment
to protecting this land and we would wel-
come the opportunity to work collabo-
ratively with you and the Gwich’in people,
to whom we have extended many invitations
for discussion, to protect this balance be-
tween responsible development and environ-
mental protections that is integral to our
way of life and the long-term sustainability
of our culture.

The Inupiat people have existed, and even
flourished, in one of the most severe cli-
mates in the world for generations. We un-
derstand the balance needed to sustain our
way of life and our communities; this pri-
ority is currently dependent on successful
and safe oil and gas developments. We are
confident that the health of the Porcupine
Caribou Herd can be maintained given our
success in maintaining the health of three
other caribou herds that migrate within our
region. We respectfully request that you re-
move your bill from consideration and come
visit our communities to better understand
the needs of our people and our communities.
We would welcome the opportunity.

Taikuu,

SAYERS TUZROYLUK,

President, Voice of the
Arctic Inupiat.

REX A. ROCK SR.,
Chairman.

JOHN HOPSON JR.,
Vice Chairman.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP), the
former chairman of the committee and
ranking member at this time.
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chair, I was
hoping the gentleman would insert me
as well.

Mr. Chair, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity of being here. We are here today
on day two of the Democrat week of
energy proposals. And once again, we
will quote Earl Weaver when he went
out to the umpire and said:

Is this as good as it gets, or are you going
to get better?

I will say the same thing on this bill
as we did yesterday. Is this as good as
it gets, or are you actually going to get
better?

This is the same concept we had with
the first bill that we did. We voted sec-
ond, but we actually discussed it as the
first bill yesterday, in which we did
things that are basically illogical, not
for science reasons. Science was essen-
tially taken out and shoved into a
trash can, but, actually, we did it for
political reasons.

It is signified by the amendments
that the Rules Committee, unfortu-
nately, made in order in which we
made amendments in order to have all
sorts of studies on the issue.

In the real world, you would try and
do a study, come up with results, and
then come up with the policy. That is
not what we did yesterday. We decided
on a policy, and then we are going to
institute a lot of non-comprehensive,
skewed studies to try and see if we can
come up with arguments in favor of the
policy we already did. It is backwards.

It is okay to do it. You have the
votes to do it. That is fine. Just don’t
have the audacity to say that this ad-
ministration doesn’t trust science or
that we don’t trust science over here,
when you also put an amendment in
there to deny any kind of seismic re-
search, which would give you the data
we haven’t had since the 1980s, but only
some of that seismic data. It is a
skewed approach to it.

But the most significant issue is the
one that Mr. HUFFMAN has raised sev-
eral times today in which he was
right—slightly off center with it—but
he is actually right.

Yesterday, many of the arguments
that were made were that the States
and State populations in these areas
want a kind of moratorium on drilling
in their areas. I get that. Listening to
those people is a good thing to do. But
where the gentleman got it wrong,
though, is that they weren’t talking to
the States who were wanting that. We
are not talking about the areas within
their States or even the water that
abuts their States as legally theirs.
They wanted the ability to control
what happens on Federal waters, which
is not part of the State’s concept.

Once again, if you would allow me
the ability to have control of what hap-
pens on Federal lands in my State, in
the State, we might have an apples-
and-apples situation, but that ain’t it.

There is also the concept that there
was not consultation with Native
Americans who live in Alaska and that,
once again, is actually inaccurate.
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There have been consultations going on
since the gentleman was Dplaying
volleyball in college. And they will
continue to go on from that side.

In fact, that is where the difference
comes. The people in Alaska who live
there don’t want this bill. And, once
again, they don’t want it because it is
impacting their State, their property,
their land, which is not what was hap-
pening yesterday, where States were
trying to impact what was happening
on Federal water.

It was sad that when we had the
hearing on this bill, the Democrats did
not invite those residents of this area
to testify. We did. And when they came
in March to testify, the Tribal leaders
from the only village in this coastal
plain, the one that is closest to this
area, simply said they were against
this bill.

Their exact words were: ‘“The Arctic
Inupiat will not become conservation
refugees. We do not approve of efforts
to turn our homeland into one giant
national park, which literally guaran-
tees us a fate with no economy, no
jobs, reduced subsistence, and no hope
for the future of our people.”
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That is what they want in their area.
When some of the other speakers said
there is no consultation, that is not
true.

Mr. YOUNG is saying exactly what the
constituents want in their area. Even
though this land is controlled by Fish
and Wildlife, the mineral resources are
not Federal. These people who are tes-
tifying that they don’t want this bill
own a majority or a significant portion
of those mineral rights. It is their min-
eral rights, and they should have the
ability to say what they want, too.
They have spoken clearly year after
year.

That is where the difference of yes-
terday and today is significant, and the
gentleman is glossing over that. That
is significant.

These people need to have the ability
to control their own destiny. They are
not trying to control something that is
not within the State. It is their re-
sources. It is their area.

We have had this debate before. We
had it when I first came here. It is
going to continue on ad nauseam.

The problem is this is not a good en-
ergy position for the future. What we
produced yesterday as Republicans is a
program that increases jobs, increases
the economy, and makes this country
stronger. The stuff the Democrats are
putting on in their energy week is dis-
jointed, discombobulated, and doesn’t
actually help anyone at all.

Once again, Mr. Chair, I agree with
Mr. YOUNG. Trust his people on what
they want to do with their resources—
not Federal—their resources.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, it is im-
portant to remember that we are talk-
ing about a Federal wildlife refuge,
America’s Arctic refuge.

Mr. Chair, you would lose sight of
that, perhaps, listening to the pretzel

H7679

logic we just heard from my friend who
at the end of the day cannot square the
selective concern for local voices when
it comes to drilling in a Federal refuge
and yet the flouting of local voices
when it comes to drilling, in the Fed-
eral interest, the Outer Continental
Shelf on the Atlantic and Pacific
Coasts. The disconnect is dizzying.

Mr. Chair, I yield 1¥2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Colorado (Ms.
DEGETTE), who is one of the Members
of Congress who has actually spent
some time in the Arctic refuge.

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Chair, in 2017,
with little debate, the Republican-led
Chamber quietly approved a provision
to open up the Arctic National Wildlife
Refuge to oil and gas drilling. ANWR is
our Nation’s largest wildlife refuge,
and it is the ancestral home to the
Gwich’in people and current home to
more than 250 species of wildlife, in-
cluding threatened species like polar
bears that raise their cubs there.

As the chairman said, I have traveled
to this special place. I have met with
the Gwich’in people. I saw the pristine
beauty of the coastal plain, and I saw
thousands of Porcupine caribou in
their annual migration process. I know
how important this refuge is to our en-
tire ecosystem.

Instead of protecting this important
environment, this administration is
going to open it up to drilling and
allow it to be destroyed for an indeter-
minate amount of oil. Why? The Amer-
ican people are overwhelmingly op-
posed to this plan. They want this land
preserved, not destroyed.

This bill, H.R. 1146, will block the ad-
ministration’s disastrous plan and pro-
tect the refuge.

Mr. Chair, I strongly urge all of my
colleagues to support it.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. GOSAR).

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

I rise in opposition to this unwar-
ranted legislation. Like the two bills
we debated yesterday, this bill is an-
other attempt to hinder American en-
ergy dominance and our national secu-
rity.

As someone who has visited the Arc-
tic National Wildlife Refuge, I know
the support that responsible energy
production in section 1002 has among
the local population.

Responsible energy production will
provide much-needed employment op-
portunities to the local population as
well as critical tax revenue for local
government services. Not only does en-
ergy development in section 1002 have
the support of inhabitants in the re-
gion, but it also has the support of our
colleague, Congressman DON YOUNG,
and Alaska’s two Senators. In addition,
the majority of Alaskans support it;
every Alaskan Governor since 1980 has
supported it; 100 percent of Alaska’s
congressional delegation since 1980 has
supported it; and the Natives who live
right there, the village of Kaktovik,
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the Inupiat, the proper Tribe that is
closest to them and the only Tribe
within section 1002, support it.

This bill follows a bad pattern of how
Democratic members on the Natural
Resources Committee operate. They do
not care that local representatives and
residents oppose this legislation. They
believe that Washington, D.C., and ex-
tremist national environmental groups
know best and everyone else should
just go along with their extremism.
And it double-crosses the tax bill
passed just last year.

Section 1002 has the potential to ben-
efit greatly our country’s energy secu-
rity. Estimates from the U.S. Geologi-
cal Survey believe section 1002 contains
more than 12 billion barrels of oil, not
to make mention of natural gas.

Once again, Mr. Chair, we have an ex-
ample of the other side putting left-
wing extremism and their environ-
mental donors ahead of local voices,
our national security, and the needs of
the American people. I am a firm be-
liever in an all-of-the-above approach
to responsible energy production and
multiple use. Our public lands, like
section 1002, have nearly unlimited po-
tential to power our country.

Further, we can do all this while pro-
tecting the environment. Section 1002
is a small sliver in this area, 2,000
acres, in fact.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose this legislation.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, does the gen-
tleman from California have the right
to close?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California has the right to close.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I yield myself
the balance of my time.

Mr. Chair, this is a sham bill. T have
heard people say there was no con-
sultation. There has been consultation.
The gentleman from California has
driven a wedge between two groups of
Alaska Natives, one that lives there,
resides there, and is directly affected,
and the other one is 400 miles away. We
had testimony from that group.

By the way, I am a Gwich’in. I may
not be one, but my daughters are. My
wife was. She would turn over in her
grave right now if she heard this non-
sense about the Gwich’in.

You invited a group in Alaska. This
used to be the House of the people. In-
stead of people putting their nose in
my business, I am going to put it in
your business. I will figure out a way
to do that because this is wrong. This
has been debated for 40 years, an area
set aside by this Congress for explo-
ration.

By the way, we gave the Alaska Na-
tives who live there at Kaktovik 70,000
acres of land for their social and eco-
nomic well-being, and you are taking it
away from them. You talk about a cul-
tural aspect, you are hurting those
people, and you don’t care. I remember
who you represent, and I understand
that. You are a lawyer.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

To me, to have this type of bill on
the floor is not only a waste of time for
this House body but a bad thing for
this Nation, but worse than that is
going back on their word.

I represent the whole State of Alas-
ka. The people who live there, live on
the Arctic slope, want this legislation,
not the Gwich’in. Yes, they are being,
very frankly, shilled and used for a
sham, and that is a shame.

You can be what you want to be. You
can stand there holier-than-thou. You
are doing something wrong to this Na-
tion, the Alaska people, and the Alaska
Native. You listen to one side.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘“‘no’’ vote on this
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Chair, I have a lot of respect and
affection for the dean of the House. I
am sorry that we are on opposite sides
of this issue. I am also sorry that it
seems when it comes to oil and gas de-
velopment in the Arctic refuge, he is
listening to only some of the voices in
the Alaska community.

Mr. Chair, this week, dozens of indig-
enous Gwich’in leaders flew all the way
to Washington, D.C., as they have done
many, many times over the years, long
before I started working on this bill.
They do that because the Arctic refuge
is not simply a policy issue for them. It
is not about energy supplies, geo-
politics, profits, or scoring political
points. It is about their entire way of
life.

Those of us on the floor today don’t
worry that our entire history and our
entire culture hinge on the outcome of
this vote. But for the people in the gal-
lery today, the Gwich’in who are in the
gallery behind me right now, that is
exactly what is at stake.

For those on the other side who
would have us destroy this wild and sa-
cred area for some petroleum profits, I
would ask them this: Why now? Why do
we need to do this now? Because once
it is done, it is done. The coastal plain
will never be the same again after the
drill rigs roll in.

If we wait, if we conserve, if we pro-
tect, and if we treat this special area
with the care it deserves, then it will
still be there, wild and undisturbed for
future generations to enjoy. Or maybe
my grandchildren will still be debating
Congressman  YOUNG’s great-great-
grandchildren over this same issue on
this very floor.

Do you know what? That is fine. I
don’t mind the debate. That is what
this country is all about. But reck-
lessly throwing open one of the most
special places in this country because a
few o0il companies want even higher
profits and President Trump wants a
win? That is not fine. That is not worth
it.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
protect the Arctic, stand with the
Gwich’in people, and vote ‘‘yes’ on the
Arctic Cultural and Coastal Plain Pro-
tection Act.
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Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIR. The Chair would remind
Members to avoid referencing occu-
pants of the gallery.

All time for general debate has ex-
pired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

In lieu of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Natural Resources,
printed in the bill, the amendment in
the nature of a substitute consisting of
the text of Rules Committee Print 116—
30, modified by the amendment printed
in part C of House Report 116-200, shall
be considered as adopted. The bill, as
amended, shall be considered as an
original bill for purpose of further
amendment under the b-minute rule
and shall be considered as read.

The text of the bill, as amended, is as
follows:

H.R. 1146

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled.

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Arctic Cultural
and Coastal Plain Protection Act’’.

SEC. 2. REPEAL OF ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE OIL AND GAS PROGRAM.

Section 20001 of Public Law 115-97 (16 U.S.C.
3143 note) is hereby repealed.

SEC. 3. INSPECTION FEE COLLECTION.

Section 22 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1348) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

““(g) INSPECTION FEES.—

‘““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the
Interior shall collect from the operators of facili-
ties subject to inspection under subsection (c)
non-refundable fees for such inspections—

‘“(A) at an aggregate level equal to the
amount necessary to offset the annual expenses
of inspections of outer Continental Shelf facili-
ties (including mobile offshore drilling units) by
the Secretary of the Interior; and

‘“‘(B) using a schedule that reflects the dif-
ferences in complexity among the classes of fa-
cilities to be inspected.

““(2) OCEAN ENERGY SAFETY FUND.—There is
established in the Treasury a fund, to be known
as the ‘Ocean Energy Safety Fund’ (referred to
in this subsection as the ‘Fund’), into which
shall be deposited all amounts collected as fees
under paragraph (1) and which shall be avail-
able as provided under paragraph (3).

““(3) AVAILABILITY OF FEES.—Notwithstanding
section 3302 of title 31, United States Code, all
amounts deposited in the Fund—

““(A) shall be credited as offsetting collections;

‘““(B) shall be available for expenditure for
purposes of carrying out inspections of outer
Continental Shelf facilities (including mobile
offshore drilling units) and the administration
of the inspection program under this section;

““(C) shall be available only to the extent pro-
vided for in advance in an appropriations Act;
and

‘(D) shall remain available until expended.

‘“(4) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—For each
fiscal year beginning after fiscal year 2020, the
Secretary shall adjust each dollar amount speci-
fied in this subsection for inflation based on the
change in the Consumer Price Index from fiscal
year 2020.

““(5) ANNUAL FEES.—Annual fees shall be col-
lected under this subsection for facilities that
are above the waterline, excluding drilling rigs,
and are in place at the start of the fiscal year.
Fees for fiscal year 2020 shall be—
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“(A4) $25,300 for facilities with nmo wells, but
with processing equipment or gathering lines;

““(B) $40,700 for facilities with 1 to 10 wells,
with any combination of active or inactive
wells; and

“(C) $75,900 for facilities with more than 10
wells, with any combination of active or inac-
tive wells.

‘““(6) FEES FOR DRILLING RIGS.—Fees shall be
collected under this subsection for drilling rigs
on a per inspection basis. Fees for fiscal year
2020 shall be—

““(A) 373,700 per inspection for rigs operating
in water depths of 500 feet or more; and

““(B) 340,700 per inspection for rigs operating
in water depths of less than 500 feet.

‘“(7) FEES FOR NON-RIG UNITS.—Fees shall be
collected under this subsection for well oper-
ations conducted via mon-rig units as outlined
in subparts D, E, F, and @ of part 250 of title
30, Code of Federal Regulations, on a per in-
spection basis. Fees for fiscal year 2020 shall
be—

“(A) $29,172 per inspection for mon-rig units
operating in water depths of 2,500 feet or more;

““(B) $25,366 per inspection for mon-rig units
operating in water depths between 500 and 2,499
feet; and

‘““(C) 39,834 per inspection for mon-rig units
operating in water depths of less than 500 feet.

‘““(8) BILLING.—The Secretary shall bill des-
ignated operators under paragraph (5) annu-
ally, with payment required within 30 days of
billing. The Secretary shall bill designated oper-
ators under paragraph (6) within 30 days of the
end of the month in which the inspection oc-
curred, with payment required within 30 days
after billing.”’.

SEC. 4. DETERMINATION
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the pur-
pose of complying with the Statutory Pay-As-
You-Go Act of 2010, shall be determined by ref-
erence to the latest statement titled ‘‘Budgetary
Effects of PAYGO Legislation’ for this Act, sub-
mitted for printing in the Congressional Record
by the Chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has been
submitted prior to the vote on passage.

The CHAIR. No further amendment
to the bill, as amended, shall be in
order except those printed in part D of
House Report 116-200.

Each further amendment printed in
part D of the report may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in part
D of House Report 116-200.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

On page 1, line 6, strike ‘‘Section’ and in-
sert the following:

(a) Section

On page 1, after line 7, insert the following:

(b) TRIBAL CONSULTATION REQUIREMENT.—
The repeal made by subsection (a) shall not
take effect until—

(1) the Secretary of the Interior completes
a thorough consultation with the Inupiat
people regarding the effect of this Act on the
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quality of life, human rights, and future of
the Inupiat people; and

(2) by formal action Kaktovic Village ap-
proves of such repeal.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 548, the gentleman from Alaska
(Mr. YOUNG) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alaska.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, we discussed
before that this bill was written by the
gentleman from California. It only im-
pacts Alaska and impacts it only, and
I am the only Congressman. I strongly
oppose this legislation.

My amendment, very frankly, was to
try to solve one of the problems, the
lack of consultation with the people in
Kaktovik, the Inuits, and only listen to
one side, the Gwich’in.

This amendment says, yes, they will
have to consult with the Inuits, and
they have to consult with the people of
Kaktovik, and it would require them to
understand that if they didn’t agree
with it, very frankly, this would not go
forth.

It is a good amendment. If the gen-
tleman says this is culturally real, you
have to listen to both sides. You have
divided us. This amendment solves that
problem.

Adopt this amendment and make this
bill a little bit better but not totally
good.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I claim
time in opposition.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, unfortu-
nately, this amendment is a stall tac-
tic to delay the bill’s protections for
the Arctic refuge from taking effect
until the Secretary of the Interior—a
walking conflict of interest who be-
came the subject of investigations into
ethical violations just 4 days into his
job—has conducted a ‘‘consultation”
process and received formal action
from one village, the village of
Kaktovik. I wish that same concern for
Native American community consulta-
tion had existed before the Republican
tax bill was amended to insert this
drilling mandate without any consulta-
tion with Native American Tribes, cer-
tainly not the Gwich’in people who
may technically live a little further
away from the drilling area, but we are
talking about people who for millennia
have depended on the Porcupine car-
ibou herd that absolutely depends on
this pristine beating heart of America’s
Arctic refuge.
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So again, we are cherry-picking, I am
afraid, which voices matter, which
voices get to be listened to, and cer-
tainly putting this Secretary of the In-
terior in charge of that process would
be a cruel joke.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. YOUNG. Again, might I may say,
Mr. Chairman, this bill has been de-
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bated. It passed out of this House 14
times—14 times—with consultation.

And with all due respect to my friend
from Gwich’in, I would like to take a
count of the caribou they have har-
vested in this last year and the year
before. It is a very small number. The
people who live there, right on the
shores and with them, are saying this
is okay.

We developed Prudhoe Bay. We have
more caribou now than we have ever
had.

This is, again, a sham. It is such a
dishonest presentation of something
that is not fact at all. But, again, in so-
ciety, people can do that. I understand
that.

But we ought to understand one
thing: This bill should never have came
to the floor.

Number two, it is not the first time.
There was consultation. We did pass
it—again, 14 times—out of this House,
even when you were in control, and
now it is the wrong thing to do. The
Senate didn’t pass the bill once, and
Bill Clinton beat it to death.

So I am just saying, again—not much
use talking about it much more—that
we can go ahead and vote on this
today, but this amendment solves one
of the problems: true consultation with
two groups of individual Alaska Na-
tives, both having some say in it, one
totally not listened to because you
have never asked them, and that is an
unfortunate thing.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, let’s do be
careful about the facts.

More caribou than we have ever had
before? That is certainly the case for
the Porcupine caribou herd, precisely
because it has had the benefit of the
wilderness management of the coastal
plain of the Arctic Refuge so critical to
its migratory pattern and its calving.

Throughout the rest of the Arctic,
caribou are in real trouble. Herds are
declining, and a very recent study has
confirmed that. So let’s take note of
the fact that we have one place where
caribou are thriving. Let’s not wreck
that place with oil and gas develop-
ment.

Mr. Chair, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New  Mexico (Ms.
HAALAND), chair of the Subcommittee
on National Parks, Forests, and Public
Lands.

Ms. HAALAND. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to this amendment. As a
3bth-generation American, it is well
known that I am deeply committed to
ensuring proper consultation with In-
dian Tribes about Federal policies and
laws that impact them.

But this amendment isn’t really
about Tribal consultation. If it were,
Republicans would have insisted on
this provision before the Arctic Refuge
was added to the tax bill and opened up
for drilling. And they would also be in-
sisting on consultation with all Tribes,
including the Gwich’in people, who get
sustenance from the Porcupine caribou
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herd that will be directly impacted by
drilling on the coastal plain.

Just because certain Alaska Natives
don’t ‘“live there’” doesn’t mean they
don’t have ancestral ties to the land.
And, in fact, this land is imperative to
their present and future existence. The
real purpose of this amendment is to
delay protecting the refuge until this
administration is able to give it away
to oil and gas companies, when it will
be too late.

If we stop the leasing process first, I
would fully support a thorough con-
sultation with the Inupiat and
Gwich’in people and would look for
ways to improve the quality of life of
the people of Kaktovik without drilling
the Arctic Refuge. We can’t drill first
and ask questions later, because there
is no going back.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘“‘no” vote on this
amendment.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chair, I am urging a
“yes’” vote on this amendment and
“no’”’ on the legislation itself.

And, again, I think the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUFFMAN) has
done a great disservice to the people of
Alaska, especially the natives. He has
divided us, and that is not right.

The floor of this House has divided a
culture, different cultures, Alaska Na-
tives, and it is for that I am deeply re-
gretful. It shows what you can do when
you interfere with other people’s dis-
tricts.

This House used to be a House of the
people. Now it is a House of what?
What have they done in 2 years? Noth-
ing.

Now they are trying to undo what
was done legitimately in 40 years. And
so I understand it. You have the votes.
I understand that. It is not going to be-
come law. I hope you understand that.

And we are going to have a sale—I
hope you understand that—and then
my people that I represent will, in fact,
get their just due. I know that.

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

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, as I
said, this amendment is a delay tactic
to ensure that the current administra-
tion will lock in a lease sale before pro-
tections can go into place or before
they are finally run out of office.

It does not require consultation with
the Gwich’in people, many of whom are
here today. These are the folks who
consider the coastal plains sacred.
They have relied on the Porcupine car-
ibou since time immemorial for their
cultural, spiritual, and physical suste-
nance, as well as food security.

There was no demand for Tribal con-
sultation prior to this little provision
being slipped in to the tax giveaway in
the previous Congress. What we are
hearing today is a very selective inter-
est in consultation that would place
the entire process in the hands of a De-
partment of the Interior whose only in-
terest is serving the interests of big oil.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘no” on this amendment and
“yes’” on the underlying bill, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
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The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Alaska will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 2 printed in part
D of House Report 116-200.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, insert the following:
SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Section 2 of this Act shall not be effective
until the Secretary of the Interior, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Labor, finds
that the repeal under section 2 will not ad-
versely affect jobs available to Native Amer-
icans, other minorities and women.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 548, the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. GOSAR) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer an amendment that al-
lows the section 2 moratorium in this
bill to go into effect when the Depart-
ment of the Interior, in consultation
with the Department of Labor, certifies
that the anti-energy moratorium in
the bill will not kill a substantial num-
ber of Tribal, minority, and women
jobs.

We heard arguments from Demo-
cratic Members on the other side of the
aisle against a similar amendment that
this amendment doesn’t matter and is
meaningless. How callous that re-
sponse. Tell the opponents of this
amendment to tell that to the single
mother working to put food on the
table for her two children that her job
doesn’t matter.

How about the minority family who
just moved into a new neighborhood so
their kids could go to better schools?
Tell those hardworking minority par-
ents these jobs don’t matter.

Tell those local Tribe members, the
Inupiat, the only Tribe within the 1002
section who want these jobs, whose
prosperity comes to their community
with these jobs, that these economic
benefits don’t matter.

Under the current administration,
unemployment has reached record
lows. In August, the national unem-
ployment rate sat at 3.7 percent, with
the unemployment rate for African
American workers sitting at 5.5 per-
cent, breaking the previous record of
5.9 percent, which was set in May of
2018.

According to a recent report by The
Washington Post, a bastion of conserv-
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ative dictation, nearly 90 percent of the
jobs added under this administration
have gone to minority communities.
This can be attributed to, for the first
time, a majority of new hires are peo-
ple between the ages of 25 and 54 and
are from minority communities.

According to statistics published by
the American Petroleum Institute, mi-
norities will comprise one-third of the
total workforce in the oil and gas sec-
tor by 2030. Women already comprise
more than 15 percent of the oil and gas
workforce.

These are good-paying jobs, $90,000
and above, that hardworking families
depend on. This legislation puts these
employment opportunities and associ-
ated economic benefits at risk.

America’s energy renaissance has
boosted the economies of previously
left-behind towns in areas and sections
of this country and has turned them
into vibrant communities.

Mr. Chairman, this is a commonsense
amendment, protects minority Tribal
members and women jobs, and puts the
interests of the American workforce
first.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment, I am sorry to say, is an-
other delay tactic in order to buy this
administration more time to jam
through a lease sale.

We know that former Assistant Sec-
retary Joe Balash said earlier this year
that the leased sale will happen in 2019
and that the administration is running
over all opposition in order to make
that happen, ignoring concerns of wild-
life biologists about impacts from seis-
mic testing and oil development itself.

Now, I said ‘‘former Assistant Sec-
retary’” when I referred to Mr. Balash,
because he left the Department of the
Interior. Just days ago, he was a top of-
ficial—remember—pushing for drilling
in the Arctic Refuge, and he left to
take a job with an oil company that
stands to profit from the Trump ad-
ministration’s oil giveaway bonanza.

You can’t make this stuff up, folks.
Anyone who thought Teapot Dome was
the high watermark of corruption at
the Department of the Interior I hope
is paying attention to the incredible
craven levels of corruption that we are
seeing today. These are the folks who
this amendment would entrust with
the authority to call the shots on
whether drilling should proceed.

Unfortunately, this is not a serious
proposal. I urge my colleagues to op-
pose it, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, how offen-
sive. How offensive that argument, par-
ticularly when you look at the Depart-
ment of Labor. Hardly a bastion in re-
gards to the corruptness, at least in
this administration.
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Amazing. Amazing that jobs that we
see the empowerment of people, taking
them away from the victims,
victimhood, that Democrats so des-
perately need, particularly, the Native
Americans who are empowered right
here with the money and the jobs to
lift them out from the poverty that
they actually see.

Amazing. Absolutely amazing.

So it seems to me that when you
start looking at this application in
consultation with the Department of
Labor, makes a big, big difference.

Now, when you look at this, Amer-
ican o0il and gas production is nearly
responsible for 10 million jobs. That is
a huge amount of sector. And we dis-
cussed earlier that 90 percent of these
jobs in this sector are going to women
and minorities. That is a fabulous
number. That is the American Dream.

This is a commonsense application
that Congress has got to get used to to
understand the ramifications, the true
ramifications of our intent.

Mr. Chair, I ask everybody to vote
for this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chair, the impacts on jobs for
Native Americans, for minorities, for
women, this should not be used as a
pretext for more oil and gas drilling,
especially in a pristine place like the
Arctic Refuge. These are frontline
communities that often bear the brunt
of pollution and environmental justice
impact. And it is deeply cynical to try
to suggest that their interest would be
a reason to push for more drilling in a
place like the Arctic Refuge.

Mr. Chairman, if my colleagues want
to work on jobs and the economic in-
terest of these communities, we have
got a lot to work together on, but we
should do that in a way that looks to
the future.

Squeezing a little more fossil fuel out
of a special place like the Arctic Ref-
uge is not the future. Developing clean
renewable energy resources absolutely
is the future. I hope some day we can
get to the point of working together to
create great, well-paying jobs in those
future interests instead of trying to
look backward to the era of fossil fuels,
which I hope we can bring to an end as
quickly as possible.

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

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in part
D of House Report 116-200.
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Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, insert the following:
SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

Section 2 of this Act shall not be effective
until the Secretary of the Interior, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Labor, finds
that the repeal under section 2 will not ad-
versely affect Caribou herd populations.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 548, the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. GOSAR) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED

BY MR. GOSAR

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I ask unani-
mous consent that my amendment be
modified in the form I have placed at
the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
modification.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modification to Amendment No. 3 Of-
fered by Mr. GOSAR:

Strike ‘‘Secretary of Labor’” and insert
“Director of the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service”’.

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman of Arizona?

There was no objection.

The CHAIR. The amendment is modi-
fied.

The gentleman from Arizona is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The modified amendment allows sec-
tion 2 of the bill to go into effect when
the DOI, in consultation with the Fish
and Wildlife Service, certifies that sec-
tion 2 of the bill will not harm the car-
ibou herd population.

It has been proven that, over time,
the caribou herds of the North Slope
can coexist and even thrive with en-
ergy development that takes place
there.

Many of my Republican colleagues
and Members of the Western Caucus
have seen this firsthand. We have seen
the great lengths that industry and re-
gional governments, Alaska Natives
and others have gone through to pro-
tect the caribou.
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In March of this year, the Tribal ad-
ministrator of the Native village testi-
fied: ‘“Through the use of science and
traditional knowledge, best practices
have been implemented to reduce or
avoid impacts; such as, adequate pipe-
line height to not impede migrating
caribou, sufficient distance between
pipeline and road to avoid deterring
crossing caribou, specifications on road
height and slope, thoughtful design on
road placement to avoid funneling mi-
grating caribou, aircraft altitude
guidelines, time-area closures, and
other restrictions on operations.

“These safeguards have worked to
protect caribou across the North Slope,
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and we are confident that, through co-
ordination with the people of
Kaktovik, these mechanisms can be
successfully applied to oil and gas pro-
grams in the coastal plain.”

In fact, I have seen that the pipelines
that go through the area occupied by
the caribou herd are now 10 to 15 feet
in the air, allowing the herds to easily
pass underneath them to facilitate mi-
gration and breeding. And this was
done voluntarily, at the industry’s ex-
pense.

Statistics have shown that the car-
ibou herds that inhabit areas in and
around areas where oil and gas produc-
tion is taking place have actually
grown in size; whereas, herds that have
inhabited areas where no oil and gas
activity has taken place have actually
declined.

Yes, we have heard the false nar-
rative from the other side today and
over the years that caribou populations
are declining and oil and gas produc-
tion is to blame. That is simply not
true.

For example, the Porcupine herd lo-
cated within the proposed development
has fluctuated greatly, even without
the o0il and gas development taking
place. From 1989 to 2001, the Porcupine
herd population decreased by nearly
one third, even while no oil and gas
production was taking place on the
lands they inhabited.

This stands in stark contrast with
the central Arctic caribou herd which
inhabits lands adjacent to ANWR,
where oil and gas development takes
place.

The central Arctic herd grew from
5,000 caribou in 1975, about the time de-
velopment began, to almost 32,000 in
2002.

In short, oil and gas production has
proven to be good for the central Arc-
tic caribou herd, and breeding caribou
have even been found to migrate to-
ward the pipelines due to the heat they
put off.

The other side uses the caribou herds
that live in the ANWR region as polit-
ical pawns to try and prevent energy
development in the area.

Again, statistics show that the car-
ibou herd populations can benefit with
responsible oil and gas development.

This amendment challenges the false
narrative that has clearly been dis-
proven with the population explosion
of the central Arctic caribou herd in
oil-and-gas-producing areas.

Further, this commonsense amend-
ment provides further protection for
caribou herds by ensuring this bill
won’t negatively impact these popu-
lations.

Mr. Chair, I urge everybody to vote
for this amendment, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, this is,
unfortunately, another delay tactic in-
tended to enable this administration to
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rush through oil lease sales in the Arc-
tic refuge.

And now I am afraid my friends
across the aisle are really stretching.
This argument that oil development is
good for caribou is something we have
heard before. It has been debunked
every single time we hear it.

But, if you really want to see the cra-
ven nature of this proposal, focus on
the fact that the person who would
make the decision, who would strike
that balance between oil drilling and
caribou protection, is none other than
the Secretary of the Interior, David
Bernhardt, an oil and gas lobbyist who
temporarily left the payroll of the oil
and gas industry for a little time in
public service and has never stopped
representing their interests. And we all
know that, a year and a half from now,
he will be right back on Big Oil’s pay-
roll.

So this is not a serious argument.
This is a delay tactic.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘no” vote on this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, once again,
we are going to debunk the flawed
science that the other side looks at.

Mr. Chair, I have two different arti-
cles that have been peer reviewed, and
I include them in the RECORD.

CARIBOU CALVES AND OIL DEVELOPMENT—DO
THEY MIX?
(By Patti Harper)

One thing’s certain about day-old caribou
calves. ‘“‘They are incredibly cute,” says
Steve Arthur, a biologist with the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game in Fairbanks.

Arthur and his research partner, Patricia
Del Vechhio, have gotten up close and per-
sonal with newborn calves of the Central
Arctic caribou herd each June since 2001, in
an effort to address an important question:
What is the effect of oil field development on
wildlife?

Arthur says data they have collected sug-
gest that when cows are displaced from pre-
ferred calving areas, their calves are smaller
at birth and may not grow as fast or survive
as well. It’s an important finding because
some of the calving and summer ranges of
the Central Arctic caribou herd overlap
areas of oil development on Alaska’s North
Slope.

The herd’s size increased from approxi-
mately 5,000 caribou in 1975, about the time
development began, to almost 32,000 in 2002.
But Arthur says no easy answer can be
gleaned about whether development has af-
fected the herd from looking at changes in
the overall number of caribou, because many
factors affect growth or decline of caribou
populations. Previous researchers have
drawn contradictory and controversial con-
clusions about whether and how much car-
ibou are affected, he said.

When the study started, the Alaska De-
partment of Fish and Game (ADF&G) and
other management agencies had been en-
couraging oil field developers to minimize
impacts and activities in calving areas, but
wanted better data. ‘“My interest is in trying
to cut through some of the controversial as-
pects of some of the previous work that has
been done and come up with something con-
crete and measurable,” Arthur said. The goal
has been to identify and measure the mecha-
nisms through which development disturb-
ance might affect the caribou population,
such as by reducing body condition, repro-
ductive success or calf survival.
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The Bureau of Land Management and
ConocoPhillips contributed major funding
for the project, and the National Park Serv-
ice and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service also
provided support.

Arthur and his team spent five years meas-
uring calves, and radiotracking cows and
calves, to learn more about such things as
preferred calving areas, feeding ranges, and
calf survival. Each year, they captured 60 to
65 calves during the two-week calving season
in June, fitted them with radio collars,
weighed them and measured metatarsus
(lower leg bone) length. These calves were
then located by radio signal every two weeks
through October, and the following March
and June, to find out how many calves sur-
vived. Calves were captured, weighed and
measured when they were three and nine
months old. Over the course of the study, 58
cows were fitted with Global Positioning
System (GPS) collars that provided loca-
tions for them every five hours from May
through October, and every two days from
November through April.

The work was exciting, but it wasn’t easy.
The team had to hope for good flying weath-
er during what could be a somewhat wintry
and blustery June. It was important, Arthur
says, to measure calves within a couple of
days of their birth. Having some older than
others would make it difficult to compare
data. Also, at three days old, calves can run
pretty fast, making them difficult to catch.
The newborns were caught by hand—the hel-
icopter landed, Arthur or Del Vecchio
jumped out, grabbed a calf, collared and
measured it, and then left as quickly as pos-
sible so its mother, watching from nearby,
could return.

Netting rather than drug-darting was used
to capture older caribou because animals
from the herd are an important food source
for residents of the area. Skilled net-gunners
leaned from low-flying helicopters to release
the nets. Caribou caught in the nets were
then hobbled and blindfolded to calm them
and again, the process of collaring, weighing
and measuring took just a few minutes be-
fore the caribou were released.

In their recently published interim re-
search technical report, ‘“‘Effects of Oil Field
Development on Calf Production and Sur-
vival in the Central Arctic Herd,” Arthur
and Del Vecchio compare what happened to
calves that were born in two different
calving areas, an area that is in a mostly un-
developed area east of Prudhoe Bay, and an
area west of Prudhoe Bay that has seen in-
creasing development since the late 1980s. In
the western area, calving has shifted south
since development began, though the re-
searchers point out that it is unclear if the
shift resulted from development, increased
herd size, or other factors.

The researchers found that newborns from
the western area on average weighed a little
less and were slightly smaller than those
from the eastern area, and that these dif-
ferences persisted through at least the first
nine months of life. They also found that
calves that were heavier in September were
more likely to survive the following winter.
However, statistically, survival rates did not
differ between the areas—depending on the
year, 53 to 87 percent of calves that were
alive at the end of the calving period sur-
vived to the end of their first year. The re-
searchers say it is hard to detect small dif-
ferences in survival rates, and other research
has shown that small differences can have
significant effects on caribou population
trends.

Arthur and Del Vecchio conclude that the
differences in size and mass of calves may be
largely influenced by the quality of habitat
and forage available to cows during the
calving period. ‘“Thus, displacement of car-
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ibou cows from preferred calving habitats
may reduce fitness and survival of calves,”
they wrote.

As o0il exploration and production con-
tinue, the approach set out in this research
may help to provide solid answers to the
question of whether development does or
does not adversely affect caribou popu-
lations. Arthur and Del Vecchio explain it
this way in their interim report: ‘If further
increases in levels of anthropogenic disturb-
ance cause caribou to reduce their use of pre-
ferred habitats, it should be possible to de-
tect effects of these changes by measuring
birth weights and growth rates of calves. If
similar changes do not occur in less-dis-
turbed areas, then this may be taken as evi-
dence of possible effects of disturbance.”

Del Vecchio is headed back to the field this
June to take final measurements on calves
born in 2006, and to recover radio collars
used in the study. Then, she and Arthur will
take another look at the data and write
their final report.

The study collected lots of data. So, when
they’re finished with the project report, Ar-
thur, Del Vecchio and others will look at
other ways to use that data. Arthur says the
techniques to analyze GPS data have not
kept up with the ability to gather it, so they
may be developing new techniques. They
hope to look more closely at where caribou
move and what habitat they use in relation
to oil field infrastructure.

Dave Yokel, wildlife biologist with the Bu-
reau of Land Management, said he’s looking
forward to that sort of analysis. ‘““We hope we
can use the results to mitigate any impacts
on the Teshepuk (caribou) herd from devel-
opment in the NPRA (National Petroleum
Reserve Alaska),” he said. To do that, the
BLM needs to know more about the impacts
on caribou of movement through infrastruc-
ture.

Looking back over his experiences in the
field, Arthur says he is struck by the resil-
ience of the calves. ‘‘The thing that im-
presses me is how these little calves are so
helpless and weak and they’re born in these
really harsh conditions—and yet most of
these little guys still make it.”,

[From the ANWR Information Brief]
DO THE CARIBOU REALLY CARE?

Are caribou affected by oil development on
the North Slope? It would appear not, based
on the growing population of herds that use
land in the existing oil fields in northern
Alaska. The population of the Central Arctic
caribou herd, which migrates north each
summer into the oil fields near Prudhoe Bay,
has been growing about 8.5 percent per year.
Alaska Dept. of Fish and Game biologists
counted 31,857 caribou in aerial surveys of
this herd in July 2002. In July 2000, fish and
game biologists counted 27,128. In 1997, the
count was 19,730.

Caribou herd populations rise and fall with
natural cycles, but one explanation biolo-
gists have for the increasing population of
the Central Arctic Herd is good calf produc-
tion and survival, and high survival of
adults.

Pregnant caribou cows in the Central Arc-
tic herd bear their calves on lands within or
near operating oil fields. Some calves are
born within a few hundred meters of oil field
roads.

The Alaska Dept. of Fish and Game find-
ings are backed by the Argonne National
Laboratory. Argonne found no evidence that
oil development harmed the Central Arctic
Herd in the lab’s work on the Environmental
Impact Statement for an extension of the
Trans-Alaska Pipeline System federal right-
of-way.



September 12, 2019

ARCTIC CARIBOU HERDS

Caribou herds rise and fall in natural cy-
cles, and it is interesting that while popu-
lations have been rising in the Central Arc-
tic Herd (see chart) which use lands in the
North Slope oilfields, populations have been
declining in the Porcupine herd (see chart)
which do not use lands where there is oil and
gas development. The Central Arctic Herd
increased to 32,000 animals in 2002, up from
27,000 in 2000. The Porcupine herd was esti-
mated at 123,000 in 2001, 129,000 in 1998 and
152,000 in 1994. In 1989, the population was
counted at 178,000. Most recent survey taken
in 2002.

CENTRAL ARCTIC, PORCUPINE CARIBOU MINGLE

There is now evidence that caribou mix be-
tween all of the North Slope caribou herds,
the Porcupine, Central Arctic and Western
Arctic herds. Using analysis of DNA, re-
searchers from the University of Alaska,
Texas A&M University and the U.S. Dept. of
Agriculture found that caribou in the three
herds are genetically related. This reflects
migration of animals between the herds over
many generations.

THE TRUTH ON ARCTIC CARIBOU

Caribou use of the 1002 Area of ANWR var-
ies dramatically from year to year. In 1995,
92% of the Porcupine Caribou Herd used this
area to calve. In 2000 none did so.

In some years, the Porcupine Herd calves
only in Canada.

Choice of calving area depends on snow
melt and early growth of forage plants.

Caribou live a boom and bust cycle, due to
predation, weather, and overhunting.

During the summer, caribou frequently use
oil field roads and gravel pads as insect relief
habitat: they stand on the elevated gravel
pads because fewer mosquitoes and flies har-
ass them there.

North slope oil facilities are specifically
designed to allow caribou migration with
elevated pipes to allow caribou to freely
walk underneath and limited use of service
roads.

With 30 years of contact with oil develop-
ment to go by, the industry has shown that
caribou and oil fields can successfully co-
exist. The Central Arctic Herd, which calves
in the vicinity of the Prudhoe Bay, Kuparuk,
and Milne Point oil fields, has increased
900% from an estimated 3,000 animals in the
early 1970s to 32,000 in 2002.

ANWR FACTS:

Refuge totals 19.6 million acres.

8 million acres designated Wilderness;

Coastal Plain, 1.5 million acres, set aside
by Congress for study of oil potential;

Only a small percentage of Coastal plain,
about 2,000 acres, would be impacted by oil
development;

THE COASTAL PLAIN IS NOT A PRISTINE
WILDERNESS:

About 40 guide outfits offer hunting and
recreation services in the coastal plain; A
community, Kaktovik, exists in the Coastal
Plain; Military installations operate on the
Plain now and in the past.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, once again,
we see the caribou herds that have
been associated with oil and gas drill-
ing actually expanding from 5,000 to
32,000.

Facts are hard to come by when they
don’t benefit you in the discussion. It
is simply untrue what they have been
trying to narrate in this respect.

This truly shows that you can work
hand in hand, being environmentally
friendly and having energy independ-
ence, empowering local communities
and Tribes, looking at this in a com-
prehensive fashion.
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This is a commonsense amendment.
This is not about delay. This is about
proper orientation, whether it be jobs
associated with it or whether it be the
numbers of critical habitat and num-
bers of populations within that critical
habitat.

The facts just don’t stand up for the
other side.

Mr. Chair, once again, this is a very
good amendment. Once again, when we
want to start talking about facts, facts
that are exploited by the other side
that are truly false, we have to start
looking at, didactically, the facts.

When a herd goes from 5,000 caribou
to 32,000 when it is associated with oil
and gas drilling in that area, where a
herd declines by one third where there
is no drilling there, there has got to be
some kind of a prospect here.

Heat doesn’t just rise. It is associated
with the protection.

So, when you start looking at what
industry and the individuals have done
to promote these herds, this is a stellar
amendment.

Mr. Chair, I hope that everybody
votes for this, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chair, well,
again, this canard that oil and gas
drilling is good for caribou is right out
of the ‘“‘thank you for smoking” play-
book. It is just not true.

And rather than subscribe to these
alternative facts, we need look no fur-
ther than the latest credible science
that we have—it is from the 2018 Arctic
Report Card—which found that caribou
populations across the Arctic have ac-
tually declined by 56 percent over the
last two decades. Yet, there is one ex-
ception to that trend, and that is the
Porcupine caribou herd, which has
shown strength.

This is good news. It shows the im-
portance of the National Wildlife Ref-
uge system and the wisdom of pro-
tecting this area in the first place.

There is one place in the Arctic
where caribou are thriving. It is a place
where we haven’t done oil and gas de-
velopment.

Let’s not wreck the coastal plain of
the Arctic refuge. If we care about car-
ibou, then, by all means, absolutely
vote ‘‘no”” on this amendment and vote
‘“‘yes’ on the underlying bill.

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

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment, as modified, offered by the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona will be postponed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, proceedings will now re-
sume on those amendments printed in
part D of House Report 116-200 on
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which further proceedings were post-
poned in the following order:

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. YOUNG of
Alaska.

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. GOSAR of
Arizona.

Amendment No. 3, as modified, by
Mr. GOSAR of Arizona.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in the series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. YOUNG

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 193, noes 230,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 526]

AYES—193
Aderholt Gallagher Marshall
Allen Gianforte Massie
Amodei Gibbs Mast
Armstrong Gohmert McCarthy
Arrington Gongzalez (OH) McCaul
Babin Gonzalez (TX) McClintock
Bacon Gonzalez-Colon McHenry
Baird (PR) McKinley
Balderson Gooden Meadows
Banks Gosar Meuser
Barr Granger Miller
Bergman Graves (GA) Mitchell
Biggs Graves (LA) Moolenaar
Bilirakis Graves (MO) Mooney (WV)
Bishop (UT) Green (TN) Mullin
Bost Griffith Newhouse
Brady Grothman Norman
Brooks (AL) Guest Nunes
Brooks (IN) Guthrie Olson
Buchanan Hagedorn Palazzo
Buck Harris Palmer
Bucshon Hartzler Pence
Budd Hern, Kevin Perry
Burchett Herrera Beutler  Peterson
Burgess Hice (GA) Posey
Byrne Higgins (LA) Ratcliffe
Calvert Hill (AR) Reschenthaler
Carter (GA) Holding Rice (SC)
Carter (TX) Hollingsworth Riggleman
Chabot Hudson Roby
Cheney Huizenga Rodgers (WA)
Cline Hunter Roe, David P.
Cloud Hurd (TX) Rogers (AL)
Cole Johnson (LA) Rogers (KY)
Collins (GA) Johnson (OH) Rose, John W.
Comer Johnson (SD) Rouzer
Conaway Jordan Roy
Cook Joyce (OH) Rutherford
Costa Joyce (PA) Scalise
Crawford Katko Schweikert
Crenshaw Keller Scott, Austin
Curtis Kelly (MS) Sensenbrenner
Davidson (OH) Kelly (PA) Shimkus
Davis, Rodney King (IA) Simpson
DesJarlais King (NY) Smith (MO)
Diaz-Balart Kinzinger Smith (NE)
Duncan Kustoff (TN) Smucker
Dunn LaHood Spano
Emmer LaMalfa Stauber
Estes Lamborn Stefanik
Ferguson Larsen (WA) Steil
Fleischmann Latta Steube
Flores Lesko Stewart
Fortenberry Long Stivers
Foxx (NC) Loudermilk Taylor
Fulcher Lucas Thompson (PA)
Gaetz Luetkemeyer Thornberry
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Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amash
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gottheimer

Abraham
Castro (TX)
Clyburn
Collins (NY)
Correa

Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams

NOES—230

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Norton
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
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Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright
Young
Zeldin

Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Richmond
Rooney (FL)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sablan
San Nicolas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—15

Cummings
Duffy
Gabbard
Marchant
McEachin

Radewagen
Reed

Rice (NY)
Wilson (FL)
Yoho
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Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ and Mr. TED
LIEU of California changed their vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Mr. LONG changed his vote from
44n05’ tO ‘taye.77

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed
by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute
vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 237,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 527]

AYES—184
Aderholt Gallagher MecClintock
Allen Gianforte McHenry
Amodei Gibbs McKinley
Armstrong Gohmert Meadows
Arrington Gonzalez (OH) Meuser
Babin Gonzalez-Colon Miller
Bacon (PR) Mitchell
Baird Gooden Moolenaar
Balderson Gosar Mooney (WV)
Banks Granger Mullin
Barr Graves (GA) Newhouse
Bergman Graves (LA) Norman
Biggs Graves (MO) Nunes
Bilirakis Green (TN) Olson
Bishop (UT) Griffith Palazzo
Bost Grothman Palmer
Brady Guest Pence
Brooks (AL) Guthrie Perry
Brooks (IN) Hagedorn Posey
Buchanan Harris Ratcliffe
Buck Hartzler Reed
Bucshon Hern, Kevin Reschenthaler
Budd Hice (GA) Rice (SC)
Burchett Higgins (LA) Riggleman
Burgess Hill (AR) Roby
Byrne Holding Rodgers (WA)
Calvert Hollingsworth Roe, David P.
Carter (GA) Hudson Rogers (AL)
Carter (TX) Hunter Rogers (KY)
Chabot Hurd (TX) Rose, John W.
Cheney Johnson (LA) Rouzer
Cline Johnson (OH) Roy
Cloud Jordan Rutherford
Cole Joyce (OH) Scalise
Collins (GA) Joyce (PA) Schweikert
Comer Keller Scott, Austin
Conaway Kelly (MS) Sensenbrenner
Cook Kelly (PA) Shimkus
Costa King (IA) Simpson
Crawford King (NY) Smith (MO)
Crenshaw Kinzinger Smith (NE)
Curtis Kustoff (TN) Smucker
Davidson (OH) LaHood Spano
Dayvis, Rodney LaMalfa Stauber
DesJarlais Lamborn Steil
Duncan Latta Steube
Dunn Lesko Stewart
Emmer Long Stivers
Estes Loudermilk Taylor
Ferguson Lucas Thompson (PA)
Fleischmann Luetkemeyer Thornberry
Flores Marshall Timmons
Fortenberry Massie Tipton
Foxx (NC) Mast Upton
Fulcher McCarthy Wagner
Gaetz McCaul Walberg

Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amash
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)

Abraham
Beyer
Castro (TX)
Clyburn
Collins (NY)
Correa
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Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman

NOES—237

Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Norton
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone

Womack
Woodall
Wright
Young
Zeldin

Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Richmond
Rooney (FL)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sablan
San Nicolas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stefanik
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—17

Cummings
Duffy
Gabbard
Huizenga
Marchant
McEachin

Radewagen
Rice (NY)
Turner
Wilson (FL)
Yoho
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR
The CHAIR (during the vote). There
is 1 minute remaining.

O 1126

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 3, AS MODIFIED, OFFERED BY

MR. GOSAR

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment, as modified, offered by
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GOSAR) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the noes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment, as modified.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment, as modified.

RECORDED VOTE

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute
vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 187, noes 237,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 528]

the

AYES—187
Aderholt Gallagher McClintock
Allen Gianforte McHenry
Amodei Gibbs McKinley
Armstrong Gohmert Meadows
Arrington Gonzalez (OH) Meuser
Babin Gonzalez-Colon Miller
Bacon (PR) Mitchell
Baird Gooden Moolenaar
Balderson Gosar Mooney (WV)
Banks Granger Mullin
Barr Graves (GA) Newhouse
Bergman Graves (LA) Norman
Biggs Graves (MO) Nunes
Bilirakis Green (TN) Olson
Bishop (UT) Griffith Palazzo
Bost Grothman Palmer
Brady Guest Pence
Brooks (AL) Guthrie Perry
Brooks (IN) Hagedorn Peterson
Buchanan Harris Posey
Buck Hartzler Ratcliffe
Bucshon Hern, Kevin Reed
Budd Herrera Beutler Reschenthaler
Burchett Hice (GA) Rice (SC)
Burgess Higgins (LA) Riggleman
Byrne Hill (AR) Roby
Calvert Holding Rodgers (WA)
Carter (GA) Hollingsworth Roe, David P.
Carter (TX) Hudson Rogers (AL)
Chabot Hunter Rogers (KY)
Cheney Hurd (TX) Rose, John W.
Cline Johnson (LA) Rouzer
Cloud Johnson (OH) Roy
Cole Johnson (SD) Rutherford
Collins (GA) Jordan Scalise
Comer Joyce (OH) Schweikert
Conaway Joyce (PA) Scott, Austin
Cook Keller Shimkus
Costa Kelly (MS) Simpson
Crawford Kelly (PA) Smith (MO)
Crenshaw King (IA) Smith (NE)
Curtis King (NY) Smucker
Davidson (OH) Kinzinger Spano
Davis, Rodney Kustoff (TN) Stauber
DesdJarlais LaHood Steil
Duffy LaMalfa Steube
Duncan Lamborn Stewart
Dunn Latta Stivers
Emmer Lesko Taylor
Estes Long Thompson (PA)
Ferguson Loudermilk Thornberry
Fleischmann Lucas Timmons
Flores Luetkemeyer Tipton
Fortenberry Marshall Turner
Foxx (NC) Massie Upton
Fulcher McCarthy Wagner
Gaetz McCaul Walberg

Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Amash
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer

Abraham
Castro (TX)
Clyburn
Collins (NY)
Correa

Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman

NOES—237

Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Mast
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
Norton
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta

Cummings
Gabbard
Harder (CA)
Huizenga
Marchant
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Womack
Woodall
Wright
Young
Zeldin

Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Richmond
Rooney (FL)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sablan
San Nicolas
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stefanik
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—14

McEachin
Radewagen
Rice (NY)
Yoho
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So the amendment, as modified, was
rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. HARDER of California. Mr. Chair, had |
been present, | would have voted “nay” on
rollcall No. 528.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr.
BUTTERFIELD). There being no further
amendments, under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
CASTEN of Illinois) having assumed the
chair, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Acting Chair
of the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 1146) to amend
Public Law 115-97 (commonly known as
the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act) to repeal
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge oil
and gas program, and for other pur-
poses, and, pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 548, he reported the bill, as amend-
ed by that resolution, back to the
House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I have a
motion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, in its current
form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Curtis moves to recommit the bill,
H.R. 1146, to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources with instructions to report the same
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment:

At the end of the bill, add the following:
SEC.  .EFFECTIVE DATE.

Section 2 of this Act shall take effect on
the date the President certifies that the en-
actment of this Act will not result in a net
increase of Russian oil and gas imports into
the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah is recognized for 5 minutes in sup-
port of his motion.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, we are all
familiar with the famous line from
Thomas Jefferson, ‘“The government
closest to the people serves the people
best.”” So how is it that we are here
today considering a bill that has been
opposed by every member of the Alas-
kan delegation since 1980? Not just the
Alaskan delegation, but every Gov-
ernor of Alaska since 1980 and even the
gubernatorial candidates last year, two
Republicans, an independent, and a
Democrat, opposed this bill.
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This week, many of my friends across
the aisle sought to protect their coast-
lines by banning offshore energy devel-
opment. They know what is best in
their States. Apparently, the same
standard of local control does not
apply to Mr. YOUNG, who is the only
person in this body elected by the resi-
dents of Alaska.

Not only is this bill opposed by the
entire Alaskan delegation, it is opposed
by the local Alaska Native population
and written without their consulta-
tion.

As a Member who represents Bears
Ears, I hear from my colleagues all the
time how important it is to have Na-
tive American consultation, and they
are right. However, with local Alaska
Native opposition to this bill and no
consultation, there seems to be a dou-
ble standard.

In fact, just 3 days ago, I sat in a
hearing where BLM was criticized for
not working with the Native popu-
lation. They held 11 hearings, 7 listen-
ing sessions—apparently, not enough.

Unless I missed 18 trips of my col-
leagues to Alaska, we are working with
a double standard.

Those of you from States with very
little Federal ownership have a dif-
ficult time understanding what it is
like being from a State or county with
90 percent Federal ownership. Imagine
being a local elected official maintain-
ing roads, police, fire, sewers, and
parks when only 10 percent of your
property generates property tax.

At the end of the day, Mr. YOUNG and
the native Alaskans, not the rest of us,
should be determining the fate of Alas-
ka.

Mr. Speaker, I have heard the argu-
ment that this development will con-
tribute to climate change. Really? I am
listening. This is one Republican who
believes the climate is changing and
man is influencing it, but I am baffled
why so many of my colleagues will give
a pass to a human rights-violating dic-
tator in China and deny the local na-
tive Alaskans the right to have a living
off the land.

If we were serious about climate
change, I have an idea. Let’s take all
the natural gas we are putting back
into the ground in ANWR and send it
to China and India. We would do more
to reduce global carbon emissions than
by implementing the entire Green New
Deal.

I have heard the term ‘‘science de-
nier” tossed around, but I ask, who is
denying science the most? Those who
ignore 85 percent of carbon coming
from outside the TUnited States, or
those who think that impacting 0.01
percent of ANWR will destroy the Alas-
kan environment?

Let’s put this in perspective. ANWR
is less than 5 percent of Alaska. This
project is less than 0.01 percent of
ANWR. For perspective, that is like
taking a janitorial closet in the Cap-
itol of 175 feet and putting HVAC in it
to keep us warm and cool. That is the
perspective.
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When the other side is ready to fight
climate change, Republicans stand
ready. This is not one of those times.

To start, my friend GREG WALDEN
and his colleagues on the Energy and
Commerce Committee seem to have
the ability to generate a bill almost
daily that would truly impact the true
problems with climate change.

Mr. Speaker, this motion to recom-
mit will prevent the bill from taking
effect until the President certifies that
it will not result in a net increase of
Russian o0il and gas imports into the
United States.

The answer to climate change is not
making the U.S. more reliant on for-
eign fossil fuels. A vote for this MTR is
a vote to support local Alaska Natives.

I repeat, the answer to climate
change is not making the U.S. more re-
liant on foreign fossil fuels. The last
time I checked, Ryan Zinke was the
only one riding a horse.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the
motion to recommit, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in opposition to the motion to recom-
mit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, for
those who have flights to catch and
would like to get out of here, I think I
have some good news. I think we can
keep this pretty short and pretty sim-
ple because this is a very simple bill. It
reflects the proposition that there are
some places that are simply too spe-
cial, that are too unique, that are too
environmentally vital, and that are too
sacred to indigenous people to wreck
them with oil and gas development.
Surely, that is something that most
Americans and even most people in
this body, regardless of their party,
could agree upon.

In fact, we saw bipartisan votes yes-
terday that reflected the same propo-
sition that the pristine coasts of the
Atlantic, the Lowcountry in South
Carolina, and the beautiful California
coast are places too special to wreck
them with new oil and gas develop-
ment. If my colleagues believe in this
simple proposition, then, surely, it
must apply to America’s largest wild-
life refuge and to the beating biological
heart of that refuge, the coastal plain
of the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.
That is the simple thing that this bill
is all about.

Unfortunately, this motion to recom-
mit is an attempt to distract us from
that, to delay protections against this
drilling, so that this administration
can rush a lease plan forward. Frankly,
by that time, it is too late. You can’t
go backward once you open a place like
this up to drilling.

Now, my friends’ concern for the
local voices, some of whom in Alaska
want to see drilling, would be a lot
more persuasive if, yesterday, we
hadn’t had a vote where my friends
across the aisle thumbed their nose at
the local voices in California, South
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Carolina, Florida, and other places
that don’t want offshore drilling. So
let’s be consistent about what local
voices matter, and let’s acknowledge
the reality that the only voice they
really are hearing is that of Big Oil.

The truth is that this bill will not af-
fect or impact our role in global energy
markets in the slightest. The minority
seems to believe that we can provide
enough oil, if we just drill everywhere,
to let everyone in the world break free
of Russian gas or Saudi Arabian oil.

The truth is that we are, right now,
the largest oil producer in the world.
We produce over 12 million barrels of
crude oil every single day, and we are
not going to be able to corner the mar-
ket. I certainly don’t think, in light of
that fact, that we should put at risk
America’s coastal jobs or our biggest
wildlife refuge in the Arctic under this
misguided notion of so-called energy
dominance.

Now, I want to just close with two
things. First, for those who may still
have some fiscal sensibility, I think
there are still a few in this House who
would like to talk about fiscal issues.
Last week, Taxpayers for Common
Sense said in an op-ed: ‘““‘Drilling in the
Arctic Refuge will be difficult and
costs from mistakes high. Right now,
oil and gas is plentiful and prices are
low, so this isn’t the time to develop
marginal areas. It’s not like the oil is
going away. So without huge returns,
this action will put taxpayers on the
hook for a lot of risk with little poten-
tial reward. In the current fiscal and
energy climate, if drilling proposals in
the Arctic Refuge move forward, the
joke’s on us.”

Let the joke not be on us, colleagues.

Finally, I want to close by pointing
out that there are some people who
have traveled thousands of miles to be
with us today, all the way from Alas-
ka, the Gwich’in people, an indigenous
community that since time immemo-
rial have depended on the Porcupine
caribou herd and its migratory route
and its calving grounds that are abso-
lutely in the heart of the coastal plain
of the Arctic Refuge. Many of them are
here today.

And, ladies and gentlemen, none of us
here on this floor have to worry about
what our ancestors and what our fam-
ily depend on for our way of life, for
our culture, for what is sacred for
them, depending on the outcome of this
vote. For Gwich’in people, that is ex-
actly what is at stake.

So, colleagues, let’s do the right
thing for the environment. Let’s recog-
nize that some places are too special to
wreck with oil and gas drilling. Let’s
do right by the Gwich’in people. Vote
“no’”” on this motion to recommit and
“‘yes’ on the underlying bill.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.
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The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 189, nays
229, not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 529]

YEAS—189
Aderholt Gooden Nunes
Allen Gosar Olson
Amodei Granger Palazzo
Armstrong Graves (GA) Palmer
Arrington Graves (LA) Pence
Babin Graves (MO) Perry
Bacon Green (TN) Posey
Baird Griffith Ratcliffe
Balderson Grothman Reed
Banks Guest Reschenthaler
Barr Guthrie Rice (SC)
Bergman Hagedorn Riggleman
Biggs Harris Roby
Bilirakis Hartzler Rodgers (WA)
Bishop (UT) Hern, Kevin Roe, David P.
Bost Herrera Beutler Rogers (AL)
Brady Hice (GA) Rogers (KY)
Brooks (AL) Higgins (LA) Rose, John W.
Brooks (IN) Hill (AR) Rouzer
Buchanan Holding Roy
Buck Hollingsworth Rutherford
Bucshon Hudson Scalise
Budd Hunter Schweikert
Burchett Hurd (TX) Scott, Austin
Burgess Johnson (LA) Sensenbrenner
Byrne Johnson (OH) Shimkus
Calvert Johnson (SD) Simpson
Carter (GA) Jordan Smith (MO)
Carter (TX) Joyce (OH) Smith (NE)
Chabot Joyce (PA) Smucker
Cheney Katko Spano
Cline Keller Stauber
Cloud Kelly (MS) Stefanik
Cole Kelly (PA) Steil
Collins (GA) King (IA) Steube
Comer King (NY) Stewart
Conaway Kinzinger Stivers
Cook Kustoff (TN) Taylor
Crawford LaHood Thompson (PA)
Crenshaw LaMalfa Thornberry
Curtis Lamborn Timmons
Davidson (OH) Latta Tipton
Davis, Rodney Lesko Turner
DesJarlais Long Upton
Diaz-Balart Loudermilk Wagner
Duffy Lucas Walberg
Duncan Luetkemeyer Walden
Dunn Marshall Walker
Emmer Massie Walorski
Estes Mast Waltz
Ferguson McCarthy Watkins
Fitzpatrick MecClintock Weber (TX)
Fleischmann McHenry Webster (FL)
Flores McKinley Wenstrup
Fortenberry Meadows Westerman
Foxx (NC) Meuser Williams
Fulcher Miller Wilson (SC)
Gaetz Mitchell Wittman
Gallagher Moolenaar Womack
Gianforte Mooney (WV) Woodall
Gibbs Mullin Wright
Gohmert Newhouse Young
Gonzalez (OH) Norman Zeldin

NAYS—229
Adams Blunt Rochester  Cartwright
Aguilar Bonamici Case
Allred Boyle, Brendan Casten (IL)
Amash F. Castor (FL)
Axne Brindisi Chu, Judy
Barragan Brown (MD) Cicilline
Bass Brownley (CA) Cisneros
Beatty Bustos Clark (MA)
Bera Butterfield Clarke (NY)
Beyer Carbajal Clay
Bishop (GA) Cardenas Cleaver
Blumenauer Carson (IN) Cohen

Connolly
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)

Abraham
Castro (TX)
Clyburn
Collins (NY)
Correa

Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter

Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Richmond
Rooney (FL)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—14

Cummings
Gabbard
Gonzalez (TX)
Huizenga
Marchant
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McCaul
McEachin
Rice (NY)
Yoho

So the motion to recommit was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea” on rollcall No. 529.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 225, noes 193,
not voting 14, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)

Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bergman
Biggs

[Roll No. 530]
AYES—225

Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Moulton
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone

NOES—193
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost
Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne

Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Richmond
Rooney (FL)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stefanik
Stevens
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cloud

Cole
Collins (GA)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Costa



H7690

Crawford Johnson (SD) Rodgers (WA)
Crenshaw Jordan Roe, David P.
Cuellar Joyce (OH) Rogers (AL)
Curtis Joyce (PA) Rogers (KY)
Davidson (OH) Katko Rose, John W.
Davis, Rodney Keller Rouzer
DesJarlais Kelly (MS) Roy
Diaz-Balart Kelly (PA) Rutherford
Duffy King (IA) Scalise
Dunn Kinsinger Sehweikert
Emmer Kustoff (TN) Soott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Estes LaHood Shimlkus
Ferguson LaMalfa X
Fleischmann Lamborn Slmpson
Fletcher Latta Smith (MO)
Flores Lesko Smith (NE)
Fortenberry Long Smucker
Foxx (NC) Loudermilk Spano
Fulcher Lucas Stauber
Gaetz Luetkemeyer Steil
Gallagher Marshall Steube
Gianforte Massie Stewart
Gibbs Mast Stivers
Gohmert McCarthy Taylor
Gonzalez (OH) McCaul Thompson (PA)
Gooden McClintock Thornberry
Gosar McHenry Timmons
Granger McKinley Tipton
Graves (GA) Meadows Turner
Graves (LA) Meuser Upton
Graves (MO) Miller Vela
Gr@erll (TN) Mitchell Wagner
Griffith Moolenaar Walberg
Grothman Mooney (WV) Walden
Guest Mullin Walker
Guthrie Newhouse .
Hagedorn Norman Walorski
Harris Nunes Walcz}
Hartzler Olson Watkins
Hern, Kevin Palazzo Weber (TX)
Herrera Beutler ~ Palmer Webster (FL)
Hice (GA) Pence Wenstrup
Higgins (LA) Perry Westerman
Hill (AR) Peterson Williams
Holding Posey Wilson (SC)
Hollingsworth Ratcliffe Wittman
Hudson Reed Womack
Hunter Reschenthaler Woodall
Hurd (TX) Rice (SC) Wright
Johnson (LA) Riggleman Young
Johnson (OH) Roby Zeldin
NOT VOTING—14
Abraham Correa Marchant
Baird Cummings McEachin
Castro (TX) Gabbard Rice (NY)
Clyburn Gonzalez (TX) Yoho
Collins (NY) Huizenga
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. VELA. Mr. Speaker, at the end of a long
vote series today, | unintentionally voted nay
for H.R. 1146, the Arctic Cultural and Coastal
Plan Protection Act, on rollcall number 530.
Had | been able to correct my vote at that
time, | would have voted “aye.”

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, | was
necessarily absent from votes on Thursday
September 12, 2019. Had | been present, |
would have voted “nay” on rollcall No. 526;
“nay” on rollcall No. 527; “nay” on rollcall No.
528; “nay” on rollcall No. 529; and “yea” on
rolicall No. 530.

DIRECTING THE CLERK TO PRO-
VIDE AUDIO BACKUP FILE OF
DEPOSITION OF ROGER J. STONE
JR.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I send
to the desk a resolution (H. Res. 553)
directing the Clerk of the House of
Representatives to provide a copy of
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the on-the-record portions of the audio
backup file of the transcribed inter-
view of Roger J. Stone Jr. conducted
by the Permanent Select Committee
on Intelligence on September 26, 2017,
to the prosecuting attorneys in the
case of the United States of America v.
Stone, No. 1:19-cr-00018-ABJ (D.D.C),
and ask unanimous consent for its im-
mediate 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 gen-
tleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 553

Whereas on September 26, 2017, Roger J.
Stone Jr. appeared in Washington, DC, and
was interviewed by the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence of the House of
Representatives in connection with that
Committee’s investigation into Russian in-
terference in the 2016 United States election;

Whereas the Department of Justice re-
quested in a December 14, 2018, letter to the
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence
that the Committee provide a transcript of
its September 26, 2017, interview with Mr.
Stone, as well as any other written submis-
sions or correspondence from Mr. Stone or
his attorneys before and after his interview;

Whereas on December 20, 2018, pursuant to
a bipartisan Committee vote on that date
authorizing the release of Executive Session
materials, the then-Chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence jointly sent the
Department of Justice the transcript of Mr.
Stone’s September 26, 2017, interview, as well
as an enumerated list of related materials;

Whereas on January 24, 2019, Mr. Stone was
indicted by a grand jury on seven counts, in-
cluding one count of obstruction of an offi-
cial proceeding, in violation of sections 1505
and 2 of title 18, United States Code, and five
counts of making false statements in viola-
tion of sections 1001(a)(2) and 2 of title 18,
United States Code;

Whereas the Department of Justice re-
quested via letter on August 20, 2019, that
the House voluntarily provide to it a copy of
the on-the-record portions of the audio
backup file of Mr. Stone’s September 26, 2017,
transcribed interview;

Whereas by the privileges and rights of the
House of Representatives, an audio backup
file of Mr. Stone’s transcribed interview may
not be taken from the possession or control
of the Clerk of the House of Representatives
by mandate of process of the article III
courts of the United States, and may not be
provided pursuant to requests by the court
or the parties to United States of America v.
Stone except at the direction of the House;
and

Whereas it is the judgment of the House of
Representatives that, in the particular cir-
cumstances of this case, providing a copy of
the on-the-record portions of the audio
backup file of Mr. Stone’s transcribed inter-
view to the prosecuting attorneys in the case
of United States v. Stone would promote the
ends of justice in a manner consistent with
the privileges and rights of the House: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives directs the Clerk of the House to pro-
vide for use at trial a copy of the on-the-
record portions of the audio backup file of
the transcribed interview of Roger J. Stone
Jr. that was conducted by the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the House
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of Representatives on September 26, 2017, to
the prosecuting attorneys in the case of
United States of America v. Stone, No. 1:19-cr-
00018-ABJ (D.D.C.).

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Miss Kaitlyn
Roberts, one of his secretaries.

————
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), for the purpose of inquiring of
the majority leader the schedule for
the week to come.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, the House
will meet at 12 p.m. for morning-hour
debate, and 2 p.m. for legislative busi-
ness, with votes postponed until 6:30
p.m. On Wednesday and Thursday of
next week, the House will meet at 10
a.m. for morning-hour debate, and 12
p.m. for legislative business. On Fri-
day, the House will meet at 9 a.m. for
legislative business, and last votes are
expected no later than 3 p.m.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills will be an-
nounced by the close of business to-
morrow.

The House, Mr. Speaker, will con-
sider a clean continuing resolution to
fund the government past September
30. While the House did its work, and
sent 10 appropriation bills to the Sen-
ate, funding 96 percent of the govern-
ment—the first time that is been done
in over three decades—I am dis-
appointed that the Senate failed to
pass a single appropriation bill. Not
one.

Not only that, they haven’t filed any
until just the other day when we got
back from the summer break.

I am disappointed that the Senate
failed to introduce a single appropria-
tion bill for the first time in more than
three decades. So that while we were
very successful, the Senate failed to
move forward.

Therefore, as we wait for them to
complete their work so that we can
begin conference negotiations, a con-
tinuing resolution will be necessary to
prevent another government shutdown
like the one we experienced earlier this
year.

In addition, the House will consider
H.R. 1423, Forced Arbitration Injustice
Repeal Act, called the FAIR Act, and
the legislation would eliminate forced
arbitration in employment, consumer,
and civil rights cases so that Ameri-
cans, as they have under the Constitu-
tion, would have the right to seek re-
dress of grievances through the courts.
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This would restore access to justice
for millions of Americans who are cur-
rently locked out of the court system
and are forced to settle their disputes
against companies in a private system
of arbitration.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, as it re-
lates to the funding of government, I
know that it is important that as we fi-
nally got an agreement a few months
ago to come up with a 2-year budget
process where we agreed on numbers of
funding, especially for the Defense De-
partment which needs that certainty,
they don’t want these short-term CRs.
They need the long-term certainty so
they can go out and acquire the kind of
equipment we need to keep our men
and women in uniform safe to effec-
tively do their jobs in a safe manner.

One of the things I would point out,
as the gentleman talked about the Sen-
ate process, let’s be clear that the
House bills that were passed out moved
on a very partisan basis. There were no
bipartisan agreements as you passed
the bills out of the House.

The Senate does work differently.
The Senate has to have a 60-vote mar-
gin to get any bills moved, so they
have been in negotiations to try to get,
not a partisan agreement but a bipar-
tisan agreement, and, unfortunately,
so far, they have had a lot of problems
with some of the Senate Democrats
who try to put poison pills in those
budget talks that would ultimately not
yield something that can get signed
into law and would not comply with
the 2-year budget agreement that we
reached.

So I would encourage both on our
side, there should have been a bipar-
tisan agreement on the bills that are
moved through, and at least there are
some talks going on, but they haven’t
resulted in bipartisan legislation that
can get signed by the President.

The Senate needs to do the same
thing. And so we are beyond the time
for partisan differences. Now is the
time where we need to come together
and agree on those things that we can
put in a bill that can get signed into
law. Drop this idea of these poison pills
that everybody knows will gum up the
works. Let’s get the certainty that we
deserve for a full budget process for the
year.

We are not there yet. If we have to do
a short-term budget agreement or
short-term CR, then that is one thing
that we may consider next week. We
haven’t seen the final details, of
course. It would have to be clean with
no poison pills attached to it. But,
hopefully, that yields talks that are
truly bipartisan, which we haven’t, un-
fortunately, seen to this point.

So I would hope that we can get be-
yond that next week. It gives us more
time to have real negotiations that can
result in something that can get signed
into law and give certainty to our men
and women in uniform and all of the
other agencies that rely on us doing
that work on a bipartisan basis.

I would like to shift gears and ask
the gentleman about the TUnited
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States-Mexico-Canada Agreement,
USMCA. I yield to the gentleman if he
has something to add to that.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I understand the gentleman said a lot
of things about reaching bipartisan
agreements and all of this sort of stuff,
and the Senate needed 60 votes. They
didn’t introduce a bill. Not a single ap-
propriation bill was introduced.
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They had the same 60-vote require-
ment last year, and they passed a lot of
bills last year. The reason they didn’t
pass bills is that the President of the
United States wouldn’t come to the
table and agree on caps. They could
have done the same thing we did.

We are an independent branch of gov-
ernment. We are the Article I branch of
government. We appropriate money.
We spend money. But the Senate has
not done its work.

If you brought the bills to the floor
and couldn’t get 60 votes, we get it. But
I will tell my friend that there is great
frustration. For the first time since my
friend has been a Member of the Con-
gress, we passed 96 percent of the fund-
ing for government by June 30, other-
wise known as 3 full months before the
end of the fiscal year, giving the Sen-
ate a lot of time.

But, no, we had to wait and wait and
wait until the President sent down Sec-
retary Mnuchin, and we finally made
an agreement on 302(a)s, in other
words, the caps, what we were going to
spend.

With all due respect to all this talk
about bipartisanship and that we need
to work together, that is, of course,
true. It was not true in the Congresses
when my friend’s party was in the ma-
jority. The Republicans passed partisan
bills, and they went over to the Senate.
The Senate didn’t take them, and we
went back and forth.

There has been no back and forth. We
did our work, and although the Repub-
licans disagreed with the numbers pub-
licly, privately, very frankly, a lot of
my friend’s Members told me the num-
bers were pretty good numbers, and
they liked them, including defense. We
passed a Defense bill with a substantial
increase for our troops, readiness, oper-
ations, and training.

I say that to Mr. Whip not to criti-
cize my friend but to simply say that
of all this verbiage about being nice to
get together and do something, the reg-
ular order is we pass bills, the Senate
passes bills, and then we have a con-
ference. Unfortunately, we have gotten
away from that, which I think is very
bad for the House, the Senate, and the
American people.

We cannot go to conference if the
Senate doesn’t even pass a bill, doesn’t
even introduce a bill, waiting on the
President of the United States to say,
“Simon says.”

We can’t get a bill supported by 90
percent of the American people, com-
prehensive background checks, which
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90 percent, a majority of my friend’s
party, a majority of my party, and a
majority of independents thinks makes
common sense. We passed it in Feb-
ruary, and we can’t even have it on the
floor in the United States Senate.

Not only are they not doing appro-
priations bills, but they are not doing
any other bills either. They spend all
their time on judges.

We are a little frustrated on this side
because we have done our work. Nine-
ty-six percent of government is funded,
and, yes, there could have been dif-
ferences of opinion. They should have
passed bills and said, no, we don’t
agree.

Mr. Speaker, the problem they would
have had, I tell my friend, is that they
didn’t want to have bipartisan bills be-
cause, yes, it would have required them
to get 60 votes, and they didn’t want to
make the compromises necessary to
get 60 votes.

We are here, just a little more than
15 days before the end of the fiscal
year, and the Senate has not passed a
single bill while we have funded 96 per-
cent of government. This CR is nec-
essary. Nobody wants to shut down
government, I hope. Hopefully, the CR
will not have anything that either
party will disagree with, and we will
extend some things that need to be ex-
tended because we haven’t acted upon
them in a timely fashion. But I am
hopeful that the CR will get to the
Senate, that we will pass the CR, that
there will be no drama, and then, as
the gentleman suggests, and I agree
with him, that we will sit down in a bi-
partisan way and try to reach agree-
ment on each 1 of the 12 appropriations
bills and either put them separately or
in a minibus or omnibus and pass them
to fund the government and not have
what we had last year and into the first
part of 2017, a shutdown of the Govern-
ment of the United States. That was
not good for the people of our country,
not good for our government employ-
ees, and not good for the Congress of
the United States to be unable to do its
work, resulting in a shutdown of gov-
ernment.

I appreciate the gentleman’s senti-
ment about doing things in a bipar-
tisan way, but you can’t do things in a
bipartisan way if they don’t come to
the floor. If the leader over there
doesn’t have 60 votes, then he needs to
reach a compromise because we need to
get our business done. We passed all of
our bills. Some were not partisan, I
think, in many ways, but there was a
determination not to vote for them be-
cause we hadn’t reached a caps num-
ber. I think that was unfortunate be-
cause I think, as someone who served
on the committee for 23 years, Mr.
Speaker, we passed our bills in many,
many instances—most instances—in a
bipartisan fashion.

I didn’t want the comment to go not
responded to, in terms of the Senate’s
refusal and unwillingness to act and do
its business. And here we are, not a sin-
gle Dbill—mot one—has been passed
through the committee.
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The gentleman’s party has the ma-
jority on the committee. At least my
friend could report them out of com-
mittee and then work on getting 60
votes.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, there
were a number of items that my friend
brought up. I will start with the gov-
ernment shutdown that the gentleman
referred to last year. When we were in
the majority last year, we passed bi-
partisan bills to fund over 70 percent of
the government prior to October 1—no
shutdown—more than 70 percent of the
government that we worked with
Democrats and President Trump to get
an agreement on, including defense, so
our men and women in uniform did not
have that uncertainty and had that full
year of funding. All of that was worked
out.

Clearly, we had a difference of agree-
ment over the Homeland Security De-
partment because of funding for border
security. The government shutdown
was clearly over whether or not we
were going to have a secure border and
all the things that were involved, in-
cluding physical barriers. We resolved
it, and the President was able to get
over $4.5 billion of new money to con-
tinue putting that physical security in
place to secure our Nation’s border.
That took a few more months, but we
resolved it.

Keep in mind, over 70 percent of the
government was fully funded prior to
the end of the fiscal year, working with
Republicans and Democrats in the
House and Senate.

As the gentleman brags about pass-
ing over 96 percent of the bills out of
the House, it has to be noted that the
majority didn’t work with Republicans
to do it. The easy thing is just to say
that we will just talk amongst our-
selves, knowing it will never get signed
into law. Of course, a partisan bill is
not going to get signed into law when
you have a President of the different
party or when you have a Senate con-
trolled by a different party.

The Senate works differently than
us. We can have that debate for an-
other day. We would probably both
agree on a lot of the differences we
have with how the Senate operates.
But because of their 60-vote require-
ment, they know nothing is going to
pass unless they have Republican and
Democratic agreement in those nego-
tiations.

Let’s be clear about what is bottling
up those negotiations. There are Sen-
ate Democrats in Democratic leader-
ship on the Democratic side who are of-
fering up things that everybody knows
are poison pills that would not get
signed into law.

They are at an impasse. They need to
break that impasse. That is their issue.
But, Mr. Speaker, you can talk to some
of the Senate Democrats who are try-
ing to offer up things that everybody
knows will not happen or become law
or pass over there, but both sides need
to come together.

Mr. Speaker, when you pass an NDAA
bill—and the gentleman from Maryland
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knows this. The National Defense Au-
thorization Act is a bill that a Repub-
lican-controlled House or a Demo-
cratic-controlled House, no matter who
has been in charge, we have come to-
gether always. Every single year that
we have moved an NDAA, it has been
bipartisan. This is the first year that
the majority broke from that.

The majority passed a partisan bill
on defense knowing it was never going
to become law but not working with
Democrats and breaking the tradition
that every year we have followed, that
Republicans and Democrats would
come together and say that we have all
of these other differences—and there
are a lot of differences that we have
that we need to work through. We
might get some; we might not get oth-
ers. But we put defense on the side and
said that this is one where we will
come together, Republicans and Demo-
crats in every year we did it, including
last year when we were in the major-
ity.

This year, the majority did not. They
broke that tradition. It is unfortunate
because, again, that will never become
law.

My friend can brag they got it done,
but they got something done that will
never get signed into law and broke a
tradition that we have always had that
that bill was bipartisan, making sure
that we work together to take care of
our men and women in uniform in a
way that they deserve and in a timely
way.

I would hope that we would get those
things done before October 1. But we
all know what came out of this House
is not what is going to be a final prod-
uct.

Let’s work better to get these ad-
dressed, working with Members of both
parties and the President, who, by the
way, did agree with us on the numbers.
We are in agreement. The House, the
Senate, and the White House have fi-
nally agreed on the numbers.

Now it is up to us in the Congress to
come to an agreement. It is not just,
hey, we passed our bill with just mem-
bers of our party. It is going to have to
mean people work together through
those differences as we have done in
the past.

Sometimes we disagreed. Seventy
percent of government was funded last
year prior to October 1. Ultimately, we
got agreement on the rest.

Does the gentleman have anything
else to say on that before I move on?

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. SCALISE. I yield to the gen-

tleman from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the defense
bill passed this House with almost
every Republican voting against it. It
was a bill that provided $733 billion, a
figure that the Joint Chiefs of Staff
suggested publicly. It was a figure that
I know personally was a figure that
was deemed acceptable by the leader-
ship of the authorizing committee and
the appropriating committee on the
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Republican side. The rhetoric was to-
tally partisan.

We have now made a deal, and we are
now going to save defense because we
did $5 billion more. The figure last
year, of course, was somewhere around
$700 billion, a little over.

I will tell my friend that we believe
on our side of the aisle that the opposi-
tion to the defense bill was totally par-
tisan, no attempt at bipartisanship.
Yes, the Republicans had some success
in getting bipartisan bills through.
Why? Because we were prepared to vote
in a bipartisan way.

That is the difference. We were pre-
pared to vote in a bipartisan way. We
were prepared to accept my friend’s
party was the majority.

Mr. Speaker, we understand when
you are in the minority you work to
get the best objective you think is pos-
sible. We did that, and the gentleman,
Mr. Speaker, says that they got bipar-
tisan bills done because Democrats
voted for them, including me. But I
know the number was an acceptable
number, and it was a number suggested
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Yet we
heard rhetoric after rhetoric of how
this was letting down the Defense De-
partment.

What did they do? They made a deal,
not $733 billion, $738 billion. My good-
ness, what an extraordinary difference.
They voted against funding the men
and women in uniform, funding oper-
ations, and funding overseas contin-
gencies.

I hope that we get off this. If you
want to talk bipartisan, act bipartisan,
Mr. Speaker. Talk is cheap. It was
clear that Democrats, in fact, when the
Republicans were in the majority, did
vote on a number of occasions, not
every occasion, for bipartisanship. But
you can’t have bipartisanship if you
don’t introduce a bill.

Mr. Speaker, the Republicans have
the majority in the United States Sen-
ate on the committee. They don’t need
60 votes in the committee. They don’t
need 60 percent. They don’t need two-
thirds. All they need is a simple major-
ity to pass a bill out of committee, as
the gentleman pointed out when he
said we did fund some pieces of govern-
ment before. Why? Because we got bi-
partisan agreement.
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And I have never seen, as I say, in
three decades, the Senate fail to even
introduce an appropriation bill prior to
the end of July.

I hope the Senate will move with
some degree of alacrity. I hope that we
will get to agreement on these 12 bills.
I hope that we will fund the govern-
ment and not have a shutdown, as we
had the last time. The first time it has
ever happened in a new Congress where
the government was shutdown—all
over the wall—which a number of Re-
publicans have said is not a useful
thing to do.

I won’t name them. I am sure the mi-
nority whip, the Republican whip,
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knows a lot of them. They served in
this body. Some are chairman of com-
mittees over there now.

So I am hopeful that we will move to-
gether on the appropriations process
and do our business, do it on time, as
we have done here in the House so that
the American people can be well-
served.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, let’s be
clear on the funding of government.
From last year, we did fund over 70 per-
cent of the government, and we didn’t
play a partisan game with our Nation’s
defense.

This bill, the NDAA, you can talk
about what both sides should do.

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. SCALISE. Let me make this

point, because you have made some
points that aren’t completely accurate.

The number we agreed upon—but if
you say, Okay, we agree on a certain
spending level, that is one part of the
debate. But you then go put policies in
the bill at that level that undermine,
not only our beliefs of what is best for
national defense, but what the Presi-
dent needs to do to be able to do his job
to secure our border. You did that in
the bill knowing that that would make
it partisan. It was a bipartisan bill, and
then you added provisions, like things
that would undermine the ability to se-
cure America’s border in that bill
knowing it was partisan.

If you took that out, you knew it
would have been a bipartisan bill, but
you left it in. And that is a pattern we
have seen from Speaker PELOSI’S ma-
jority this year.

We had a bill in the Committee on
Energy and Commerce to lower drug
prices—a major problem in this coun-
try. Republicans and Democrats
worked for months and came up with a
bill in the committee of jurisdiction to
solve the problem and lower drug
prices.

And you know what happened? It was
a unanimous vote—unanimous vote.

People looking at Congress going,
Wow, here in the year 2019, on a major
issue like lowering drug prices, Repub-
licans and Democrats came together
and figured out a way to lower drug
prices, and the vote was unanimous.

You would figure we would put that
on suspension the next day to pass it
out, so we could get it signed by the
President as soon as possible and lower
drug prices as soon as possible.

And you know what happened? It just
happened a few months ago. As that
bill came out of committee unani-
mously to lower drug prices, the
Speaker made a decision that she was
going to put a poison pill in it—after it
came out of committee, before it was
voted on on the House floor—knowing
what that would do.

And it immediately became a par-
tisan bill because you put something in
that you knew was not going to get Re-
publican support. And so the bill
passed out of the House. And you can
brag you passed it, but it is not going
to go anywhere.
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It will not become law, but we had a
bill that was unanimous out of com-
mittee to lower drug prices. It would be
signed into law today if you wouldn’t
have done that. But you wanted to play
political games, and it has happened
over and over.

And so you can talk about what you
passed, but when there was a bill that
was unanimous out of the committee of
jurisdiction, where doctors, people in
the healthcare professions, people in
business, people on both sides of the
aisle that know this issue figured out a
way to put all of their differences aside
and pass a bill to lower drug prices,
you had to make that partisan after it
came out of committee unanimously.

That is what has been done over and
over that undermines the ability for us
to get our job done. We could have got-
ten that done. It could be signed by the
President today, and we could all hail
that as a major accomplishment.

That is just one example, and it is
happened over and over again, and it
shouldn’t happen that way.

So, yes, we need to move this process
along, but we move it along by working
together. Defense could have been done
in a bipartisan way. The things that
were added in that you knew would
make it partisan shouldn’t have been
put in that bill. It had never happened
that way before, ever.

We had always passed a bipartisan
NDAA bill through the House, and this
is the first year that didn’t happen.
Drug pricing could be solved, but it
hasn’t happened yet. It should happen.
I hope we get it done, but it should
have been done in a partisan way when
the committee figured out a way to do
it unanimously.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
SCALISE) for yielding.

We can discuss all sorts of bills, but
we discussed the appropriations proc-
ess. And the gentleman expressed how
they were able to pass 70 percent of
funding of the government because
they had the Defense bill and the
Labor-Health, which are the two big-
gest bills, passed and signed by the
President.

Why were they able to do that, Mr.
Speaker, when it requires 60 votes in
the Senate? They didn’t have 60 votes
in the Senate because Democrats acted
in a bipartisan way to affect that end.

This year, we have had no oppor-
tunity to do that. We have had no op-
portunity to conference on our bills.
Republicans lead the Senate, passed
your bills, and if you can’t get 60 votes,
yves, you would have to compromise in
the Senate.

You didn’t compromise when you
were in charge, frankly, on an awful lot
of things that had closed rules, more
than any other Congress, so we didn’t
have an opportunity to even amend.

But that aside, when you claim that
you passed those bills you did, and the
only reason you could do it is because
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the Democrats acted in a bipartisan
fashion because you did not have the
votes to pass them on your own, you
needed Democratic votes. Democrats
gave you those votes because we knew
that in order to get things done you
had to move in a bipartisan fashion.

That is the only way you were able to
do it. We have not been given the op-
portunity in the United States Senate
because there are no bills yet to con-
sider, except for the last 3 days the
bills came forward.

But for the first 9 months of the year,
no bills came forward, Mr. Speaker, not
one.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I would
hope those Senators on both sides of
the aisle, as they are having negotia-
tions—and, yeah, they don’t have a
bill, but they are negotiating. And
there are Senators that know that
some of the provisions they are insist-
ing upon are things that will not be-
come law because they undermine our
Nation’s security. And yet, they keep
insisting. And so they are not at an
agreement, but they need to Kkeep
working just like we need to work in a
bipartisan way on those issues. And
they will get resolved if we do that.

And, again, I think if you go look at
the example of what the House Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce did on
lowering drug prices, it is a great
model to follow.

That bill should have been brought to
the floor. That bill should not have
been changed by the Speaker at the
last minute to become partisan, and
now it is not law.

I would like to move on to something
that has been troubling that we have
been seeing out of the Committee on
the Judiciary, and that is this drum-
beat towards impeachment. It seems
like there is an infatuation by this ma-
jority to impeach the President of the
United States, whether or not the facts
are there. And so there was the Mueller
report that went on for years.

And all of these members—chairs of
your own committees—saying there
was evidence that they had, and it was
going to show the President colluded
here and there. And then it turned out
to be false; there was no collusion.

We know that. The report showed
that. Russia tried to interfere with our
elections when Barack Obama was
President. Maybe they should be inves-
tigating why he didn’t do more to stop
the Russians from trying to interfere
with our elections, but there was no
collusion.

So instead of saying, Okay, that is it,
move on—as the American people
would like to see us do—maybe that
committee that has jurisdiction over
the border, over immigration law, that
has serious problems that should be
worked out in a bipartisan way, and
could be worked out in a bipartisan
way, but it is not, because the com-
mittee of jurisdiction is infatuated
with impeaching the President.

In fact, the chairman of the com-
mittee just said today: This is formal
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impeachment proceedings. The chair-
man of the committee said that today,
as they are having a hearing on im-
peaching the President without even
evidence to impeach him. There is
nothing to impeach him on. They have
Articles of Impeachment drawn up
with blanks that they are just looking
around to fill in on this witch hunt,
and they are just going to look and
look and look.

Imagine if somebody said, We are
going to target a person and we are
going to try to indict him. We don’t
have anything to indict him on, but we
are going to write up an indictment
and then look around and look around
and hope to find something.

And that is what is going on in the
Committee on the Judiciary. So they
had this hearing today. They changed
the rules. They had this big drama. The
media is all covering it. The chairman
says: This is formal impeachment pro-
ceedings.

And then you look at the rules that
they brought forward. The rules that
they brought forward allow the chair-
man to do things he can already do. It
was a farce. It was a farce to try to ap-
pease the radical left base that wants
to impeach the President, even though
there is nothing to impeach him on.
And instead of just giving it up and fo-
cusing on their job, the things they
should be focused on, they are just
going to keep meandering around on
this witch hunt.

And I know some in your majority—
maybe even the majority leader him-
self—are trying to distance themselves
from it because they know the Amer-
ican people think that it is lunacy to
be wasting time trying to impeach the
President, even though there is noth-
ing to impeach him on and just driving
around on a witch hunt.

And so I guess the real question is, if
the chairman of the committee—your
chairman—today, said: This is formal
impeachment proceedings. He talked
about, hopefully, by the end of the year
they will vote on Articles of Impeach-
ment—‘hopefully,” by the end of the
year.

There is nothing to impeach him on,
and yet they are going to actually go
out on a witch hunt and say, We are
going to look for something, and by the
end of the year, we hope to impeach
the President.

So I would ask the gentleman: Are
you all bringing Articles of Impeach-
ment to the floor? Is the chairman
rightly going down an impeachment
road? And what exactly are those arti-
cles?

What are the Articles of Impeach-
ment, if the committee today—your
chairman of your committee—said:
This 1is formal impeachment pro-
ceedings? What exactly is the gen-
tleman planning on impeaching the
President of the United States on? And
are you, if he brings those Articles of
Impeachment out of committee—
blanks that haven’t even been filled
in—if they bring them to the floor, or
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if they move them out of committee by
the end of the year, as the chairman
hopes, is the gentleman prepared to
bring that to the floor of the United
States House of Representatives?

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the chair-
man of the committee spoke about
their process. Their process has been a
fact-finding process. That is our re-
sponsibility as a Congress. That is his
responsibility and the committee’s re-
sponsibility as a committee.

The majority party claims that they
have an agenda for the people, and the
people believe we ought to exercise our
responsibility. That is what the com-
mittee is doing. I do not want to an-
ticipate what the committee’s findings
will ultimately be nor what the com-
mittee’s actions will finally be. We will
wait to see. But it is exercising its re-
sponsibility as a coequal branch of gov-
ernment as provided in the Constitu-
tion.

I am not going to get into an argu-
ment, Mr. Speaker, about the premises
in the Mueller report, other than to
say I disagree with the characteriza-
tion made by the Republican whip.
That will be for another day to argue
that.

The committee is doing its duty and
it will continue to do so. And if it de-
cides that that requires further action,
my presumption is it will pursue that
as well.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman, but I don’t think the
question has been answered. Because
the gentleman says the committee has
a responsibility, and I agree. But the
committee has a responsibility to be
responsible, and it is highly irrespon-
sible. It is reckless and dangerous for
the committee to start impeachment
proceedings when there is nothing to
impeach the President on.

We were in the majority when the
President of the United States was
somebody we had a lot of disagree-
ments with. We never filed Articles of
Impeachment or talked about impeach-
ing the President because there was
nothing to impeach the President on.
We never did that.

We might have disagreed with them
on a lot of things, but there were no
committee hearings where the chair-
man said: This is formal impeachment
proceedings, with nothing to impeach
the President on.

If he does something years down the
road when he gets reelected, you know,
this is not the time to go and try to
harass the President when there is
nothing that you have found—and you
have looked. There has been this witch
hunt going on for years.

It didn’t yield what you were hoping
for it to yield. We all should have ap-
plauded when the Mueller report said
that there was no collusion. But in-
stead of closing it out, there is still—I
guess he says, by the end of the year he
wants to move Articles of Impeach-
ment. So I guess that means they have
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drafted it up and are hoping to find
something to fill in the blanks.

But that is irresponsible of that com-
mittee to be moving down a course of
impeachment when there is nothing to
impeach the President on, and espe-
cially, when there is so much other
work that needs to be done by that
committee.

We have a border that is out of con-
trol right now; thousands of people
coming across every day. Good thing
the President of the United States has
actually worked in agreement with
Mexico. The President was able to
achieve that recently, where the Mexi-
can President said that he is going to
start putting thousands of troops at
the Mexican southern border.

And you know what? It is starting to
yield results. But we still have human
trafficking coming across our border.
We still have drugs coming across our
border. And there has been requests
made to get more funding to secure
that border, to put technology in place,
to put other tools in place so that our
border patrol agents can do their job
securing America’s border. And that is
the committee of jurisdiction, and they
are not bringing bills out of committee
to solve that.

They are filing Articles of Impeach-
ment or hoping to move Articles of Im-
peachment in the next 3 months. And
there is not even anything filled in, be-
cause there is nothing the President
has done to be impeached upon.

This is a serious responsibility the
committee has, and, yet, they are act-
ing in such a reckless fashion such to
appease the radical left base, who
wants to impeach the President, even
though there is nothing to impeach
him on.

But everybody else in America says,
Do your job and focus on the things
that are in front of you and drop this
daily harassment and drumbeat of im-
peachment and witch hunts.
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It is time to move on and do the
work of the committee instead of fo-
cusing on impeaching a President, even
though there is nothing to impeach
him on.

If there is something, show us what it
is. But to recklessly say in an open
hearing that they are going to impeach
the President and move Articles of Im-
peachment to this House floor by the
end of this year, on what?

This has to end. We have to focus on
the things that need to be fixed by that
committee and this Congress and drop
this witch hunt.

Look, at some point, the other side is
going to have to figure out which way
they want to go because some people in
the gentleman’s radical base might
want to impeach no matter what, but
everybody else knows it is the wrong
thing to do. Everybody else knows it is
irresponsible for that committee to act
that way.

I would hope that y’all would make
the right decision and say that you are
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going to move forward on the things
that need to be addressed by the com-
mittee. If there is something that
comes up, sure, they go look at it, but
there is not anything. If there was,
they would have filed it already. But to
say they are going to file it even if
there is nothing, that is dangerous,
reckless, and irresponsible.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I didn’t want to get into this debate,
and I don’t want to prolong it, but I do
not want the premises articulated by
the whip, Mr. Speaker, to stand
unobjected to.

In my view, Mr. Speaker, the Mueller
report is replete with instances of co-
operation by members of the Trump
team with the Russians, page after
page after page. As a matter of fact,
one of them was Page, of collusion.

Now, ‘“‘collusion’ is not a legal term.
“Conspiracy’” is the legal term. Mr.
Mueller said we didn’t look at collu-
sion because it was not a legal premise.

In fact, Mr. Mueller made it very
clear that the reason they didn’t find
criminal wrongdoing was because they
believed, under Justice Department
rules, a President cannot be indicted
during the course of his term. They did
not absolve him.

Whether it was obstruction of jus-
tice, using a foreign government that
is, essentially, not our ally, not our
friend, or meeting with Putin secretly
and not allowing the American people
or the Congress to know what was said,
my friend’s premise that there is no
smoke, no fire, is wrong.

Very frankly, as someone who has
served here a long time and who has
seen some of the most irresponsible at-
tacks on the President during the
Obama administration—hearings, over
and over and over again. A tragedy in
Benghazi—seven hearings, seven hear-
ings, all concluded nothing there, so
they had an eighth hearing.

The gentleman talks about Judici-
ary. Hight hearings on Benghazi, four
lives lost tragically, with an attempt
over and over and over again to be
made a political issue. The eighth
found nothing there either.

When I see this wringing of hands,
Mr. Speaker, I am not impressed. I
have been here for a long time. I have
seen irresponsible action, and the
American people have seen it.

The Judiciary Committee is doing
what it pledged to do when they all
raised their hands to defend and sup-
port the Constitution of the United
States of America.

The President would like us to think
everything is fake news. The gen-
tleman hasn’t used ‘‘fake news’ but
‘“‘the witch hunt.”

“Poor me. I am the victim of all
these people,” when, daily, the Presi-
dent says things that are demonstrably
not true.

Mr. Speaker, the Judiciary Com-
mittee will continue to pursue its du-
ties, as it needs to do.
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Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, if you
talk about Benghazi, there are a lot of
serious questions that have not been
answered yet.

Mr. HOYER. Eight hearings, all Re-
publican-led.

Mr. SCALISE. Eight hearings, and
maybe more should have been had, to
investigate why those deaths happened
that should not have happened.

Mr. HOYER. And all found nothing
there.

Mr. SCALISE. It shouldn’t have hap-
pened. It should have been stopped.

Mr. HOYER. All found nothing there,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. SCALISE. It was unwarranted,
what happened there. Fast and Furi-
ous, a lot of questions raised.

There were multiple times when the
President took action where, ulti-
mately, he was found to be out of com-
pliance with the law, where courts re-
versed what the President did. We
never moved Articles of Impeachment
for that. That doesn’t warrant high
crimes and misdemeanors.

Surely, we investigated those things,
and in most cases, it turned out we
were right.

With Benghazi, those questions still
haven’t been answered, about why they
died and shouldn’t have, because every-
body knew the dangers.

Mr. HOYER. Eight hearings found
nothing there.

Mr. SCALISE. Found nothing there?

Mr. HOYER. All led by Republicans.

Mr. SCALISE. Found out that Ameri-
cans died when it was known that it
was dangerous where they were. Why
weren’t planes circled? You could have
flown jets over there in 15 minutes to
scare away the people who were at-
tacking that Embassy and Kkilling
Americans.

We looked into it, and it raised a lot
of questions.

Mr. HOYER. Eight times you looked
into it.

Mr. SCALISE. Maybe it should have
been more to look into why those
Americans died so that it doesn’t hap-
pen again. Things like that, which
shouldn’t have happened, we should
find out what went wrong. Why did
people miss telltale signs and let those
people die who shouldn’t have died?

Yes, those hearings were warranted,
but we never filed Articles of Impeach-
ment. We never said we were going to
move to impeach so now let’s go figure
something out, see if we can find some-
thing, and even if we don’t find some-
thing, we are still going to do it.

That is reckless. They took an oath,
absolutely, like all of us, to uphold this
Constitution and protect this country.

We have a border that is not secure.
We have thousands of people coming
over every single day, including people
who are bringing drugs, trafficking hu-
mans, young Kkids who are being
abused. We all know what is happening.

That is the committee of jurisdic-
tion, and they are ignoring it. They
haven’t produced a single bill to go and
solve that problem.
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Are they okay with what is going on
at the border? They don’t think that
legislation is warranted to address it,
to close the asylum loopholes that ev-
erybody knows are a magnet that is
bringing people over here illegally,
coming through other countries that
are offering them asylum to come here
illegally? But we don’t want to fix that
problem because the committee is fo-
cused on impeachment.

We will see what they do. But the
American people are watching, too, and
the American people are tired of those
kinds of games—every single day, fo-
cusing their energies and taxpayer dol-
lars on attacking the President, on at-
tacking his family, on attacking his
Cabinet members and people who did
business deals with him 20 years ago
who are getting subpoenaed and who
have nothing to do with his Presidency
just because they want to harass the
President because they don’t like the
fact that he was duly elected in 2016.

The American people did duly elect
him President, and he is doing his job.
He is carrying out his mission despite
all that.

Shame on that committee for con-
tinuing to abuse their power by going
after something whether it is there or
not. Every prosecutor knows you don’t
try to go find something on somebody.
You should follow the facts. If the facts
lead you to a dead end, then you end.
You don’t keep looking. It is not there.

They want to keep doing it and abus-
ing their power. But there is account-
ability that happens, too. That is why
we have elections.

If that is what the committee wants
to do, and if that is what the leadership
of this House Democratic Caucus wants
to do, people are watching.

I want to talk about one final thing,
and that is USMCA, an opportunity for
us to get something big done for this
country.

I had a meeting yesterday with Am-
bassador Lighthizer, the U.S. Trade
Representative, who I know has been
meeting with Speaker PELOSI and her
team. In fact, a few weeks ago, the
Speaker, through her trade working
group on USMCA, sent a letter to Am-
bassador Lighthizer, identifying some
areas that they would like addressed in
the USMCA trade agreement.

I understand that, last night, Ambas-
sador Lighthizer sent a reply, including
things that he has worked with the
Democratic majority on, to try to ad-
dress some of those issues and ulti-
mately get this done.

I say this in the most sincere way: 1
really do think USMCA is something
that we can do together, that we can
get an agreement with our friends from
the north and south. Canada and Mex-
ico have both come to the table and
agreed to make NAFTA work better for
American workers, for American indus-
tries, for our dairy farmers that can’t
sell their products into Canada right
now that will be able to have better
open markets, better working condi-
tions.
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Clearly, we want to make sure there
is enforcement, and I know that is
being worked through, to put belt and
suspenders.

At the end of the day, every day we
wait means more jobs we are missing
out on creating for our economy. I
know that there is still the oppor-
tunity to get this done, maybe in the
next few weeks.

We have a whip team that has been
put in place specifically for USMCA. 1
know there are a lot of Democrats that
have been working with Ambassador
Lighthizer as well, to try to get this
done.

I would ask the gentleman if he has
any idea of where that process is on his
side, if there is any idea of a timeline
to finally bring this to the floor, pass
this important agreement that would
send a message not only to our friends
from the north and south, Canada and
Mexico, but to our friends all around
the world, to Japan and other coun-
tries that want to get trade agree-
ments with America but this is holding
back because they want to see if this
can get done.

Then, ultimately, let’s shift our focus
to China and all the countries around
the world that want China to have to
comply with the rules that everybody
else has to comply with, to finally get
these tariff fights over so we can have
an even stronger economy.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Maryland.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, we have
said all along that we want to get to
yes on the USMCA. Frankly, we think
it is an improvement over NAFTA,
which needs improving.

As the gentleman may know, the
Speaker and I were here when we voted
on NAFTA. We both voted for it.

There were some promises made and
side agreements that the rights of
workers and the environment would be
protected. Unfortunately, that did not
turn out to be true, so that, in adopt-
ing a change to NAFTA, we want to
make sure that the promises made in
the agreement are promises that can be
enforced.

As the U.S. Chamber of Commerce
has often said, the commitments in a
trade pact aren’t worth the paper they
are written on if they can’t be en-
forced.

Mr. Speaker, that has been the pos-
ture of the Speaker, myself, and of so
many others, that enforcement is crit-
ical. Unfortunately, the NAFTA en-
forcement mechanisms have been a
failure.

In 25 years, as I am sure the whip
knows, the U.S. has taken only one
successful enforcement action under
the NAFTA dispute resolution proce-
dure, and none in the past 20 years. Not
a single enforcement has prevailed. We
have been completely unable to enforce
its labor provisions, not one successful
enforcement action.

We want to get to yes. And, yes, I
want to say that Ambassador
Lighthizer is somebody who we respect
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and think is operating in good faith.
We think he is a positive interlocutor.
He is somebody who we can work with
and have been working with.

On the other hand, we sent a letter 6
weeks ago, and as the gentleman point-
ed out, we got an answer yesterday. So,
it is taking some time for our task
force to get answers to questions and
to determine how we can move forward
to ensure that the matters included in
the agreement become reality, not sim-
ply words on paper.

That is important for workers. It is
important for our environment. Very
frankly, it is also important in terms
of trying to contain drug prices, here
and around the world.

The gentleman talked about prescrip-
tion drugs. That is one of the items
that is still in dispute. We want to get
to yes. We think this is an improve-
ment on what exists.

Therefore, I am hopeful that we will
be able to get to an agreement. We be-
lieve it will require that the agreement
be opened and that enforcement be in-
cluded so that, as the chamber said, it
can really be enforced.

If that happens, I am hopeful that we
can pass that agreement, with the
agreement of our friends in labor, with
our friends at the Chamber of Com-
merce, and in a bipartisan way on this
floor. Let’s hope that happens.

But we have made it very, very clear
that, if it is just words on paper and
not enforceable, it is not a good agree-
ment for America or America’s work-
ers.

But I hope that we can move forward
and achieve an agreement on this issue
so that we can pass it.
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Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I share
the gentleman from Maryland’s opti-
mism about the ability to get there, to
get this done, to get to ‘‘yes.”” And with
the provisions that are already in place
on enforcement, if there is a way to
make them stronger, I know that that
is something that Ambassador
Lighthizer has been working with the
gentleman’s team on.

That is why, while the letter was
sent 6 weeks ago, Ambassador
Lighthizer started going to work right
away, sitting down with folks on both
sides, including Democratic leadership
in the House, to address those as best
as both sides could get agreement; and
that is where the letter, I think, finally
lays out the remedies to those issues
that were brought up.

It is my hope that, as that is re-
viewed, we get to a place where we can
find agreement and then get it passed.
Mexico has already passed it. Canada is
waiting on us. And I think we would
send a strong signal to the world that,
not only is America the best place to
do business, with the strongest econ-
omy in the world, but we are also able
to reach better trade deals, both for
Americans and for our friends. Then
there are a lot more folks in line wait-
ing for us to be a part of those kind of
deals, too.
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So I look forward to the ability to
keep working on that. I would love the
ability to work with the gentleman as
the Republican whip, the leader, laying
out a floor schedule for when that
comes, and we can celebrate something
big for this country and the workers of
America.

I thank the gentleman for his work
and for this discourse, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMOR-
ROW, AND ADJOURNMENT FROM
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 2019, TO
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 2019

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow, and further,
when the House adjourns on that day,
it adjourn to meet on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 17, 2019, when it shall convene
at noon for morning-hour debate and 2
p.m. for legislative business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PHILLIPS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 178. An act to condemn gross human
rights violations of ethnic Turkic Muslims in
Xinjiang, and calling for an end to arbitrary
detention, torture, and harassment of these
communities inside and outside China.

The message also announced that the
Secretary of the Senate be directed to
request the House to return to the Sen-
ate the bill (S. 1790) ‘““‘An Act to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2020
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.”.

————

PERMISSION TO EXTEND
REMARKS

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the RECORD and to include
therein extraneous material notwith-
standing the fact that it exceeds two
pages and is estimated by the Director
of the Government Publishing Office to
cost $2,433.98.

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

There was no objection.

————

CONGRATULATING ELKS LODGE
2839

(Mr. VAN DREW asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. VAN DREW. Mr. Speaker, Elks
Lodge 2839, in greater Cape May, South
Jersey, recently won first place in the
Division IV ENF Chairman’s Challenge
at the National Convention. It was also
named number one in the entire State
of New Jersey.

Anne Krause, the lodge’s ENF chair-
person, is truly a dedicated member
whose leadership has helped make this
Elks Lodge the very best of its kind.

Elks Lodges help our community by
offering programs to Kkeep children
healthy and to keep them drug-free.
They also meet the needs of veterans
and help improve the quality of their
life, work that is so much needed in to-
day’s times.

In addition to these services, Elks
Lodges have a generous charitable
foundation that gives millions of dol-
lars in scholarships each year to help
shape the future of the community of
our children.

I feel very lucky to have such a well-
run community center as a place for
people to come to gather, to grow clos-
er in our beautiful district.

To all the members and staff of Elks
Lodge 2839: Congratulations on your
awards, and thank you for all you bring
to our community. South Jersey is
proud of you; New Jersey is proud of
you; and the United States of America
is proud of you.

God bless you.

————————

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF MARCA BRISTO

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to celebrate the life of Marca
Bristo, whose unyielding commitment
to advancing disability rights im-
proved the lives of millions.

As the founder of Access Living and a
leader of the National Council on Dis-
ability, the National Council on Inde-
pendent Living, and the United States
International Council on Disabilities,
Marca fought passionately to ensure
that people with disabilities have the
same rights as their able-bodied peers,
including the right to live independ-
ently in the community.

She was a crusader for the Americans
with Disabilities Act, and her steadfast
advocacy was instrumental in the pas-
sage of this landmark civil rights legis-
lation.

Her work tearing down barriers
cleared the way for people with disabil-
ities to pursue their own dreams,
which, ultimately, also helped me real-
ize my dream of becoming a United
States Congressman.

Marca’s legacy is the continued im-
provement of the lives of people with
disabilities. She made a difference, and
my condolences go out to her entire
family and her friends.
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CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
CERTAIN TERRORIST ATTACKS—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
OF THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 116-62)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the TUnited
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:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1622(d), provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, within 90
days before the anniversary date of its
declaration, the President publishes in
the Federal Register and transmits to
the Congress a notice stating that the
emergency is to continue in effect be-
yond the anniversary date. Consistent
with this provision, I have sent to the
Federal Register the enclosed notice,
stating that the emergency declared in
Proclamation 7463 of September 14,
2001, ‘‘National Emergency by Reason
of Certain Terrorist Attacks,” is to
continue in effect beyond September
14, 2019.

The threat of terrorism that resulted
in the declaration of a national emer-
gency on September 14, 2001, continues.
The authorities that have been invoked
under that declaration of a national
emergency continue to be critical to
the ability of the Armed Forces of the
United States to perform essential mis-
sions in the United States and around
the world to address the continuing
threat of terrorism. For these reasons,
I have determined that it is necessary
to continue in effect the national
emergency declared on September 14,
2001, in response to certain terrorist at-
tacks.

DONALD J. TRUMP.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 12, 2019.

————

ISSUES OF THE DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, there is
a lot going on today, a lot going on
this week. I wish I could say it was all
good, but we spent until 10 p.m. the
night before last working on bills that
would find ways to take people’s guns
away and, unfortunately, not give
them the kind of due process that we
think the Constitution affords people.

During my days as, well, a prosecutor
and as a felony judge, thousands of
criminal cases went through my court.
I don’t remember anywhere a criminal
defendant bought his gun at a sporting
goods store, gun store, applied for a
gun. That is not the way criminals
work.

And so I didn’t see anything in our
hours and hours and hours of com-
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mittee hearings trying to amend bad
bills with good amendments that the
majority didn’t allow to be passed. We
thought they might be joining us on
some. They said they would look at
some, but, basically, defeated every
amendment.

Today, we met in the Judiciary Com-
mittee at 8 a.m. to take up a semi, sort
of, kind of, a bit of an impeachment
resolution. We had amendments that
would have made a bad resolution a lit-
tle better—still not good—but we had a
hard time figuring out, on the Repub-
lican side: What is this?

It sounds like—in Texas, we would
say we’re fixing to do something. A lot
of times people say, ‘I am fixing to do
that,” but it means it may get put off
and I may not really be serious, be-
cause if I was really serious, I would do
it right now.

But this resolution—and I have it
here—it, in the first paragraph, talks
about the committee making discovery
requests. But the second paragraph is
really the one that deals with allega-
tions that would be an impeachable of-
fense, or offenses—at least, it is sup-
posed to.

And so it says: ‘““Whereas, Special
Counsel Robert Mueller’s report re-
leased on April 18, 2019, found that the
Russian Government interfered in the
2016 election in ‘sweeping and system-
atic fashion.””’

Okay. But the Mueller report made
very, very clear, and those who inves-
tigated, I thought, made it very clear
there was no collusion or, to use the
legal term, conspiracy by anyone in
the Trump campaign with the Russian
Government—none. That part didn’t
happen.

Even though we have networks like
CNN and MSNBC, and I don’t know
who all else, but for 2 or 3 years they
have talked about the crimes of this
President and their collusion with Rus-
sia.

Well, when people who have law de-
grees talked about collusion between
the Trump campaign and Russia, that
immediately sent up red flags with me
because that is not—‘‘collusion” is not
a legal term that is used in talking
about crimes; it is conspiracy. And so
it immediately begins to raise ques-
tions.

Are they really serious about some
type of crime? Because if they were,
they would use words that are used in
criminal terminology.

But here, this is a completely decep-
tive allegation when it comes to Presi-
dent Trump because they take this ini-
tial allegation and say Mueller found
that the Russians really were trying to
interfere in our 2016 election.

Okay. But it didn’t involve anybody
in the Trump campaign. That was
clear.

So they tried to brush over that and
make it sound like, yeah, even though
there was nobody, President Trump or
the Trump campaign who were in-
volved at all, but we are going to kind
of word this, put it in the same sen-
tence so that it kind of sounds like,
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yeah, President Trump was involved
with Russia, because then it jumps into
another gear.

It says, ‘‘that there were at least 10
separate episodes of President Trump
using his official powers to”’—and here
is the word—‘‘thwart or attempt to
thwart the special counsel’s investiga-
tion.”
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And that is also very troubling lan-
guage for those of us that have dealt
with legal terminology in criminal
cases. I don’t know of anybody that has
dealt with criminal cases. I didn’t hear
from anybody on the committee that
has ever heard of a crime involving
thwarting. We are familiar with ob-
struction of justice. But these are the
kind of games you play with words
when you know, yes, there is no evi-
dence a crime was committed, but
maybe if we use different terminology
it will sound like some kind of bad
crime was committed. And clearly, we
are not going to be able to remove a
President from office with the Senate
understanding that even the Mueller
report, even the Mueller special coun-
sel team that had all these people that
hated Donald Trump, they still
couldn’t find anything that would be
indictable.

Now, some say, Well, but there was
obstruction of justice. We even had
one, I would say, incompetent law pro-
fessor come before our committee and
say she could guarantee that she could
get a conviction and win on appeal.
Well, I have tried enough cases in State
and Federal court and in the Army
that I know—and I have told people
that were looking for lawyers in my
days as a judge—I couldn’t recommend
a lawyer, but I would warn people—if
you ever hear a lawyer who tries cases
who says they can guarantee you a win
in a trial, then that lawyer is either to-
tally incompetent or is one of the big-
gest liars in the legal profession. I
don’t know which one this professor
was. I got the impression she just real-
ly didn’t know what she was talking
about, because no one swears, Oh, yes,
I can guarantee you, you know, I can
win this case at trial and on appeal.
That is not a good lawyer. That is
somebody who doesn’t know what they
are talking about.

What we have found now after thou-
sands and thousands of interviews, sub-
poenas, documents, millions of docu-
ments, there was no crime. And the
reason there was no obstruction of jus-
tice by President Trump or anybody
that was assisting him is because the
President made very clear as soon as
he heard about some collusion, con-
spiracy, whatever you want to call it
with Russia to rig the election, he
knew he never colluded. He knew that
he never conspired, nor did anybody in
his campaign conspire with Russia to
affect the election. That never hap-
pened, and he knew it.

But he could see from what these 17
or so people on the special counsel’s
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team were trying to do. They were try-
ing to frame him. And this guy that
was dishonored and was no longer re-
spected by MI6 that he used to work for
in England and there was information
that he was discredited, not just his in-
formation, but he had been discredited,
but that is who was hired by Fusion
GPS, that was hired apparently by the
Clinton campaign and the Democratic
National Committee to try to dredge
up dirt on candidate Donald Trump so
that they could rig the election against
Donald Trump.

And we have gotten to the bottom of
it, almost. We know that Christopher
Steele is the one that didn’t just
collude, he conspired with people in
Russia who he wultimately had to
admit, yes, it is quite possible they
could have been working for Vladimir
Putin. So Christopher Steele, it ap-
pears most likely he was the one that
was conspiring with people from Rus-
sia, sounds like Putin’s agents, to try
to destroy Donald Trump.

And there has been noise made about,
oh, gee, you know, Russia really want-
ed Donald Trump to win. That is not
the way Vladimir Putin thinks. He
wants the old Soviet empire back. It
really bugs me when educated people
say, you know, he is such a com-
plicated guy. No, he isn’t. He is one of
the most easily discernable people in
the world. He wants the old empire
back. He is a former KGB guy, and he
will do whatever it takes to try to get
it back. I don’t think he cared so much
who won the election. He wanted to di-
vide America, and lo and behold, he
was able to see the Fusion GPS, Chris-
topher Steele, the Clinton campaign,
DNC, they were able to take all this in-
formation that were nothing but lies in
the dossier—they have even given dos-
sier a bad name—and divide America.

And at least one political party in
America has been totally willing to be
complicit to help divide America over a
bunch of lies in a dossier that was cre-
ated as political fodder when it became
very clear very quickly to those who
had paid for the dossier that it was not
only not verifiable, the person that
gathered the information didn’t really
know the people, the Russians that
gave him the lies about Donald Trump,
and that got taken before a FISA court
to get a warrant to spy on a campaign;
to wit, the Trump campaign. That is
scary stuff; when one administration
can use the powers of the office of
President, the Intel community, the
FBI, the Department of Justice, use all
those powers to destroy another cam-
paign. And as Newt Gingrich has point-
ed out, if Ms. Clinton had won, we
would have never known how corrupted
and weaponized the DOJ and FBI had
become.

And I know there are some of my
friends here in Congress on our side of
the aisle that think Michael Horowitz
is doing a good job, because look at all
the evidence of wrongdoing, bias, all
this that he has found. Well, if you
look at the most recent report, just
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like the first one, in the first report
Horowitz found—and he was a good
Obama appointee as inspector general
there at the Department of Justice,
good Democrat, good appointee.

And so he does his digging, finds hun-
dreds of pages of the most outrageous
political bias—it’s actually a personal
hatred for Donald Trump and absolute
love and affection for candidate Hillary
Clinton—so much overwhelming bias,
and every conclusion that these biased,
prejudiced, bigoted investigators had
was 100 percent consistent with all of
their conclusions. That speaks for
itself.

Now, if half of their conclusions had
gone against their bias and prejudice,
bigotry, then you would say, well, you
know, maybe it really didn’t affect the
outcomes of their investigations. But
when every conclusion is consistent
with the bias and prejudice, even
though it is clear, like in the case of
the investigation into the Clinton
emails, you had Strzok and Page exam-
ining emails, and they were making
the calls on whether documents are
classified, knowing full well if they
said something was classified that Hil-
lary Clinton was being set up legiti-
mately to be indicted and convicted.
So they wanted Hillary Clinton to win.
They wanted to do whatever they could
to stop Donald Trump from winning,
and if he didn’t win, as they said, they
needed an insurance policy, you know,
just in case he won.

And Horowitz did a grave injustice
within the Justice Department, and he
says there is no indication that all that
bias had anything to do with the out-
comes of the cases. That is just gar-
bage. He is being disingenuous. He
wasn’t doing his job in his conclusions.
And I know there were a lot of Repub-
licans that said, Yes, okay, but, boy,
when he investigated, when that report
comes out on Comey, it is going to end
up sending him to prison.

Well, Comey did leak information
that he should not. He did keep docu-
ments that he was not permitted to
keep. He secreted them, kept them
after he had left government service.
He is not allowed to do that. And the
biggest thing about those and whether
or not they were felonies that would
put him in jail would be: Was this in-
formation classified and at what level?

And we find out, you know, on page
one and two of the Horowitz IG report,
the FBI investigated, and the FBI de-
termined that this wasn’t classified;
the FBI this and that. And you have to
wait 40 pages to see who he means by
the FBI. Well, it turns out, the two
most important people, because they
had the most experience in analyzing
documents to determine their classi-
fication level, it was a couple named
Peter Strzok and Lisa Page. And he
has the gall, Horowitz does, to even
point out—to try to get more credi-
bility to Strzok and Page’s work on de-
ciding whether Comey should go to
prison, because they were classified at
a high level. He said, Oh, but they had
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more experience, because they did all
this work on the Clinton emails deter-
mining whether those were classified
or not.

For heaven’s sake, somebody needs
to wake up. Michael Horowitz does not
need to be doing the investigation.
Maybe let him do the investigation,
but he doesn’t need to be doing the re-
ports. In a lot of places people would
say he doesn’t know sic ‘em from come
here when it comes to proper conclu-
sions. It is outrageous.

And he justified not having them re-
examined because time was of the es-
sence 2 years ago in 2017, back before
Strzok and Page were fired. But not to
worry, because a guy named Bill
Priestap was going to rubber stamp
whatever Strzok and Page decided on
classifications.

There was another unit chief. Didn’t
give us that name. That tells you
something right there.

But Priestap was supposed to have
the final decision, apparently rubber
stamp whatever our experienced Strzok
and Page decided when they knew full
well if they classified things at a cer-
tain level that it meant Jim Comey
was going to prison.

So they did Comey a favor. And so
then Horowitz, he didn’t want to have
them rereviewed for proper classifica-
tion away from the bias of Strzok and
Page and Priestap that—you know,
there were reports of him going to Lon-
don trying to help out Steele’s credi-
bility.

So Horowitz said time was of the es-
sence, so nobody reconsidered the clas-
sification that the bigoted bias and
prejudice of Page and Strzok would not
be determinative.

And I know that people, Republicans,
many of them are saying, well, look,
there is no question that McCabe lied,
perjured, he should end up going to
prison. But I am telling you as a his-
tory buff, a historian, if you would, it
is true. History is often the best indi-
cator of what someone will do in the
future.
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The indications are that Obama’s IG,
Horowitz, will find some terrible
things, but he will do it in such a way
that he will give not only Comey,
Strzok, and Page a get-out-of-jail-free
pass, but he will do that with McCabe
and with anybody else he is inves-
tigating, because that is his history.
He knows which side his bread is but-
tered on and who is doing the but-
tering, who got him in the position he
is in.

We end up now being told, well, this
isn’t a formal impeachment hearing,
the investigation we started today in
the Judiciary Committee. Then, to-
ward the end of our hearing, we heard
from two different Democrats who
wanted to go on record to make it
very, very clear that this was an im-
peachment hearing, an impeachment
investigation.

That is what it is. It is not just a res-
olution for investigative procedures, as
it says here on the resolution.
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There was so much fraud involved in
this case. I am not talking about from
anybody with the Trump campaign. I
am talking about a guy like James
Comey who should have known better.
He swore and apparently verified the
application and affidavit information
to go before the FISA court so he could
get a warrant to spy on the Trump
campaign, all while he was lying to the
President about him not being under
investigation and also trying to set the
President up by doing little memos.

I hope and pray one of the things
that comes out of all this Department
of Justice, FBI, and intel abuse is a
practice the FBI has had for years. It is
section 302, where FBI agents, after
they do an interview, they sit down and
type up their own version of what they
think or what they recall a witness
said. Most of the ones I have seen over
the years in my different roles in the
justice system appear to be very accu-
rate. But it is a problem when every
other local and State law enforcement
entity I am aware of, when they want
credibility for a statement, they record
it.

I saw it from juries in my court.
“Look, you are telling us this is what
the defendant said. Why didn’t you
record it so we could see for ourselves,
hear for ourselves, see the body lan-
guage?”’

That is why local governments all
over the country have come up with
billions of dollars altogether so that
they can make sure that they get video
and audio of someone being questioned,
so there is no question what they say.

But not at the FBI. Oh, no. They will
talk to a witness and then write out
their own version of what is said.
Thankfully, most of them do a great
job, but it also allows unscrupulous
FBI or DOJ officials, as now we have
seen existed under the Obama Justice
Department, it allows them to twist
the FBI’s or the DOJ’s version of what
a witness says and use that, as they
have thousands and thousands of
times, I don’t know how many times,
to convict people, saying, ‘‘This is
what he said because I wrote it down in
my own notes after I did the inter-
view.”

“Really? Well, let’s see the video.
Let’s hear the audio.”

“Well, we don’t do that at the FBI.
We only write down our version of
what is said because we really would
rather you hear our version and not the
defendant’s version of what he said, be-
cause we get more credibility than any
defendant.”

At least that used to be the way it
was. But I hope one of the things that
will come out of all of this is, in order
for the FBI to get back the credibility
they used to have as the greatest law
enforcement agency in the world, they
are going to need to start doing audio
and video so that we can see what a
witness said, hear what they said for
ourselves, and so that juries can hear
that and judges can see and hear that.
But we don’t have that here.
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People like the biased Strzok and
Page, who hated Trump and loved Hil-
lary Clinton, when you talk about ob-
struction of justice, I don’t know how
you can be more obstructive than to
get a subpoena for emails and then
BleachBit, take all the stuff off so no-
body can ever see and then beat up
with hammers cellphones and whatever
you need to, to destroy the evidence.
That would seem to be a classic case of
obstruction.

Fortunately, for people involved with
Hillary Clinton, it was Strzok and Page
on the job, so they didn’t see anything,
didn’t hear anything that might resem-
ble something that should be pros-
ecuted.

But we end up today with this resolu-
tion that the majority passed without
allowing any amendments, and they
used this word ‘‘thwart,” that the
President used his official powers to
thwart or attempt to thwart. Nobody
has ever been convicted of thwarting.

You just can imagine, say the Demo-
crats got exactly what they wanted
and were able to impeach or charge
President Trump with thwarting an of-
ficial investigation. It goes to the Sen-
ate. They get what they want, and
President Trump is removed. Years
down the road, they say, ‘““You used to
be President. You were removed? What
were you removed for?”’

“Well, I was a thwarter, apparently. I
have been branded a thwarter.”

Maybe we ought to put a “T” on
their head so everybody knows: Here
comes a thwarter.

The only thing he was thwarting, if
at all, is massive injustice from the
Justice Department. He knew he had
not conspired with anybody in Russia,
nor had anybody in his campaign.

The evidence has borne that out.
Even Mueller, Weissman, the people
who hated the President, had to come
around to saying they couldn’t find
any evidence of them conspiring with
Russia.

Nonetheless, we still have to go
through this hearing today, and I am
sure there will be other hearings.

The truth 1is, President Donald
Trump never obstructed or thwarted
justice. He knew that if there was true
justice, this effort to frame him for
colluding with the Russians would be
found false and would be found to be a
frame-up job. He wanted justice.

The DOJ could never convict some-
one of obstructing justice when all
they did was what they could to ensure
that an injustice did not occur. They
were seeking justice to make sure
there wasn’t a successful frame-up.
That is not obstructing or thwarting
justice. That is seeking justice. But
there certainly were people inside the
DOJ who were doing what they could
to inflict an injustice on President
Trump.

So here we go into this impeachment
exercise that started today.

I think about those in England who
would say, ‘‘God save the Queen,” ‘“God
save the King.”” God save this Republic.
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We are in a lot of trouble when we
have caught the Justice Department
red-handed trying to impose a massive
injustice, conspiring to do so, even hav-
ing an Acting Attorney General who we
found out from the emails this week—
and some of us knew this because we
knew from other information that
Rosenstein, the Acting Attorney Gen-
eral, did not just once say sarcasti-
cally: I will wear a wire. I can get into
the White House. I will wear a wire and
record the President.

Then, they could try to remove him
under the 25th Amendment for not
being competent. They formulated a
response to act like he was being sar-
castic when everybody there knew he
was not being sarcastic.

Apparently, from what I understood,
the reason he brought that up is be-
cause others there in the meeting were
mad at him. They said: You have been
helping the President instead of help-
ing us get the President. You wrote
that memo that gave him a basis to
fire Comey. Whose side are you on?

That is the kind of context where
Rosenstein says: Look, I will wear a
wire if you want.

He wanted to show that he was an
Obama team player, a Sally Yates
team player, a Loretta Lynch team
player, that he was not a Trump team
player: I will even wear a wire and go
in.

That wasn’t the only place he
brought it up. He brought it up at an-
other meeting, such that McCabe went
back and told people: You Kknow,
Rosenstein brought it up again. He still
says he is willing to wear a wire.

That is because Rosenstein was try-
ing to convince them he was a good
team player and would go set up and
try to frame the President to help re-
move him from office.

That is not all that has gone on this
week. We had the vote today. The
House has voted to eliminate the tiny,
little part of ANWR where Jimmy Car-
ter said that drilling would be allowed.

Now, this is Jimmy Carter who says
everybody is supposed to wear a car-
digan and turn your temperature in
winter way down, wear a sweater, you
know, shiver a little bit. It is okay be-
cause we are going to save energy.

Even he said it is right that part of
ANWR, that tiny, little part of that
huge area, nothing is there, so it is not
going to affect any wildlife, really, so
that can be an area that can be drilled.

Since then, Democrats have done all
they could to put it off-limits. Some-
times you see these pictures of all this
wildlife, this beautiful, pristine area.
Well, if that is what you see, that isn’t
the part of ANWR where drilling would
be allowed.

We can get a little perspective on the
size. There was another poster up here
somewhere. It has a map of how big
Alaska is, and then it has the size of
ANWR. Then there is a red dot that
you can’t see more than a few feet
away that is the tiny, little part, com-
paratively, where drilling would be al-
lowed.
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There are people here in this body
who are absolutely wonderful people,
friends on both sides of the aisle. Some
of my Democratic friends, I know they
would never lie to me. They are honest
people. We just have disagreements on
things.

One of the most honorable people I
ever knew in this body was chairman of
the Energy and Commerce Committee
back initially when Democrats took
the majority in January 2007. He want-
ed socialized medicine. We disagreed on
that. But I knew the man’s heart. He
wanted to help poor people.
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That is why he didn’t want to pass
the cap-and-trade bill, because he knew
it would cause the price of energy to
skyrocket. And he knew it was a tough
blow to the Nation’s poor, to our senior
citizens on Medicare, but especially on
Social Security, a fixed income. If you
start skyrocketing the price of energy
to those folks, it is devastating.

That is why John did not want to
pass the cap-and-trade bill. He wanted
to do everything he could to help poor
people. That was his nature. He knew if
you start doing this kind of stuff for
the rich with energy prices—gasoline,
electricity, propane, and those things
going up—it is an inconvenience, but
for those on a fixed income, it is abso-
lutely devastating.

America, under the Trump adminis-
tration, has been allowed to gather up
more of our own blessed energy
sources. The economy gets better.
More people are working now than
ever. Unemployment is the lowest it
has ever been for minorities since they
started recording those numbers. It is
fantastic. Energy prices have come
down low, and it has been stabilized be-
cause we are finding so much of our
own energy and using it.

We disagree about a lot of things on
both sides of the aisle. I don’t know
anybody who serves in this body on ei-
ther side of the aisle who doesn’t want
a clean environment. But those who
know our history of the world know
that, if you have a struggling economy,
the number one thing that suffers, be-
sides the people, is the environment.

In China, that government, as big
and totalitarian as it can be, they
know if people get laid off and are not
working, they could have another revo-
lution, and they don’t want that. They
are more concerned about people being
busy and working and having money
than they are about the environment.

In India, they are scared to death of
too many people not being able to work
or have income.

We get all of this pollution from the
other side of the world. I heard today
that 85 percent, somebody said, of the
pollution that we have in our atmos-
phere is coming from these other coun-
tries. When those countries’ economies
are struggling, there is more pollution.
That is just the way it works, because
you just can’t help afford to clean up
the environment like we are and have
been in the United States.
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We need a vibrant economy to con-
tinue to clean up our environment. We
have lakes that were dead, now brim-
ming with activity and with wildlife.
These are good things. In Texas, it
seems like our air gets cleaner every
year.

I asked my staff to find a picture, as
best they could, that would reflect
what we are talking about in ANWR in
that tiny—well, relatively speaking,
tiny area of ANWR where drilling
would be allowed. This is from Google
Maps. This isn’t actually the area, but
it looks like most of the area where
drilling would be allowed.

From time to time, there will be
wildlife across this area, in the area
where drilling would be allowed, but
they can’t stay because they can’t live
there in that area. There is just not
enough to sustain life there.

As Jimmy Carter figured out, it is an
ideal place to drill, and that is why
they designated it for that. But we
have been waiting over 40 years to use
that as a place to even further reduce
our cost of energy, which will also
allow us to export energy, which means
European countries don’t have to be
blackmailed or extorted by Russia.

There is one country that hopes the
Democrats are very, very successful—
well, of course, the OPEC nations. But
Russia is probably the most hopeful
that the Democrats are successful in
preventing us from getting the energy
that we have been blessed with in this
area where you don’t have caribou or
things, wildlife, like you do in other
parts of ANWR. They don’t want us to
drill because they know we will be able
to get energy to Europe. And we won’t
blackmail Europe. We won’t extort Eu-
rope the way that Putin often has,
countries that he supplies natural gas
to.

If we export that, we can help give
more freedom to the world. We can
bring down our own prices even fur-
ther. Why wouldn’t we do that?

This picture was near the proposed
exploration area. It is from Google
Maps. It is taken on Dalton Highway,
just south of Prudhoe Bay. It is facing
east towards the coastal area of the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge. So it
is not right in the refuge, but it is a
very fair representation of the coastal
areas found within the refuge.

It is actually a more accurate depic-
tion of the proposed exploration area
than the images that we have been see-
ing around here about the mountains
and rainbows and all the herds of ani-
mals. This is much more representative
than any of those types of pictures.

I want to touch on one more thing
about the Russians meddling in our
election.

Sean Hannity had a great article 12
years ago, February of 2018. In there,
he quotes from President Obama.
President Obama said: ‘““There is no se-
rious person out there who would sug-
gest somehow that you could even rig
America’s elections. There’s no evi-
dence that that has happened in the
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past or that there are instances in
which that will happen this time.”

That was at the height of the 2016
election.

He goes on to say: ‘““‘And so I invite
Mr. Trump to stop whining and go try
to make his case to get votes.”

President Trump did nothing. It
turns out they knew that the Russians
were trying to meddle in our election.
So why wouldn’t Obama try to stop the
Russians from meddling in our elec-
tion? He did nothing.

There is speculation that he knew
Hillary Clinton was going to win, and
he was afraid if they started admitting
what they knew was true—that Russia
was trying to meddle in our elections—
and then Hillary Clinton won, it might
make her victory look suspect if they
talked about the effort they knew Rus-
sia was engaged in to affect our elec-
tion.

But the truth is that Putin wants to
divide America as much as he can. Di-
vide and conquer is what he hopes to
do. And he has been successful.

The Russians that they had who gave
their lives to Christopher Steele, the
discredited former MI6 guy, that he
provided to Fusion GPS that appar-
ently the Clinton campaign and the
DNC had hired, it has done what they
wanted. It has done what Putin want-
ed. It has adversely affected the Presi-
dent of the United States. It has di-
vided our country, and it has pitted
family against family.

Someone once said that the last
phase of a civil war involves guns, but
we have been in a nonfirearm civil war
for a while now. And this Mueller in-
vestigation—the whole Russia dossier,
the lies in there about candidate, now
President, Trump—the Russians, just
like Putin wanted, have been success-
ful in dividing this country.

As of yesterday, being 9/11, we can
disagree, like John Dingell and I did,
but I loved the guy. He was a brilliant,
caring, honorable man of integrity. We
have those on both sides of the aisle.
You have some that you have got to be
careful on both sides. But there are
people on both sides of the aisle; and
we can work together because they are
honest, honorable people, and we can
disagree when we need to.

I need to touch on, before we finish
the week here, of course, we have seen
in the news Afghanistan peace talks
with the Taliban broke down. The
Taliban continue to kill Americans,
and they are going to continue to kill
Americans. It is who they are. It is
what they are.

In my trips to Afghanistan and other
places, I made friends with some of
those Muslims who were part Afghan,
Muslims who were part of the Northern
Alliance. It is no longer called the
Northern Alliance. But these were
Muslim friends of the United States.
They just wanted their freedom. They
are Muslims, but they did not want
ruthless totalitarians like the Taliban
running their country.

The enemy of our enemy were people
we could work with. Unfortunately, our
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intelligence was not sophisticated
enough, plugged in enough, so that a
day or so before 9/11, when Ahmad Shah
Massoud, sometimes called the Lion of
Panjshir because he was such a hero—
he was a great warrior, soldier; he was
a great politician, beloved in Afghani-
stan. The Taliban wanted to kill him,
but he had good security.

The Taliban, they may be crazy, they
may be haters and want to Kkill all
Americans, but they are not stupid at
all. They knew that if the United
States figured out that the 9/11 attack
had originated in Afghanistan with al-
Qaida and the Taliban, that the United
States would come to Afghanistan, and
we would look for an Afghan leader
that the people would rally behind,
who could lead the country to destroy
the Taliban. And they knew that would
most likely be the Lion of Panjshir,
the hero of the Afghan victory over
Russia, Ahmad Shah Massoud.

A day or so before 9/11—I think it was
around 36 hours or so before—they had
gotten Massoud to agree to an inter-
view. His security people checked out
the reporter, known reporter, the cam-
eraman there, let him in, and, when
they start the interview, the camera-
man blows up the bomb in his camera
and kills Massoud.

If our intelligence people had been on
top of their game, they would have
known something was about to happen.
Something was about to happen for
them to kill Massoud now, this na-
tional hero.

Ahmad Shah Massoud has a brother,
Ahmad Zia Massoud, and I think of
him as a friend. I hope he thinks the
same way. He fought with and under
his older brother. His brother used him
as a diplomat, but he was one of many
of the Northern Alliance.

The movie ‘12 Strong’ shows Gen-
eral Dostum that we got after 9/11, get-
ting around October, got other tribal
groups to agree to fight with Dostum
as the leader. Some of them weren’t
happy, but they agreed. And we pro-
vided air cover, and we provided weap-
ons for them.
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We have 300 or so, as I have under-
stood it, special ops, Special Forces,
CIA, in there, and only our guys could
call down bombs and direct them at
specific targets.

Between the weapons we provided the
Afghans, the bomb support from B-52s
40,000 or so feet up, the Northern Alli-
ance, our Afghan Muslim allies, they
destroyed the organized Taliban, with-
in—some say, maybe it was March, but
February, March of 2002. Without a sin-
gle American casualty, we defeated the
Taliban.

Then I think it was a mistake. We
were considered heroes. We came in.
We helped get rid of the Taliban that a
majority of Afghanistan did not want
running the country. And then we
came in and started what appeared to
be occupying. And that probably could
have been okay if we could have helped
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them get a new government going and
then get out.

Condoleezza Rice, as I have heard
from others, relied on recommenda-
tions to use a guy named Zalmay
Khalilzad, a Pashtun. You can be
Pashtun and not be Taliban. He is not
Taliban. But you can’t be Taliban and
not be Pashtun, as I understand it.

And anyway, she relied heavily on
him. I talked to a guy who said he was
part of the inner circle, and the deci-
sion was: What kind of government are
we going to give Afghanistan now that
we have destroyed the Taliban? Unfor-
tunately, that shouldn’t have been our
decision, but there were people who
said, Look, this is a Tribal country and
nothing would fit this area better than
to have strong local and state or prov-
ince governments, and then it is a Fed-
eralist society where the national gov-
ernment is kind of an umbrella, but the
real power is in the provinces and the
local government.

That is not what we did. The wrong
people were listened to. And we pushed
a constitution through that gives the
power to the President, almost making
him a dictator. The President is elect-
ed in Afghanistan, but then he appoints
the governors. He appoints the mayors.
He appoints the police chief. It just cut
the local folks and the province folks
out of governing themselves.

And as my friend Massoud said: You
know, look, we know you are going to
end up having to pull out some day, so
please help us get an amendment to
our constitution that allows each prov-
ince to elect its own governor and al-
lows each city and town to elect their
own mayor. Let us pick our own police
chiefs, not somebody that Karzai, and
now Ghani who is President would
pick, but let us pick our own leaders.

And the reasoning I thought was very
sound. He said, when America leaves
Afghanistan with this strong central
government where the President has
all power, all I have got to do is either
knock off or corrupt the President, and
they are right back in charge of Af-
ghanistan.

The Taliban hate Americans, so they
are going to come Kkill a bunch more
once they take back over Afghanistan.
And then you are going to have to
come back and Americans die all over
again for nothing.

If you will simply allow us to have
that local provincial power so we elect
our own leaders and not have them ap-
pointed from Kabul, then, yeah, maybe
the Taliban gets one or two provinces,
but the rest of us can rise up like we
did before and defeat the Taliban
again, and you don’t have to have
Americans die like you have for all of
these years.

That made sense. But the only trou-
ble is, the guy that helped get Afghani-
stan this ridiculous constitution that
has created basically a totalitarian
Presidency, that is who was negoti-
ating with the Taliban. There are ru-
mors that he wanted to be President of
Afghanistan at one time himself, but
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regardless, this guy, he gave the Bush
administration bad advice. He gave the
Obama administration bad advice.

They were trying to cut a deal with
the Taliban. The Taliban, you can cut
a deal with them and then they are
going to cut your throat the first
chance they get.

It makes no sense. But we have peo-
ple from the Bush administration
through the Obama administration.
Khalilzad is still being listened to, and
he wanted to do this deal with the
Pashtun brothers, the Taliban.

We don’t need to be dealing with our
enemies. We need to be dealing with
our allies. And this was one of the
great dangers, by rejecting those who
lost family members, risked their own
lives to help us take out the Taliban,
eliminate the organized Taliban origi-
nally, without a single loss of Amer-
ican life, why wouldn’t we want to put
them in positions of power? They can
get elected, if we just—I said to
Massoud: What makes you think we
could help you amend your constitu-
tion?

And he said: You are still paying for
most of our government operations. If
you threaten to pull out all of that
money prematurely, yeah, we will
change the constitution. But we need
your help to do it, so you don’t have to
keep losing American lives here in Af-
ghanistan.

It made so much sense. But, unfortu-
nately, the deep state just continues to
be deep and Khalilzad has been part of
that from the beginning. He seemed
like a nice guy when I met him in Iraq
back in 2005. He seemed like a nice guy.
He is just the wrong person to be lis-
tened to.

Americans have continued to be
killed while he has been wanting to
have peace talks with the Taliban, not
with the northern or former Northern
Alliance people who risked their lives
and lost family members fighting with
us and for us. Oh, no, we are not going
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to deal with them. We are going to
leave them. And all of the former
Northern Alliance, they know that
when we leave and we cut a deal with
the Taliban or leave things so that the
Taliban can take right over again, they
are all going to be killed.

Then there isn’t going to be anybody
in Afghanistan who will be able to
stand up and fight against the Taliban.
On top of that, even if there were, they
wouldn’t want to cut a deal with us, be-
cause they will have seen the way the
Northern Alliance risked lives and lost
lives to help us defeat the Taliban.

What do we do? Do we leave them
high and dry? Do we allow the Taliban
to come in and kill them when we go?
No. No. We need to be talking to our
friends who fought with us and got rid
of all of the organized Taliban by Feb-
ruary or March of 2002 before we be-
came occupiers, more or less.

There needs to be a Federalist sys-
tem there, and we need our friends, our
allies who fought the Taliban and don’t
want them back in positions of author-
ity. And I think President Ghani would
be willing to do that, but, you know,
deep state just keeps getting deeper.
We need to negotiate with our friends,
so they are in a position to help our en-
emies not get back in control to Kkill
Americans again.

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

———————

REQUESTING RETURN OF 8. 1790,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following privileged
message from the Senate:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
be directed to request the House of Rep-
resentatives to return to the Senate the bill
(S. 1790) entitled ‘“‘An Act to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2020 for military ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for
military construction, and for defense activi-
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ties of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the request of the Senate is
agreed to, and S. 1790 will be returned
to the Senate.

There was no objection.

—————

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 178. An act to condemn gross human
rights violations of ethnic Turkic Muslims in
Xinjiang, and calling for an end to arbitrary
detention, torture, and harassment of these
communities inside and outside China; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs; in addition,
to the Permanent Select Committee on In-
telligence; and to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

———

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Cheryl L. Johnson, Clerk of the
House, reported that on September 11,
2019, she presented to the President of
the United States, for his approval, the
following bill:

H.R. 831. To direct the Secretary of Trans-
portation to request nominations for and
make determinations regarding roads to be
designated under the national scenic byways
program, and for other purposes.

—————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 9 minutes p.m.),
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Friday, Sep-
tember 13, 2019, at 9 a.m.

BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF PAYGO LEGISLATION

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YARMUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote on
passage, the attached estimate of the costs of H.R. 1146, the Arctic Cultural and Coastal Plain Protection Act, for printing

in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

ESTIMATE OF PAY-AS-YOU-GO EFFECTS FOR H.R. 1146 (RULES COMMITTEE PRINT 116-30)

By fiscal year, in millions of dollars—

2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

2024

2019
2024

2019-

2025 2029

2026 2027 2028 2029

Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Effects

NET INCREASE OR DECREASE (—) IN THE DEFICIT

0 0 -9 500 —100

—100 201 -99 —104 104 104 205 =5

Components may not sum to totals because of rounding.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

e ———

2069. A letter from the Alternate OSD
FRLO, Office of the Secretary, Department
of Defense, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Recoupment of Nonrecurring
Costs (NCs) on Sales of U.S. Items [Docket
ID: DOD-2018-0S-0088] (RIN: 0790-AK24) re-
ceived August 23, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

2070. A letter from the Special Agent,
Chief, Policy Branch, Department of the
Army, Department of Defense, transmitting
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the Department’s final rule — Individual Re-
quests for Access or Amendment of CID Re-
ports of Investigation [Docket ID: USA-2019-
HQ-0016] (RIN: 0702-AB00) received September
5, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Armed Services.

2071. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Addition of Certain Enti-
ties to the Entity List and Revision of En-
tries on the Entity List [Docket No.: 190814-
0013] (RIN: 0694-AH86) received September 5,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

2072. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s guidance and interpreta-
tion — Commission Interpretation and Guid-
ance Regarding the Applicability of the
Proxy Rules to Proxy Voting Advice [Re-
lease No.: 34-86721] received August 23, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

2073. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s guidance — Commission
Guidance Regarding Proxy Voting Respon-
sibilities of Investment Advisers [Release
Nos.: TA-5325; IC-33605] received August 22,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

2074. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
General Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Pen-
sion Benefit Guaranty Corporation, trans-
mitting the Corporation’s final rule — Bene-
fits Payable in Terminated Single-Employer
Plans; Interest Assumptions for Paying Ben-
efits received September 5, 2019, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

2075. A letter from the Program Analyst,
National Highway Traffic Safety Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards;
Electric-Powered Vehicles: Electrolyte Spill-
age and Electrical Shock Protection [Docket
No.: NHTSA-2019-0009] (RIN: 2127-AM10) re-
ceived August 30, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2076. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Min-
nesota; Flint Hills Sulfur Dioxide (S02) Re-
vision [EPA-R05-OAR-2018-0731; FRIL-9998-49-
Region 5] received September 11, 2019, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

2077. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Texas;
Control of Air Pollution from Motor Vehicles
[EPA-R06-OAR-2018-0811; FRIL-9997-58-Region
6] received September 11, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2078. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — Electronic Delivery of MVPD Com-
munications [MB Docket No.: 17-317]; Mod-
ernization of Media Regulation Initiative
[MB Docket No.: 17-105] received August 23,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
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2079. A letter from the Associate Chief,
Auctions Division, Office of Economics and
Analytics, Federal Communications Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Incentive Auction of Upper
Microwave Flexible Use Service Licenses in
the Upper 37 GHz, 39 GHz, and 47 GHz Bands
for Next-Generations Wireless Services; No-
tice and Filing Requirements, Minimum
Opening Bids, Upfront Payments, and Other
Procedures for Auctions 103; Bidding in Auc-
tion 103 Scheduled to Begin December 10,
2019 [AU Docket No.: 19-59] [GN Docket No.:
14-177] received August 23, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
261; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

2080. A letter from the Under Secretary,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Temporary General Li-
cense: Extension of Validity, Clarifications
to Authorized Transactions, and Changes to
Certification Statement Requirements
[Docket No.: 190814-0012] (RIN: 0694-AHS86) re-
ceived September 5, 2019, pursuant to b5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

2081. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Sectary for Export Administration, Bureau
of Industry and Security, Department of
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Addition of Certain Entities to
the Entity List, Revision of Entries on the
Entity List, and Removal of Entities From
the Entity List [Docket No.: 190808-0011]
(RIN: 0694-AH50) received August 23, 2019,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

2082. A letter from the Senior Attorney-Ad-
visor, Federal Highway Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — FAST Act
Section 5516 ‘‘Additional State Authority”
Implementation [Docket No.: FHWA-2018-
0042] (RIN: 2125-AF86) received August 27,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

2083. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Office of Chief Counsel, Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
System Safety Program [Docket No.: FRA-
2011-0060, Notice No. 11] (RIN: 2130-AC81) re-
ceived August 29, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2084. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Endicott, NY; Correction [Docket
No.: FAA-2019-0347; Airspace Docket No.: 19-
AEA-6] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received September
6, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

2085. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airspace Designations;
Incorporation by Reference [Docket No.:
FAA-2019-0627; Amendment. No.: 71-51] (RIN:
2120-AA66) received September 6, 2019, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

2086. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
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et No.: FAA-2018-1012; Product Identifier
2018-NM-132-AD; Amendment 39-19708; AD
2019-16-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep-
tember 6, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2087. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2019-0187; Product Identifier
2018-NM-172-AD; Amendment 39-19715; AD
2019-16-12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep-
tember 6, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2088. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Helicopters Deutschland GmbH
Helicopters [Docket No.: FAA-2019-0643;
Product Identifier 2019-SW-013-AD; Amend-
ment 39-19719; AD 2019-10-51] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received September 6, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

2089. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc., Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2019-0322; Product Identifier 2019-
NM-039-AD; Amendment 39-19722; AD 2019-16-
09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 6,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

2090. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2019-0608; Product Identifier
2019-NM-084-AD; Amendment 39-19713; AD
2019-16-10] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Sep-
tember 6, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2091. A letter from the Chairman, Surface
Transportation Board, transmitting the
Board’s final rule — Regulations Governing
Fees for Services Performed in Connection
With Licensing and Related Services-2019
Update [Docket No.: EP 542 (Sub-No. 27)] re-
ceived August 23, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

2092. A letter from the Regulations Policy
Coordinator, Office of Regulations Policy
and Management, Office of the Secretary
(0OOREG), Department of Veterans Affairs,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Rental and Utility Assistance for Certain
Low-Income Veteran Families (RIN: 2900-
AQ40) received August 30, 2019, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

2093. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
rule — Domestic Partnerships and S Cor-
porations Filling Under Proposed GILTI Reg-
ulations [Notice 2019-46] received August 30,
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

2094. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only
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rule — Implementation of Nonresident Alien
Deposit Interest Regulations (Rev. Proc.
2019-23) received August 30, 2019, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec.
2561; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee
on Homeland Security. H.R. 3356. A bill to
provide PreCheck to certain severely injured
or disabled veterans, and for other purposes
(Rept. 116203, Pt. 1). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs dis-
charged from further consideration.
H.R. 3356 referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

CONSENSUS CALENDAR

Under clause 7 of rule XV, the fol-
lowing motion was filed with the Clerk:
Motion No. 8, September 12, 2019 by Ms.
Speier on H.R. 1773.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. KIM (for himself, Ms. DEAN, and
Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mexico):

H.R. 4295. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Defense to carry out a pilot program under
which the Secretary determines the exposure
of certain children of members of the Armed
Forces to perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl
substances; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr.
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York,
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. TED LIEU

of California, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms.
PRESSLEY, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.

LOWENTHAL, Ms. JUuDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms.
DEGETTE, Ms. PINGREE, Ms. MATSUI,
and Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ):

H.R. 4296. A bill to amend title VI of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to en-
sure the safe use of cosmetics, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Education and Labor, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. GOMEZ (for himself, Mr.
AGUILAR, Ms. BASS, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr.
CASTRO of Texas, Mr. CISNEROS, Mr.
CORREA, Mr. CosTA, Mr. Cox of Cali-
fornia, Mr. DANNY K. DAvIis of Illi-
nois, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr.
GARCIA of Illinois, Mr. GONZALEZ of
Texas, Ms. HAALAND, Mr. HARDER of
California, Ms. HILL of California,
Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. TED LIEU of California, Ms. MAT-
SUI, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. MOORE, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, Ms.
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OMAR, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PETERSON,
Mr. POCAN, Mr. ROUDA, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SoTO,
Mr. Suozzl, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Mr. VELA, Ms. SANCHEZ,

Mrs. TORRES of California, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. KHANNA, and Mr.
LOWENTHAL):

H.R. 4297. A Dbill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to treat attendance at an
institution of higher education the same as
work for the purpose of determining eligi-
bility to participate in the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mrs. HAYES (for herself, Mrs.
MCBATH, Ms. SCANLON, Ms.
FINKENAUER, Mr. SABLAN, Ms.

DELBENE, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. MENG,
Mr. LUJAN, Ms. LEE of California, Ms.
MOORE, Mr. POCAN, and Ms. PORTER):

H.R. 4298. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to restore Federal Pell
Grant eligibility for certain periods; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ (for herself, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. TONKO, and Mr.
LOWENTHAL):

H.R. 4299. A bill to reauthorize through
2024 the National Geological and Geophysical
Data Preservation Program Act of 2005; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Ms. DEAN (for herself, Mr. TURNER,
Ms. BASS, and Mr. STIVERS):

H.R. 4300. A bill to provide federal housing
assistance on behalf of youths who are aging
out of foster care, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Financial Services.

By Ms. GABBARD (for herself, Mrs.
MCBATH, and Mrs. HAYES):

H.R. 4301. A bill to require the Secretary of
Education, in consultation with Attorney
General and the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, to publish an annual report
on indicators of school crime and safety that
includes data on school shootings, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

By Mr. SHERMAN:

H.R. 4302. A bill to authorize public hous-
ing agencies to share certain data regarding
homeless individuals and families for the
provision of housing and services, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida (for herself,
Ms. DELAURO, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER,
Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. SABLAN,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. TONKO, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. Cox of California, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Ms. MATSUI,
Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. SARBANES, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
RUSH, Mr. RICHMOND, Mrs. DEMINGS,
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs.
HAYES, Mr. CLAY, Mr. LEVIN of Michi-
gan, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. MOORE, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. COURTNEY,
Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of
Georgia, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. HAS-
TINGS, Mr. SO0TO, Mr. CRIST, Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida, Ms. FRANKEL, Ms.
FUDGE, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BROWN of
Maryland, Ms. BAss, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. EVANS, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Ms. ADAMS, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. SCOTT
of Virginia, Mr. MORELLE, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, Ms. LOFGREN, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. KHANNA, Mr.
GARAMENDI, and Mr. SUOZZI):

H.R. 4303. A Dbill to designate the Common-
wealth of the Bahamas under section 244 of
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the Immigration and Nationality Act to per-
mit nationals of the Commonwealth of the
Bahamas to be eligible for temporary pro-
tected status under such section, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, and in addition to the Committee on
the Budget, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. PALAZZO (for himself, Ms.
KAPTUR, Mr. GUEST, Mr. KELLY of
Mississippi, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. HILL of
California, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, and
Mr. FOSTER):

H.R. 4304. A bill to amend title 51, United
States Code, to allow the Administrator of
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration to accept in-kind consideration for
certain leases, and for other purposes; to the

Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology.
By Mr. STIVERS (for himself, Miss

RICE of New York, Mr. RUTHERFORD,
Ms. SHERRILL, Mr. DUNN, Mr.
CISNEROS, Mr. WALTZ, Ms. SLOTKIN,
Mr. ROY, and Mr. JOYCE of Ohio):

H.R. 4305. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro-
gram on dog training therapy; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. DEFAZIO (for himself and Mr.
MALINOWSKI):

H.R. 4306. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion to conduct an evaluation of the safety,
security, and environmental risks of trans-
porting liquefied natural gas by rail, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mrs. ROD-
GERS of Washington, Mr. HECK, Mr.
PAYNE, Ms. HILL of California, and
Mr. GALLAGHER):

H.R. 4307. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, relating to certain require-
ments for the engineering phase of fixed
guideway capital investment grants, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. MORELLE (for himself, Ms.
HILL of California, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr.
KING of New York, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Mr. BRINDISI,
and Mr. NADLER):

H.R. 4308. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to establish an emergency
grant aid program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. BEYER (for himself,
KATKO, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO):

H.R. 4309. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Transportation to establish a grant program
to facilitate the installation, on bridges, of
evidence-based suicide deterrents, including
suicide prevention nets and barriers, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania:

H.R. 4310. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 19656 to clarify that employ-
ment in any position at a nonprofit organiza-
tion is a public service job for purposes of
the public service loan forgiveness program,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

By Mr. COHEN (for himself and Mr.
CHABOT):

H.R. 4311. A bill to protect consumers from
discriminatory State taxes on motor vehicle
rentals; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 4312. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to clarify when educational as-
sistance is available for an individual who
pursues an approved program of education

Mr.
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leading to a degree while on active duty in
the Armed Forces; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. DINGELL (for herself and Mr.
FITZPATRICK):

H.R. 4313. A bill to authorize the Attorney
General to make grants to State and Tribal
courts in order to allow the electronic serv-
ice of certain court orders, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana (for him-
self and Mr. MAST):

H.R. 4314. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of
Defense to appoint officers of the Armed
Forces as directors of medical centers of the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. KHANNA (for himself and Mr.
PHILLIPS):

H.R. 4315. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit a can-
didate for election to the office or Represent-
ative in Congress or Senator from accepting
contributions from any political committee
other than an authorized committee of the
candidate and from establishing a leadership
PAC; to the Committee on House Adminis-
tration.

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself
and Miss RICE of New York):

H.R. 4316. A Dbill to provide for temporary
emergency impact aid for local educational
agencies; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. LANGEVIN (for himself and
Mr. WELCH):

H.R. 4317. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and expand the
new energy efficient home credit, to extend
the energy efficient commercial buildings
deduction, to eliminate the basis reduction
for low-income housing properties receiving
certain energy benefits, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. OHALLERAN (for himself, Mr.
STANTON, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, and Mr.
GALLEGO):

H.R. 4318. A bill to provide economic sta-
bilization resources to distressed rural com-
munities directly impacted by the closure of
an electric generating station, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on
Education and Labor, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. PANETTA (for himself, Ms.
JAYAPAL, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr.
CARBAJAL, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CORREA, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. ESPAILLAT,
Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Ms. HAALAND, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Mr. KHANNA, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. MENG, Ms.
MOORE, Mrs. MURPHY, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Ms. NORTON, Ms. OMAR, Ms.
PRESSLEY, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
RUSH, Ms. SANCHEZ, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. SIRES, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
Mr. SoTo, Mr. SU0zZI, Mr. SWALWELL
of California, Mr. VARGAS, and Ms.
VELAZQUEZ):

H.R. 4319. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act to eliminate the annual
numerical limitation on U visas, to require
the Secretary of Homeland Security to grant
work authorization to aliens with a pending

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

application for nonimmigrant status under
subparagraph (U) or (T) of section 101(a)(15)
of such Act, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. PORTER:

H.R. 4320. A bill to ensure that irrespon-
sible corporate executives, rather than
shareholders, pay fines and penalties; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. RYAN:

H.R. 4321. A Dbill to eliminate lead-based
pipe and tap hazards in housing, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Financial Services, and Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Ms. SHALALA (for herself, Mr.
GAETZ, and Ms. LEE of California):

H.R. 4322. A bill to promote cannabis re-
search, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. STEUBE (for himself and Mr.
GAETZ):

H.R. 4323. A bill to provide for the resched-
uling of marijuana into schedule III of the
Controlled Substances Act; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on the Judiciary,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. TORRES of California (for her-
self, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs.
MURPHY, Ms. NORTON, Mr. CICILLINE,
and Mr. LOWENTHAL):

H.R. 4324. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to expand to all firearms the re-
quirement that Federal firearms licensees
report sales of 2 or more handguns to the
same unlicensed person within 5 consecutive
business days; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. VAN DREW:

H.R. 4325. A Dbill to amend the Commodity
Exchange Act to clarify treatment of privi-
leged information after disclosure to the
Commodity Futures Trading Commission,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mrs. WAGNER (for herself, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
and Mr. WALBERG):

H.R. 4326. A bill to amend the Trafficking
Victims Protection Act of 2000 relating to
determinations with respect to efforts of for-
eign countries to reduce demand for com-
mercial sex acts under the minimum stand-
ards for the elimination of trafficking; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. WILD (for herself, Mr. QUIGLEY,
Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. TRONE, Ms.
DEAN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. RASKIN, Mr.
CUELLAR, Miss RICE of New York, Mr.
DEUTCH, and Mr. MOULTON):

H.R. 4327. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to promote comprehensive
campus mental health and suicide preven-
tion plans, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Ms. FOXX of North Carolina (for
herself and Mr. ROUDA):

H. Con. Res. 62. Concurrent resolution re-
quiring the supervisors of employees of Con-
gressional offices to submit reports on the
outside compensation earned by such em-
ployees, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

By Mr. MCGOVERN:

H. Res. 553. A resolution directing the
Clerk of the House of Representatives to pro-
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vide a copy of the on-the-record portions of
the audio backup file of the transcribed
interview of Roger J. Stone Jr. conducted by
the Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence on September 26, 2017, to the pros-
ecuting attorneys in the case of United
States of America v. Stone, No. 1:19-cr-00018-
ABJ (D.D.C.); considered and agreed to.

By Mr. TIPTON (for himself, Mr.
MALINOWSKI, Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. LAM-
BORN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. PAYNE,
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, and Mr. SIRES):

H. Res. 554. A resolution supporting the
designation of September 2019, as ‘‘School
Bus Safety and Security Month’’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Reform.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Ms. MOORE, Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms.
ESCOBAR, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms. MENG,
Ms. HAALAND, Mrs. TORRES of Cali-
fornia, Mr. FOSTER, Mrs. LAWRENCE,
Mr. KHANNA, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Ms. DEAN, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. TONKO,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. BEYER, Ms.
LOFGREN, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms.
HiLL of California, Mrs. WATSON
COLEMAN, Ms. STEVENS, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. GARCIA of
Illinois, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. SMITH of
Washington, Ms. PORTER, Ms. GARCIA
of Texas, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
BROWN of Maryland, Ms. TLAIB, Mr.
LEWIS, Ms. JUDY CHU of California,
Mr. CICILLINE, and Ms. WEXTON):

H. Res. 565. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the relationships between firearm vio-
lence, misogyny, and violence against
women and reaffirming the importance of
preventing individuals with a history of vio-
lence against women from accessing a fire-
arm; to the Committee on the Judiciary, and
in addition to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce, Financial Services, Ways and
Means, Education and Labor, Natural Re-
sources, and Veterans’ Affairs, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. VEASEY (for himself, Mr.
MEEKS, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. QUIGLEY,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. CARSON of Indi-
ana, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. PAL-
LONE, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms. BROWNLEY of
California, Ms. CASTOR of Florida,
Ms. BASS, Mr. TED LIEU of California,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. SEWELL of Ala-
bama, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. EVANS, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. SIRES, Mr. DEFA-
710, Mr. VELA, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr.

CLAY, Ms. MOORE, Mr. CoSTA, Ms.
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. MCCOLLUM,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.

BROWN of Maryland, Ms. NORTON,
Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. LAWSON of Florida,
Mr. MOULTON, Mr. GREEN of Texas,

Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms.
TITUS, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms.

JAYAPAL, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. RUSH,
Mr. CISNEROS, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. LEE
of California, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. RYAN,

Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr.
CRIST, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. LOEBSACK,
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. SMITH of Wash-

ington, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, Mr. ALLRED, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, and Mrs. LAWRENCE):

H. Res. 556. A resolution expressing support
for designation of the month of September as
“National Voting Rights Month’; to the
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition
to the Committees on House Administration,



H7706

Intelligence (Permanent Select), Oversight
and Reform, Science, Space, and Technology,
Education and Labor, Ways and Means, Fi-
nancial Services, Ethics, and Homeland Se-
curity, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

————

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

133. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the Senate of the State of California, rel-
ative to Senate Joint Resolution No. 8, me-
morializing the Congress and the President
of the United States to enact legislation, S.
866, known as the IDEA Full Funding Act,
during the current session of Congress to
fully fund the federal Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

134. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the
State of California, relative to Senate Joint
Resolution No. 3, requesting the Congress of
the United States to enact, and the Presi-
dent to sign, legislation that would repeal
the Government Pension Offset and the
Windfall Elimination Provision from the So-
cial Security Act; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. KIM:

H.R. 4295

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8—The Congress shall
have the Power to lay and collect Taxes, Du-
ties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts
and provide for the common Defence and
general Welfare of the United States; but all
Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States.

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY:

H.R. 4296.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-
ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes.

By Mr. GOMEZ:

H.R. 4297.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mrs. HAYES:

H.R. 4298.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Ms. VELAZQUEZ:

H.R. 4299.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to .
vide for the
United States; . . .

By Ms. DEAN:

H.R. 4300.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

. . pro-
general Welfare of the
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This bill is enacted pursuant to the powers
granted to the Congress by Article I, Section
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.

By Ms. GABBARD:

H.R. 4301.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The United States Constitution, including
Article 1, Section 8.

By Mr. SHERMAN:

H.R. 4302.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S. Const. Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18:
“The Congress shall have Power To
make Laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by
this Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof . . .”

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 4303.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. PALAZZO:

H.R. 4304.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to to the
power granted to Congress under Article I,
Section 8, Clause 18 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. STIVERS:

H.R. 4305.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 13

The Congress shall have Power to provide
and maintain a Navy.

Article I, Section 8, Clause 12

To raise and support Armies, but no Appro-
priation of Money to that Use shall be for a
longer Term than two Years.

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14

To make Rules for the Government and
Regulation of the land and naval Forces.

By Mr. DEFAZIO:

H.R. 4306.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, Clause 3, and
Clause 18 of the Constitution.

By Mr. PETERS:

H.R. 4307.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. MORELLE:

H.R. 4308.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.

By Mr. BEYER:

H.R. 4309.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 1

By Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania:

H.R. 4310.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion under the General Welfare Clause.

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 4311.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution, which grants Congress the
power to regulate Commerce with foreign
Nations, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 4312.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mrs. DINGELL:

H.R. 4313.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana:

H.R. 4314.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. KHANNA:

H.R. 4315.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 4, clause 1 of the Con-
stitution reads ‘‘The Times, Places and Man-
ner of holding Elections for Senators and
Representatives, shall be prescribed in each
State by the Legislature thereof; but the
Congress may at any time by Law make or
alter such Regulations, except as to the
Places of chusing Senators.”

So, Article I, Section 4, clause 1 allows
states to prescribe the ‘“‘Time, Places and
Manner of holding Elections for Senators
and Representatives,” but allows Congress
“at any time” to ‘‘make or alter such regu-
lations.”

By Mr. KING of New York:

H.R. 4316.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 ofthe United States
Constitution
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By Mr. LANGEVIN:

H.R. 4317.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. O'HALLERAN:

H.R. 4318.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. PANETTA:

H.R. 4319.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 18

By Ms. PORTER:

H.R. 4320.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. RYAN:

H.R. 4321.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8: To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.

By Ms. SHALALA:

H.R. 4322.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

to lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts,
and Excises, to pay the Debts, and provide
for the common Defence and general Welfare
of the United States; but all Duties, Imposts
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the
United States.

By Mr. STEUBE:

H.R. 4323.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8
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The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defence and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States;

To borrow money on the credit of the
United States;

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes;

To establish an uniform Rule of Natu-
ralization, and uniform Laws on the subject
of Bankruptcies throughout the United
States;

To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof,
and of foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of
Weights and Measures;

To provide for the Punishment of counter-
feiting the Securities and current Coin of the
United States;

To establish Post Offices and Post Roads;

To promote the Progress of Science and
useful Arts, by securing for limited Times to
Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to
their respective Writings and Discoveries;

To constitute Tribunals inferior to the su-
preme Court;

and Offenses against the Law of Nations;

To declare War, grant Letters of Marque
and Reprisal, and make Rules concerning
Captures on Land and Water;

To raise and support Armies, but no Appro-
priation of Money to that Use shall be for a
longer Term than two Years;

To provide and maintain a Navy;

To make Rules for the Government and
Regulation of the land and naval Forces;

To provide for calling forth the Militia to
execute the Laws of the Union, suppress In-
surrections and repel Invasions;

To provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining, the Militia, and for governing such
Part of them as may be employed in the
Service of the United States, reserving to
the States respectively, the Appointment of
the Officers, and the Authority of training
the Militia according to the discipline pre-
scribed by Congress;

To exercise exclusive Legislation in all
Cases whatsoever, over such District (not ex-
ceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession
of particular States, and the acceptance of
Congress, become the Seat of the Govern-
ment of the United States, and to exercise
like Authority over all Places purchased by
the Consent of the Legislature of the State
in which the Same shall be, for the Erection
of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards,
and other needful Buildings; And

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mrs. TORRES of California:

H.R. 4324.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

According to Article 1: Section 8: Clause
18: of the United States Constitution, seen
below, this bill falls within the Constitu-
tional Authority of the United States Con-
gress.

Article 1: Section 8: Clause 18: To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. VAN DREW:
H.R. 4325.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Untied States
Constitution.
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By Mrs. WAGNER:
H.R. 4326.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3
Article I, Section 8, Clause 10
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
Amendment XIIT (relating to slavery and
involuntary servitude)
By Ms. WILD:
H.R. 4327.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I Section 8

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 4: Mr. VISCLOSKY.

. 99: Mr. TIPTON.

. 305: Mr. PALMER.

. 435: Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ and Mr. GRI-

. 444:
. 446:
. 473:
. 485:
. 48T7:
. b73:
. 674:
. 107:
. T44:

Mr. CASE.
Mr. HASTINGS.
Ms. VELAZQUEZ.
Mr. MAST.
Mr. STEUBE.
Mr. BAIRD and Mr. ARMSTRONG.
Ms. SPANBERGER.
Mr. POCAN.
Mr. BILIRAKIS.
. 777: Mr. MARCHANT and Ms. LOFGREN.
. 878: Mr. KENNEDY.
. 891: Mr. CLINE.
. 899: Mr. NORMAN.
H.R. 943: Mr. HILL of Arkansas, Mr. PRICE
of North Carolina, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. AMODEI, Ms. SANCHEZ, and Mr. TIPTON.

HR 945: Mr. PAPPAS, Ms. BASS, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, and Mrs. RODGERS of Wash-
ington.

H.R. 991: Ms. CLARKE of New York.

H.R. 1043: Mr. SPANO, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr.
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia.

H.R. 1052: Ms. MOORE and Mr. ARMSTRONG.

H.R. 1066: Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 1109: Mrs. LEE of Nevada.

H.R. 1137: Ms. SLOTKIN.

H.R. 1140: Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. LEVIN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. GOLDEN, and Ms. JUDY CHU of
California.
. 1154:
. 1185:
. 1220:
. 1230:
. 1257:
. 1266:
. 1297:

Mr. CLEAVER.

Mr. CISNEROS.

Ms. DELBENE.

Mrs. AXNE.

Mr. KIND.

Mr. ROSE of New York.
Mr. RYAN.

. 1309: Mr. MCEACHIN.

H.R. 1360: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 1379: Mrs. TRAHAN, Mr. COLE, Mr.
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. LUCAS, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr.
LIPINSKI, and Ms. DEAN.

H.R. 1396: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. CAL-
VERT, and Mr. ROONEY of Florida.

H.R. 1424: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 1488: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI and Ms.
DELBENE.

H.R. 1527: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 1534: Mr. CISNEROS.

H.R. 1551: Mr. SOTO.

H.R. 1570: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr. MEUSER.

H.R. 1610: Mr. LAMB.

H.R. 1646: Ms. CRAIG and Ms. WEXTON.

H.R. 1673: Ms. STEFANIK.

H.R. 1680: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Ms. BONAMICI,
Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, and Mr.
EVANS.

H.R. 1692: Mr. LEWIS.

H.R. 1709: Mr. VISCLOSKY.
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H.R. 1713: Mr. RYAN and Ms. JAYAPAL.

H.R. 1750: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 1754: Ms. CRAIG.

H.R. 1766: Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. ESCOBAR, and
Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 1824: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 1840: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. STAUBER.

H.R. 1873: Mr. BURCHETT and Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

H.R. 1944: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 1959: Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 1962: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 1978: Ms. MATSUI, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. CASE, and Mr. GARAMENDI.

H.R. 1982: Ms. JUDY CHU of California.

H.R. 2062: Mr. OLSON and Mr. GONZALEZ of
Ohio.

H.R. 2091: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 2134: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 2135: Mr. CoSTA, Ms. SHERRILL, and
Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 2146: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. MOULTON.

H.R. 2147: Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. BROWNLEY of
California, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
ROUZER, Mr. KINZINGER, Mr. JORDAN, Mr.
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. STEWART, Mr. KELLER, Mr.
JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. ROGERS of
Alabama, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. CHABOT,
Ms. KENDRA S. HORN of Oklahoma, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. RATCLIFFE,
Mrs. MCBATH, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. KEVIN
HERN of Oklahoma, Mr. HARRIS, Mr.
MCADAMS, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. MUCARSEL-POW-
ELL, and Mr. TIMMONS.

H.R. 2178: Mr. LUCAS.

H.R. 2191: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 2208: Ms. GARCIA of Texas.

H.R. 2214: Ms. UNDERWOOD.

H.R. 2218: Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 2222: Mr. CASTEN of Illinois, Ms. POR-
TER, Mr. MALINOWSKI, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, and Mrs. WAGNER.

H.R. 2225: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 2256: Ms. UNDERWOOD, Ms. HOULAHAN,
and Ms. SCANLON.

H.R. 2279: Mr.
VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 2301: Ms. JACKSON LEE.

H.R. 2339: Ms. STEVENS.

H.R. 2382: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 2398: Ms. PINGREE.

H.R. 2435: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. HECK,
and Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 2441: Mr. NADLER and Mr. HIGGINS of
New York.

H.R. 2474: Mr. O’HALLERAN and Mr. RICH-
MOND.

H.R. 2487: Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 2568: Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 2573: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. PAPPAS, Mr.
RUTHERFORD, Mr. THOMPSON of California,
Mr. BRINDISI, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LAWSON of
Florida, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. GOLDEN, Mr.
LONG, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. STEUBE, Mr. RUSH,
Mrs. MILLER, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. DANNY K.
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. FLORES, and Mr. VAN
DREW.

H.R. 2628: Mr. ZELDIN.

H.R. 2632: Ms. PRESSLEY.

H.R. 2645: Mr. MEADOWS.

H.R. 2653: Ms. SLOTKIN.

H.R. 2664: Mr. WOODALL.

H.R. 2708: Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. RYAN, Mr.
LEWIS, Mrs. BEATTY, and Mr. RICHMOND.

H.R. 2720: Miss RICE of New York.

H.R. 2721: Mrs. AXNE.

H.R. 2775: Mr. AGUILAR.

H.R. 2825: Mr. FORTENBERRY.

H.R. 2846: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 2859: Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 2862: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana and Mr.
MORELLE.

H.R. 2985: Mr. WENSTRUP and Ms. MOORE.

H.R. 3006: Mr. MITCHELL.

H.R. 3048: Ms. DELBENE.

H.R. 3062: Mr. HOLDING.

RUTHERFORD and Ms.
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H.R. 3071: Mr. CRENSHAW.

H.R. 3077: Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 3114: Mrs. AXNE and Mr. DAVID SCOTT
of Georgia.

H.R. 3116:

H.R. 3129:

H.R. 315T:

H.R. 3172:

Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

LOFGREN.
SANCHEZ.
DESAULNIER.
GARCIA of Illinois.

H.R. 3209: Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia.

H.R. 3214: Mr. MORELLE.

H.R. 3222: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr.
PocaN, and Mr. SUOZZI.

H.R. 3289: Mr. KING of New York.

H.R. 3331: Mr. LAMALFA.

H.R. 3332: Mr. KATKO.

H.R. 3350: Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 3356: Mrs. AXNE, Mr. BROWN of Mary-
land, and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 3369: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 3398: Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
BRENDAN F. BoOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms.
JUuDpYy CHU of California, Ms. DELBENE, Mr.
EVANS, Mr. GOMEZ, Mr. HIGGINS of New York,
Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. LEWIS, Ms.
MOORE, Mrs. MURPHY, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. PAs-
CRELL, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, and Mr.
SU0ZZI.

H.R. 3435: Ms. ESCOBAR, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, and Mr. DESAULNIER.

H.R. 3446: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 3450: Mr. GAETZ.

H.R. 3464: Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ.

H.R. 3486: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 3495: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. HUDSON, Mr.
STEUBE, Mr. BURCHETT, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. BOST,
Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. NEGUSE, and Mr. CAL-
VERT.

H.R. 3502: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. JOHNSON of
South Dakota, Mr. VAN DREW, and Mr. HICE
of Georgia.

H.R. 3510: Mr. STANTON, Mr. LLUCAS, and Mr.
SCHWEIKERT.

H.R. 3516: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3529: Mr. COSTA, Ms.
California, and Ms. SHERRILL.

H.R. 3545: Mr. KATKO and Mr. DEUTCH.

H.R. 3555: Ms. SCANLON.

H.R. 3563: Ms. PRESSLEY.

H.R. 3569: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3570: Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ and Mr.
SIRES.

H.R. 3593: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and
Mr. ENGEL.

CASE, Mr.

BROWNLEY of
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H.R. 3630: Mrs. WAGNER and Ms. TLAIB.

H.R. 3644: Mr. MORELLE.

H.R. 3654: Mr. VAN DREW, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Ms. BoNAMICI, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Ms.
PINGREE, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. GRAVES of
Missouri, Mr. YARMUTH, and Mr. BLU-
MENAUER.

H.R. 3664: Mr. LUCAS.

H.R. 3665: Mrs. AXNE.

H.R. 3681: Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

H.R. 3685: Mr. GARCIA of Illinois, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, and Ms. PRESSLEY.

H.R. 3712: Ms. SANCHEZ.

H.R. 3716: Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. MCADAMS, and
Mr. SIMPSON.

H.R. 3727: Mr. CASE.

H.R. 3731: Mr. CASE.

H.R. 3742: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 3777: Mr. CASE.

H.R. 3799: Mr. GARCIA of Illinois and Mr.
MEEKS.

H.R. 3816: Mr. WEBER of Texas.

H.R. 3824: Mr. LAHOOD.

H.R. 3851: Mr. PANETTA, Ms. ESHOO, and Mr.
CUELLAR.

H.R. 3917: Mr. KHANNA.

H.R. 3956: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mr.
CUELLAR.

H.R. 3968: Mr. CRAWFORD.

H.R. 3971: Mr. CLINE.

H.R. 3973: Ms. BARRAGAN.

H.R. 4014: Ms. HAALAND, Ms. ESHO0O, and
Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 4077: Mrs. MCBATH and Mrs. AXNE.

H.R. 4098: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. CURTIS, Mr.
MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr. BROOKS of Ala-
bama, Mr. STEUBE, and Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 4107: Mr. PoCAN and Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York.

H.R. 4129: Mr. FITZPATRICK.

H.R. 4142: Mr. CARBAJAL.

H.R. 4193: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. KING of New
York, Ms. SLOTKIN, and Ms. BROWNLEY of
California.

H.R. 4219: Mr. FLEISCHMANN.

H.R. 4226: Mr. HECK.

H.R. 4230: Ms. BoNAMICI and Ms. BROWNLEY
of California.

H.R. 4248: Mr. LAMB.

H.R. 4249: Mr. RASKIN and Mr. DEUTCH.

H.R. 4254: Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 4261: Mr. CLINE.
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H.R. 4272: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. BROWN of Mary-
land, Mr. SoT0, Ms. LOFGREN, and Miss RICE
of New York.

H. J. Res. 7: Mr. PASCRELL.

H. Res. 49: Mr. ROSE of New York.

H. Res. 109: Ms. FUDGE.

H. Res. 146: Ms. LEE of California, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, and Mr. KING of New York.

H. Res. 326: Mr. LANGEVIN and Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia.

H. Res. 374: Mr. PALMER.

H. Res. 387: Ms. BROWNLEY of California,
Mr. SWALWELL of California, and Ms. WILD.

H. Res. 454: Mrs. LURIA.

H. Res. 478: Ms. SLOTKIN.

H. Res. 493: Mr. HUIZENGA.

H. Res. 527: Mr. DESAULNIER.

H. Res. 539: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mr.
COSTA.

H. Res. 543: Ms. NORTON.

H. Res. 545: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. KIL-
MER.

H. Res. 549: Mr. VISCLOSKY.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions
and papers were laid on the clerk’s
desk and referred as follows:

39. The SPEAKER presented a petition of
the City of Miami Commission, relative to
Resolution No. R-19-0281, urging the United
States Citizenship and Immigration Services
to reevaluate and grant Ramon Saul
Sanchez’s application for permanent resident
status; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

40. Also, a petition of House of Representa-
tives of the Commonwealth of the Northern
Marianas Islands, relative to House Joint
Resolution 21-4, HD2, To provide mutual con-
sent to amend Article III, Section 303 of the
Covenant to Establish a Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands in Political
Union with the United States of America to
limit birth tourism in the CNMI; jointly to
the Committees on Natural Resources and
the Judiciary.
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