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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. LAMALFA).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 18, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DoucG
LAMALFA to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———————

ALZHEIMER’S MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, today, I rise to discuss
the sixth-leading cause of death in the
United States of America and the fifth-
leading cause of death for those aged 65
years and older. It’s a disease more
than 5 million Americans are living
with and is the only cause of death
among the top 10 in the United States
without a way to cure it or to slow its
progression. It’s a type of dementia

that encompasses various diseases and
conditions that damage brain cells—
Alzheimer’s disease.

September is Alzheimer’s Month, a
time spent by Alzheimer’s advocates in
promoting and educating on this life-
changing disease.

According to the Alzheimer’s Asso-
ciation, deaths from Alzheimer’s in-
creased close to 70 percent between 2000
and 2010. During that same time period,
deaths from other major diseases, such
as heart disease, decreased. In my
home State of Pennsylvania, in 2010,
more than 3,500 individuals died from
Alzheimer’s. My mom, Mary Thomp-
son, suffered with Alzheimer’s for 10
years as the disease slowly stole her
memories, her dignity and, eventually,
her life.

In 2010, Congress passed legislation to
create a national plan to combat Alz-
heimer’s disease. It established a Na-
tional Alzheimer’s Project within the
Department of Health and Human
Services in order to coordinate the
country’s approach to research and
caregiving. This effort supports the
amazing work being done through med-
ical research and awareness to improve
the lives of those who are living with
Alzheimer’s.

While awareness of Alzheimer’s has
grown over the last decade, America
and the world have a long way to go to
educate and combat this disease. Alz-
heimer’s is a condition that most
Americans have encountered through a
parent, a loved one, a friend or some-
one close they care about. However, to-
gether, through continued advocacy,
research and the dedicated work of
health professionals, care providers and
scientific researchers, we can and will
make a difference.

———

END HUNGER NOW
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, week
after week, I've stood on this floor and
talked about hunger in America. Week
after week, I've talked about the dev-
astating impacts of hunger in our
country—how it affects kids and sen-
iors and how our country is worse off
because of hunger. I've talked about
ways we can end hunger, and have ex-
pressed my commitment to the effort
to end hunger now.

The problem, Mr. Speaker, is that
the Republican leadership not only
willfully ignores the plight of the hun-
gry in America, but they are actually
moving legislation that will make hun-
ger in America worse.

Just a few weeks ago, USDA released
the newest data on hunger in America.
Hunger rates have essentially stayed
flat over the past few years. That
means that, statistically, hunger
hasn’t gotten worse since the end of
the Great Recession, but it hasn’t got-
ten any better either.

The United States has a strong anti-
hunger safety net. Even though we
have 49 million people who don’t know
where their next meals will come from,
we know that nearly 48 million of them
are enrolled in SNAP, formerly known
as ‘‘food stamps.”” SNAP is a lifeline. It
provides low-income families with ac-
cess to food, access they wouldn’t oth-
erwise have if they were not enrolled in
SNAP. Now let me address a common
piece of misinformation, a fabrication,
that opponents of SNAP continue to
use again and again.

SNAP is among the most effective
and efficient, if not the most effective
and efficient, Federal program in
America. SNAP error rates—overpay-
ments, underpayments and fraud
rates—are not only at all-time lows for
the program, but they are among the
lowest rates of any Federal program.
This notion that fraud, waste and
abuse are rampant in SNAP is a fal-
lacy. It’s a make-believe talking point
designed to take away food from hun-
gry people. Yet the Republicans are
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bringing a bill to the floor tomorrow
that, if passed, will undoubtedly make
hunger worse in this country. Their
bill will make hunger worse for work-
ing mothers and fathers, for kids, for
senior citizens, and even for our vet-
erans.

CBO reports that the bill would cut
3.8 million low-income people from
SNAP in 2014—and just so there is no
misunderstanding, “low-income”’
means ‘‘poor.”” On top of that, an aver-
age of nearly 3 million people will be
cut from SNAP each and every year
over the coming decade. These are
some of the Nation’s most destitute
adults as well as many low-income
children, seniors and families that
work for low wages. That’s right. Peo-
ple who work but who don’t make
enough to feed their families will be
cut from this program.

The biggest cut affects at least 1.7
million unemployed, childless adults in
2014 who live in areas of high unem-
ployment. These are poor people. Many
don’t have the skills or education they
need to find a job. This is a group
whose average income is about $2,500 a
year for a single individual—$2,500 a
year—and for most, SNAP is the only
government assistance they receive.

This bill also cuts an additional 2.1
million people from SNAP in 2014,
mostly low-income working families
and low-income seniors. These are peo-
ple who have gross incomes or assets
modestly above the Federal SNAP lim-
its but whose disposable incomes—the
income that a family actually has
available to spend on food and other
needs—are below the poverty line, in
most cases often because of high rent
or child care costs.

If that weren’t bad enough, 210,000
children in those families would also
lose their free school meals, and 170,000
unemployed veterans will lose their
SNAP benefits. To top it all off, other
poor, unemployed parents who want to
work but who cannot find a job or an
opening in a training program, along
with their children other than infants,
will be cut from the program.

Mr. Speaker, I remember when com-
bating hunger was a bipartisan issue—
when Bob Dole worked with George
McGovern and when Bill Emerson
worked with Tony Hall. It didn’t mat-
ter whether you were a liberal or a con-
servative—ending hunger was a pri-
ority. The current Republican leader-
ship has blown all that up.

We should not do this. There are no
hearings on this bill, no markup, no
semblance of regular order. And for
what—to stick it to the working poor
yet again? We should be doing every-
thing we can to end hunger now. The
Republican bill just makes hunger
worse, and it should be soundly de-
feated.

Mr. Speaker, I urge and I plead with
both Democrats and Republicans to
stand together, to come together in a
bipartisan way, and to demand to end
hunger now.

Please, please, my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, reject this Repub-
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lican leadership bill that is coming to
the floor tomorrow. It is cruel. It is im-
moral. We are much better than this.
Reject the leadership bill.

———

END HUNGER NOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCcDERMOTT) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, al-
though this hall is empty, there are a
lot of people watching it, and I wonder
how many of them have ever actually
gone hungry. How many of the people
watching this have had to go without a
meal so their kids could eat? How
many have had to wonder how they’ll
get through a summer without sub-
sidized school lunches? It’s easy to talk
about pulling yourself up by your boot-
straps when you’ve had designer shoes
on your whole life.

Tomorrow, we will be voting on
whether or not to cut $40 billion from
SNAP. That’s a nutrition program for
people who do not have access to ade-
quate nutrition. It’s a program that
helps one out of seven Americans to
put food on the table. If this seems fa-
miliar, it’s because it is familiar. Re-
publicans tried just exactly this before
the August recess, a couple of months
ago, and not surprisingly, for the most
unproductive Congress in decades, this
bill had to be pulled at the last minute
because of a lack of support. Even some
of the Republicans saw it was too
much.

Anyone who has been paying atten-
tion knows that symbolic votes to no-
where are the bread and butter for this
Congress, but the Republicans couldn’t
even get their own support on the bill—
$20 billion of cuts that primarily help
children and the elderly wasn’t enough
for them. They had to hurt people
more, so here we are again with a new,
improved plan that doubles the cuts to
$40 billion. On top of making 2 million
people ineligible for benefits, they are
also going to take away our States’
ability to provide temporary benefits
in times of high unemployment. As a
result, the CBO predicts that this will
add an additional 1.8 million hungry
Americans to the ‘‘ineligible’’ list.

Why are we attempting to inflict an-
other needless wound on the working
poor?

Republicans will tell you that the
program has grown too much over the
last few years, as though the need for
food stamps were unrelated to a drag-
ging economy. They see no connection
between the economy and the fact that
people don’t have food. That’s exactly
what the program was designed to do—
quickly help people who are in need.
When unemployment is high and people
can’t pay their bills, that’s exactly the
time they need the SNAP program.
Caseloads rose dramatically when the
recession hit. We laid off 700,000 people
a month in 2007, but that growth has
also slowed as the economy has recov-
ered slowly. The CBO projects that, in
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just a few years, SNAP spending will be
back down to 1995 levels as a share of
the GDP, and since it’s shrinking on its
own, it isn’t adding to the long-term
deficit problems.

The rhetoric is simply empty and
stupid. Conservatives can try and push
this tired welfare abuse narrative. It’s
a talking point. Every time they come
out here, ‘“‘Welfare abuse. Welfare
abuse. People are getting money for
food. That’s welfare abuse,” but as
usual, the reality is not in their corner.
Studies show that food assistance has
some of the lowest rates of fraud of any
benefit program. If you go to one of
those food banks and talk to the people
who are there, you’ll find some sur-
prising people there, people who
thought they would never have to go
there, but they are short on money and
can’t feed their kids, so they’re getting
some money.

So I ask you again: Why are we doing
this—wasting time to satisfy the fur-
thest right-wing of the Republican
Party?

We are again catering to a fringe
agenda thought up by partisans who
are obsessed with the deficit bogey-
man. That bogeyman has been roaming
around here for 4 years. “We’re going
to have a terrible collapse. We’re going
to have inflation. We’re going to have
terrible things.”” It has never happened.
The President has done a miraculous
job in keeping us on an upward track
in spite of the resistance of the other
side. What it does is it makes it harder
for 4 million people to put food on the
table.

So be it. That’s their attitude. I'm in.
At least they won’t risk facing a pri-
mary in the next election. They are all
worried about somebody further on the
right. We’ve already got one Member
over here, Mr. Speaker, who is worried
about somebody coming from the right,
and he’s about the furthest right I can
imagine on the floor.

Senate Democrats and Republicans
appointed conferees to mnegotiate a
farm bill back at the beginning of Au-
gust. Quit worrying about scoring
points with the Heritage Foundation,
and let’s focus on the American family
and vote this bill down.

———
0O 1015
SNAP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I
think each one of us 435 has to ask our-
selves, Is this really what we were sent
here to do, to take food out of the
mouths of hungry people, nearly half of
them children? That’s what’s at stake
this week when we are asked to vote on
legislation that would cut $39 billion
from one of our Nation’s most success-
ful and important programs, the Sup-
plemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram, SNAP. It used to be called food
stamps.
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As a Jew, we just came through the
Jewish holidays, and we talked about
what it means to be a human being in
this world, in this country. Every
major religion in this world and rep-
resented in this House teaches that you
feed the hungry. Not as charity, but as
a mandate, because that’s what it is to
be a human being in our world. All the
religions have written letters and im-
plored us not to do this.

I participated three times in the con-
gressional food stamp challenge in
which we eat on $31.50 for an entire
week. I'm not complaining about it be-
cause I knew it was just a week and it
would end, but that’s the average
SNAP benefit. You know what? You
can get the calories. That’s pretty easy
if you’re lucky enough to live near a
grocery store and not in a food desert.
The reality for 48 million people is that
you can get the calories, but it’s really
hard to get the nutrition. By the time
you get to the fruits and vegetables,
which are quite expensive, it’s hard to
do it. It’s not comfortable to rely on
SNAP benefits, and many people line
up at the end of the month at food pan-
tries that are everywhere in this coun-
try, including some of the richest dis-
tricts. But the SNAP program, which
has a bipartisan history, is the last line
of defense between 48 million Ameri-
cans and chronic hunger.

The House already voted down a farm
bill that included $20 billion in SNAP
cuts, and it would have taken benefits
away from up to a million children and
would have prevented 200,000 hungry
children from getting the school
lunches that they rely on so much.
Now this bill is back but on steroids. In
addition to all of the devastating cuts
that have been proposed, those that
were rejected earlier, the new bill
would prevent any able-bodied adult
from getting more than 3 months of
SNAP benefits during a 3-year period,
even if they’re unable to find work. Up
to 170,000 of those who are veterans
who served our country would be de-
nied. This is at a time when unemploy-
ment among low-income Americans is
over 20 percent and the average time of
unemployment is about 9 months.
Those numbers don’t add up. It means
that passage of this bill could nearly
starve those looking for work, and no
one can deny that fact.

I know how SNAP benefits my con-
stituents, and I know what would hap-
pen if those benefits were lost. I've at-
tended several events at food pantries
and community centers, and each time
I’'ve heard resounding support for
SNAP. In just one day, I received 242
postcards from my constituents urging
me to oppose these dangerous cuts to
the SNAP program. They have my
vote, and I'm imploring my colleagues
that it should have the vote of every
Member of this body to reject those
cuts.

A constituent who previously wrote
to my office summed up her thoughts
about the importance of funding the
SNAP program this way. Here’s what
she said:
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Hungry thoughts every waking day are my
constant companion here in the supposedly
wealthiest country on Earth. Please have
compassion for your low-income and fixed-
income constituents who are loyal, patriotic
Americans and who are in dire need of nutri-
tious and affordable food.

A former SNAP beneficiary, a woman
named Dresden Shumaker, described
the program as a trampoline rather
than a safety net. Because of SNAP,
she was able to make ends meet for her
young family during a period of time of
great need. Her story is similar to most
SNAP beneficiaries who no longer need
food assistance within one year of re-
ceiving benefits.

I’'m begging my colleagues, please,
don’t support these cuts. Let’s be the
value-driven country that we are and

vote ‘‘no” to the $40 billion cut to
SNAP.
———
SNAP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to talk about the ongoing
Republican war on the poor—and that’s
what this is—and their attempt to gut
our Nation’s critical safety net against
hunger one more time.

This past June, the Republican lead-
ership failed millions of farmers and
millions of struggling families when
they could not pass a farm bill. They
allowed the extremist Tea Party fringe
of their party to poison the farm bill
with amendments and so-called re-
forms that, in fact, would only increase
hardship and hunger in America.

Yet instead of working across the
aisle to find a better solution that
would create jobs and protect families,
the Republican leadership has chosen
to bring an even more hurtful, toxic,
and heartless nutrition bill to the
floor. This new bill includes all of the
extremist amendments that killed the
first farm bill. It also piles on even
more restrictions and so-called reforms
that only serve to increase hardship for
hungry families, children, seniors, and
veterans.

These false reforms will dramatically
reduce access to vital nutrition assist-
ance all across America—rural and
urban—in every single one of our con-
gressional districts.

This bill would also end critical flexi-
bilities for our States and would crip-
ple smart and targeted programs that
allow States to efficiently deliver nu-
trition assistance to the neediest. For
example, the Republican nutrition-
only bill would end categorical eligi-
bility for all of our States.

We created this to streamline the de-
livery of social services so that we can
lower administrative costs and put
more of these dollars directly into the
hands of needy families. This Repub-
lican bill would end those efficiencies,
raise costs for our States, and make it
harder for families to get the help they
need.
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This bill also claims to create work
requirements for able-bodied adults.
Let me remind my colleagues that the
SNAP program already has very re-
strictive work requirements. The cur-
rent SNAP program cuts off able-bod-
ied adults after just 3 months of bene-
fits right now. We only allow States to
adopt waivers for when unemployment
in their States rises high enough that
this restriction is clearly unreasonable.
The new so-called ‘‘reforms’ would cut
everybody off, no matter what the un-
employment rate is in their State. This
is just heartless. These cuts would
come at a time when the Republicans
have blocked every single effort to pass
a real jobs bill in the House and cut
job-training and job-placement assist-
ance. Let me tell you, as a former food
stamp recipient myself, I know that
people don’t want to be on food stamps.
They want to work. If we’re going to
put work requirements on people, why
in the world don’t we pass a jobs bill so
they can work?

At a time when our Nation should be
creating opportunities for all, the
House Republican leadership proposed
to cut SNAP by $40 billion. This will
surely create a bleaker future for our
children, our seniors, and our overall
economy. If this bill ever becomes
law—and I hope it doesn’t—at least 4
million to 6 million low-income chil-
dren, seniors, and families will be cut
from this economic lifeline and pushed
into poverty.

Similar to about 29 of my colleagues,
I have taken the food stamp challenge
about three times and ate off of $4.50 a
day. It was unhealthy and very dif-
ficult; yet I knew it would only last a
week for me. Yet millions of Ameri-
cans see no end in sight. And now,
mind you, they have to worry that this
meager benefit, this pittance, is going
to be cut even more.

Instead of gutting SNAP, we need to
strengthen it. Not only does SNAP help
put food on the table for struggling
families; it also helps stimulate eco-
nomic growth. For every $1 in SNAP
benefits, we generate $1.70 in economic
activity. So Congressman CONYERS and
I have introduced new legislation that
would extend the SNAP benefits that
were increased as a part of the stim-
ulus package. Otherwise—and many
don’t know this—on November 1, every
single family or individual who re-
ceives SNAP benefits now will see an
automatic cut of about $29 per month
for a family of three. This will happen
regardless of this $40 billion nutrition
cut.

In 2011, SNAP lifted 4.7 million Amer-
icans out of poverty. Without SNAP,
millions more would fall into poverty,
millions more of Americans would suf-
fer hunger, and our economy would cre-
ate even fewer jobs and be worse off.

I just have to say, our values as
Americans and who we are as a country
recognize that these despicable cuts
are immoral and un-American. We need
to provide opportunities to help lift
families out of poverty, grow the econ-
omy, and create economic stability for
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all. Let’s restore a unified farm bill,
and let’s put an end to these draconian
cuts to SNAP.

———
SNAP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. VEASEY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, there’s a
cruel war being waged on the poor and
hungry in America. I stand today as a
voice for more than 1.6 million Texas
households who depend on SNAP. Cuts
to SNAP, our Nation’s first line of de-
fense against hunger, are immoral. I
will not stand by as my Republican col-
leagues continue to balance the budget
on the backs of the most vulnerable
Americans.

House Republicans unveiled on Mon-
day a plan to cut over $40 billion in
SNAP over the next 10 years. This pro-
posed package would eliminate basic
food assistance for over 4 million
Americans, including poor jobless
adults in areas of high unemployment,
working-poor families, children, sen-
iors, and even struggling veterans.

Some might say that the proposal is
an attempt to reduce fraud or waste in
the program. Some say benefits are
going to adults who don’t want to
work. I have news for people who say
that: you try earning minimum wage,
working hard every day, and you will
still, after working 40 hours a week at
the end of the year, only make around
$15,000.

All of these claims are misleading to
the public. SNAP fraud has been re-
duced to about 1 cent per dollar spent
on the program, according to one of the
most recent USDA statistics. In fact,
the cuts will come from benefits that
many Americans need to survive.
These cuts will take food out of our
seniors’ refrigerators and food out of
the mouths of our babies. This new leg-
islation unfairly targets millions of un-
employed adults who want to find
work; but due to a bad economy and a
sluggish recovery, they cannot find a
job.

J 1030

This includes Republicans, too. I
worked at a grocery store in Texas
when I was in high school. And I saw
Republicans come in from Republican
strongholds, like Weatherford, Texas,
Azle, Lake Worth, and they were on
SNAP.

People need to stop stereotyping the
program. Proponents claim that these
cuts represent ‘“‘work requirements,”
but that is willfully misleading, Mr.
Speaker. The provisions would cal-
lously terminate food aid to people who
are willing to work but just can’t find
a job.

Just a few short weeks ago, the Re-
publican leadership of this House tried
to eliminate the SNAP benefits en-
tirely when they stripped the nutrition
program from the farm bill. This is a
cruel assault against the most vulner-
able and neediest Americans. Those af-
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fected by the bill’s harshest provisions
even include low-income veterans, put-
ting food assistance at risk for an esti-
mated 170,000 of the approximately
900,000 veterans who receive SNAP ben-
efits.

Mr. Speaker, I also participated in
the SNAP challenge this year and lived
on a budget of $4.50 a day and can at-
test that it was not easy. I had to make
tough decisions and realized firsthand
how difficult it is to follow a healthy
diet on such a limited budget. I made
difficult choices, as families do every
day, between purchasing nutritious op-
tions and what’s on sale. As a father of
a T-year-old son, I cannot imagine the
decisions many Texans have to make
every day, including skipping a meal to
provide nutrition for their kids.

When drafting this legislation, did
anyone take the time to think about
how these SNAP cuts would hurt our
kids? Nearly half of all SNAP partici-
pants are kids. This represents close to
one in three children in the United
States. Without access to nutritious
meals, our children are put at risk of
developmental delays, poorer physical
health, and many other ailments.

Mr. Speaker, we need to do every-
thing that we can to keep the SNAP
program going. The conditions that I
have talked about are very serious
when you think about it affecting a
child’s ability to learn and perform
well in school. These long-range impli-
cations have dire consequences for our
entire economy.

I ask my friends on the other side of
the aisle who support these cuts, these
kids that I just talked about, what did
these kids do to deserve these cuts?

This past year, some 49 million
Americans lacked access to adequate
food because they didn’t have enough
money or other resources to meet their
basic food needs. Many of these hungry
Americans skipped meals or took other
steps to reduce what they ate to make
ends meet.

I represent a constituent in my dis-
trict who is elderly, disabled, and lives
on a fixed income. She received $93 a
month in SNAP benefits, but recently,
those were cut to only $52 a month.
That’s only $1.73 a day. And if this bill
is passed, she will be cut off from the
program entirely. I ask the proponents
of this program, where is she to find as-
sistance for her nutrition needs? I
refuse to stand silent as some propose
we take food out of the mouths of the
hungry.

SNAP is also a very powerful anti-
poverty program that has helped make
our economy stronger. In 2011, SNAP
kept 4.7 million people out of poverty,
including 2.1 million children.

————

SAFE CLIMATE CAUCUS AND
HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN) for 5

minutes. B
Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Speaker, it’s time for Congress to
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work together on a commonsense solu-
tion to address the impacts of climate
change.

As we Dbegin Hispanic Heritage
Month, it’s important for us to recog-
nize the impact climate change is dis-
proportionately having upon minority
communities across the country.
Whether it’s farmers and ranchers in
my home State of New Mexico strug-
gling through devastating drought con-
ditions or communities that are being
impacted by recent flooding as a result
of more severe weather, millions of
Americans have been impacted by the
effects of climate change.

Released earlier this year, a survey
conducted by Public Policy Polling
found 74 percent of Latinos believe cli-
mate change is a serious or a very seri-
ous problem, a higher level than the 65
percent among all American adults; 68
percent of Latinos support the Presi-
dent using his authority to reduce
greenhouse gas pollution, including 60
percent of all American adults; 69 per-
cent of Latinos agree with the Presi-
dent’s statement that ‘“‘for the sake of
our children” and our future, we must
do more to combat climate change,
compared to 62 percent of all American
adults.

Combating climate change and pre-
serving our land, water, and air is a top
priority for many Americans, espe-
cially those in minority communities.
For years, a coalition of stakeholders,
including Hispanic farmers and ranch-
ers, tribal communities, conservation
groups, hunting and fishing organiza-
tions, and local governments came to-
gether to lay the foundation that led to
President Obama establishing the Rio
Grande del Norte National Monument
earlier this year. This is an example of
the type of leadership and advocacy
that can make a real difference in ad-
dressing climate change and preserving
our precious resources. By establishing
the Rio Grande del Norte, we have cre-
ated economic certainty for farmers
and ranchers, increased recreation and
tourism opportunities, and, most im-
portantly, protected our land, water,
and air for future generations.

Mr. Speaker, I have also come to the
floor today to express my concern for
the House Republicans’ plan to slash
funding for the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program. This program is
vital to many in New Mexico, espe-
cially our children. Sadly, New Mexico
ranks near the bottom when it comes
to childhood well-being and ranked
worst in childhood hunger.

The Republican plan to cut $40 bil-
lion from the SNAP program caters to
the most extreme views. Earlier this
year, they tried to cut $20 billion, only
to have the Tea Party revolt. So the
new plan goes even further at a time
when many communities are still
struggling from a slow economy, even
including a provision that prevents
high unemployment areas from receiv-
ing additional assistance.

Today we have 47 million Americans
living in poverty. And while we should
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be doing more to address the root
causes, we should not turn our backs
on those struggling to make ends meet
by cutting benefits that help put food
on the table for working families.

I believe we all share the goal of see-
ing a stronger economy that creates
jobs and reduces the need for this kind
of assistance. But until that time, let’s
not make the most vulnerable among
us pay the steepest price.

———

SNAP BENEFITS FOR VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. ENYART) for 5 minutes.

Mr. ENYART. Mr. Speaker, during
the 35 years I spent in the military, it
was my privilege to lead the out-
standing men and women in our Armed
Forces. Many are still serving today.
They served with honor and distinc-
tion, yet here we are talking about
treating the lowest paid of them like
second-class citizens, unworthy of
basic assistance in these difficult
times.

I was elected to Congress to rep-
resent everyone in the 12th Congres-
sional District of Illinois. I represent
the poorest county in the State of Illi-
nois. Mr. Speaker, 100,000 people in my
district, most of them children or sen-
iors, live below the poverty line. My
district has a higher proportion of vet-
erans than any other district in this
State.

I answer to Active Duty military and
veterans who rely on SNAP benefits to
make ends meet. They exist in my dis-
trict and in every district represented
in this House. Mr. Speaker, does any-
one in this Chamber wish to tell them
that in this hour of need, their country
is turning its back on them? Who
among us wants to decide which of
these veterans deserve assistance and
which do not? I know I don’t.

According to the Census Bureau,
about 7 percent of people who report
prior military service also report re-
ceiving SNAP benefits. Census data in-
dicates that some 1.5 million house-
holds with a veteran are receiving
SNAP benefits.

The base pay of most recent enlist-
ees, from corporals on down, is at or
below the $23,050 poverty rate for a
family of four. At military com-
missaries nationwide, nearly $88 mil-
lion in SNAP benefits were redeemed.
Stars and Stripes reported that in 2011,
food stamp purchases at military com-
missaries tripled during the preceding 4
years.

Just last month, the Center on Budg-
et and Policy Priorities reported that
approximately 900,000 veterans cur-
rently receive food aid and that pro-
posed cuts would impact around 170,000.

According to The Hill newspaper,
more than $98 million in SNAP benefits
were redeemed by veterans in 2012. The
Huffington Post reports that in 2011,
“both Active Duty members and retir-
ees, together, used more than $100 mil-
lion in Federal food aid in the past
year.”
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Sixteen percent of SNAP recipients
are disabled, many of them are vet-
erans. SNAP Dbenefits are already
scheduled to go down. On November 1,
families of three will lose $29 a month.
Now, that doesn’t sound like very
much, but the daily per person per
meal benefit will be less than $1.40.

Recently, one Illinois veteran was
quoted, saying, ‘I relocated, and the
job I was supposed to get fell through.
I lived off my savings but found myself
needing to apply for emergency assist-
ance to sustain until I found a job. I,
like many others, was only receiving
assistance for a time (b months) but
don’t know what I would have done
without it.”

They served us with honor and dis-
tinction, Mr. Speaker. Some are still
serving. Now it is time for us to serve
them with a measure of honor and dis-
tinction of our own. I urge my col-
leagues to reject these shameful pro-
posals which would cut this basic level
of assistance to deserving recipients
who need it now more than ever.

——
A SAD DAY IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. CLEAVER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I prob-
ably don’t need 5 minutes to say what
I would like to say.

This is a very sad moment for the
most powerful Nation in the history of
this planet. We are on the verge of a
government shutdown over ideology. I
can remember in 1995, I was the mayor
of Kansas City when the government
shut down and the impact was Hercu-
lean, not just here in Washington, but
around the country and around the
world. And if we are proud to be Ameri-
cans, it means that we pay our bills.

We are the only nation that still al-
lows a vote by a legislature on paying
our bills. Most countries won’t do that
because they don’t need any disruption
in paying their debts. We are close to
declaring to the whole world that we
don’t pay our bills.

The other part that’s troublesome is
this whole issue of SNAP, or food
stamps. And there are so many myths
that roll around that it just turns my
stomach.

I lived in a house with no running
water or electricity until I was 7 years
old. We moved into public housing. My
father worked three jobs. He eventu-
ally was able to buy a home.

I know what it’s like to be poor. I
know what it’s like to struggle. My fa-
ther was able to send my mother to
college when I was in the eighth grade,
and then all four of his children grad-
uated from college, too, with post-
graduate degrees. So I am always in-
sulted when I hear all of these irrev-
erent and nasty comments about poor
people. And we spread this stuff around
the country to the point of absurdity.

We spread lies. ““Well, people go into
stores and they buy alcohol with food
stamps.” Well, we don’t have food

H5595

stamps anymore. We have cards, Eco-
nomic Benefit Transfer cards. And in
spite of the lies that people tell, you
can’t buy alcohol with cards. You can-
not buy lottery tickets. I heard Mem-
bers of Congress—this Congress—tell
people that they know that people in
prison are getting food stamps, and
they’ve seen people buy alcohol with
food stamp cards. It doesn’t work. And
it divides and damages this Nation.

The other lie, over 70 percent of the
people receiving SNAP benefits are the
elderly, the disabled, and children. And
we are against helping them? Another
25 percent are people who work every
day, it’s just that they can’t make
enough to survive.

I remember growing up and my
mother would say, Eat everything on
your plate; there are starving kids in
Africa. Well, I’'m not sure how eating
everything on my plate helped them—
I'm still struggling with that—but
there are starving people not far from
here, and the government of the United
States is saying we’d rather shut down
than to have a program that deals with
the people who are in trouble.

I just heard a few moments ago about
a 101-year-old person whose daily Meals
on Wheels had been reduced. 101 years
old, and people are celebrating that,
Mr. Speaker? This is a sad, sad day.
And by the end of next week, when we
are shut down, it’s going to be much
sadder.

———

UNITED STATES FINANCIAL
CRISIS: 5 YEARS LATER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, this week
marks the meltdown of Lehman Broth-
ers, and the 5-year anniversary of the
greatest financial crisis in a generation
that struck our country. This eco-
nomic disaster nearly caused the de-
struction of our country’s entire finan-
cial infrastructure and led to what we
now call the Great Recession.

However, Wall Street, during the last
5 years, has actually profited greatly
from this crisis and, in the process, has
caused continuing financial failures of
millions of Americans. JPMorgan
Chase, Bank of America, Citigroup,
Wells Fargo, Goldman Sachs, and Mor-
gan Stanley have all reported record
profits during the recession.
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Wall Street, in the last 5 years, has
regained all of its pre-crisis wealth
with interest. Wouldn’t the American
people like to be in that position?

Meanwhile, Main Street has yet to
see a real robust recovery.

The roots of the recession began in
the late 1990s, when a majority in this
Congress first overturned something
called the Glass-Steagall Act, which
separated speculative banking from
prudent banking and then, in 2000, re-
fused to regulate the trading of deriva-
tives.
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By hamstringing the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission and the Se-
curities Exchange Commission, Wall
Street turned once stable investments
into the toxic assets that brought down
our economy.

American taxpayers were then asked
to bail out these same banks respon-
sible for trashing our economy and fa-
cilitating the single greatest redis-
tribution of wealth from the poor and
middle class to the rich in American
history. Our middle class has shrunk.

And guess what?

The ranks of the poor shot up. It’s no
wonder people can’t afford to pay for
food. American citizens continue to
struggle to recuperate their lost wealth
from a clever banking system that
stole their equity.

The Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas
recently reported that the cost of the
collapse to the United States economy
was up to $14 trillion. Is it any wonder
we have rising debt levels?

It could be more when you factor in
potential permanent losses in earning
power by Americans who aren’t paying
taxes anymore because they’re not
working yet.

According to the Economic Policy In-
stitute, from 2000 to 2011, the median
income for working-age households fell
from approximately $64,000 a year to
$55,000. This is a decline of nearly 13
percent.

The U.S. Census Bureau paints a
similar bleak picture of the precipitous
decline in American household income.
It shows that the overall median in-
come of households has continued to
fall since the start of recession, and
now, people are earning—guess what—
similar to what their median income
was in 1988. That’s right. They’ve lost
decades of income growth.

Income inequality has only widened
during the crisis, where only the top 5
percent of income earners in our coun-
try saw an increase in their earnings
between 2010 and 2011. The top is doing
fine. Everybody else is not.

In addition, a GAO report earlier this
year estimated the total loss in house-
hold equity from the crisis to be $9 tril-
lion. Those are some of your neighbors
and mine. Indeed, what a property-tak-
ing that is.

Losses on this level prevent Ameri-
cans from owning their own homes,
opening their own businesses, or going
to college and, ultimately, creating
their own American Dream.

Meanwhile, on Wall Street, we see
the enormous accumulation of banking
assets and vast financial power in a
handful of institutions. JPMorgan
Chase, Bank of America, Goldman
Sachs, all of them are making enor-
mous profits, in fact, the highest prof-
its in the nation, along with the oil
companies.

Fifteen years ago, the assets of the
six-largest banks were approximately
17 percent of gross domestic product.
Today, estimates for the assets of
those same banks are equivalent to
over half of our gross domestic prod-
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uct. So six institutions, JPMorgan
Chase, Bank of America, Citigroup,
Wells Fargo, Goldman Sachs and Mor-
gan Stanley control an enormous per-
centage of our banking system and, in
turn, your future and our nation’s fu-
ture. That is too much power in the
hands of the big six.

America is currently in the midst of
the slowest recovery from a recession
since World War II, and it’s important
that this Congress not sit idly by. In
the 5 years since the recession, our
economy has only managed to put
more money in the pockets of the top
1 percent, ignoring the difficulties of
the bottom 99 percent.

One way to begin rectifying this situ-
ation is to reinstitute the Glass-
Steagall Act. I ask my colleagues to
cosponsor H.R. 129, the Return to Pru-
dent Banking Act to restore the dis-
tinction between prudent banking and
speculation. In addition, the executive
branch should prosecute the predatory
practices of those financial institu-
tions that have led to this harm to the
American people.

There should be no statute of limita-
tion on the justice that is owed to the
American people.

————
THE REPUBLICAN SNAP PROPOSAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my strong opposition
to the deep cuts to nutrition programs
that are being proposed this week by
my friends on the other side of the
aisle.

The Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program provides critical food
and nutrition support for hardworking
families in cities and towns all across
my home State in Rhode Island. The
United States Department of Agri-
culture estimates that more than
180,000 Rhode Islanders rely on this im-
portant program every day.

Once again, House Republicans have
decided, rather than working to come
to a bipartisan agreement on the farm
bill, that they will instead pander to
the far right of their party and, in
doing so, impose real hardships on
America’s working families and put
many children at risk of going hungry
all across our country.

While protecting generous subsidies
for agricultural corporations, my Re-
publican colleagues are threatening
the food security of our most vulner-
able neighbors. So let’s review this
package of cuts to the nutrition pro-
gram and consider its impact on chil-
dren, seniors, veterans and families.

First, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice estimates this proposal would cut
SNAP funding by at least $40 billion.
Some of these cuts would be particu-
larly devastating for seniors and low-
income families.

For example, this bill would elimi-
nate categorical eligibility, putting
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working families at greater risk of
going hungry and eliminating the in-
centive to find work.

Currently, a working mother who
makes a little more than $24,000 a year
qualifies for SNAP if her disposable in-
come falls under 130 percent of the pov-
erty line due to the rising cost of child
care or rent. This bill would eliminate
this provision and deny some working
mothers and children in 40 States from
receiving necessary nutrition assist-
ance.

Make no mistake: this places a cruel
burden on working families who can
least afford it.

But it gets worse. Another provision
would require the mother of any child
a year of age to work or participate in
a training program or risk losing their
nutrition assistance. At a time of high
unemployment and dwindling resources
for job training, this bill means that a
2-year-old could go hungry if the
child’s mother can’t participate in job
training or find work.

Of course these provisions don’t only
impact working families. Even a vet-
eran receiving disability compensation
could lose their exemption and have
their nutrition assistance terminated if
they can’t find a job under this bill.

These cuts imposed on the backs of
disabled veterans, children younger
than 6, and working moms are bad
enough. But to compound these cuts,
the Republican farm bill makes it more
likely additional beneficiaries will be
hurt as well.

This legislation would actually en-
courage individual States to kick peo-
ple off nutrition assistance by prom-
ising them 50 percent of the savings.

Of course, some of this is old news.
We’re here debating this issue again.
Shockingly, the immoral, outrageous
cuts I've already outlined weren’t
enough for the conservative fringe.
They weren’t satisfied with cutting
funding for SNAP. They demanded
even deeper cuts that would force more
children and more unemployed workers
to go hungry. They’ve insisted that
more seniors and veterans, the people
who helped build this country, should
be turned away at their local market.

The House Republican leadership was
happy to comply, and they decided to
make a bad bill worse. They doubled
the cuts imposed on the SNAP program
and chose to slash nutrition assistance
by a total of $40 billion. These newer
cuts target jobless adults without chil-
dren who live in areas with high rates
of unemployment.

The National Association of
Evangelicals said they were ‘‘especially
concerned’ about this proposal.

Let’s not mischaracterize this as a
new work requirement. The changes
proposed in this bill tell people who are
struggling to find work in a difficult
economy that if their job search goes
on longer than 3 months, they should
go hungry too. But the bill does not
provide additional workforce training
resources, and it doesn’t invest in job
creation to help individuals find work.
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This sends a clear message. If you're
struggling to find a job in an area hard-
hit by the recession, get ready, because
in a few months you’re also going to
struggle to eat.

Let’s not forget the context in which
this particular bill is drafted. It comes
after House Republicans stripped out
the nutrition title and passed the rest
of the farm bill.

In other words, they were happy to
provide agricultural companies with
extremely generous subsidies to pur-
chase crop insurance. They were happy
to spend $40 billion on commodity pro-
grams. But nutrition assistance for
children and the underemployed was
apparently a bridge too far.

Dozens of religious groups and other
leaders have strongly opposed this bill.
Earlier this week, the United States
Conference of Catholic Bishops re-
minded us that “how the House chooses
to address our Nation’s hunger and nu-
trition programs will have a profound
human and moral consequence.”

The Jewish Federation argued that
this bill ‘“would constitute untenable
trauma to millions of Americans and
their families.”

Former Senate Majority Leader Bob
Dole, a Republican, warned ‘‘this is no
time to play politics with hunger.”

They’ve sent a clear message. This
bill is wrong, it’s immoral, and does
not reflect our values as a country. I
strongly urge my colleagues to oppose
this proposal.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 55
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———
PRAYER

Reverend Dale Ribble, Oak Lake
Church, Lincoln, Nebraska, offered the
following prayer:

O Lord, You have been our dwelling
place from the foundation of our coun-
try. We ask for wisdom from You, the
all-wise God, for these leaders as they
seek to lead our country.

Your word tells us that ‘“‘wisdom
from above is first pure, then peace-
able, gentle, open to reason, full of
mercy and good fruits, impartial, and
sincere.”

You have said that a harvest of right-
eousness is sown in peace by those who
make peace. May these men and
women be united in wisdom that leads
to peace.

O Lord, may we, as a Nation who has
known the greatness of Your mercy
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and grace, not stray from seeking You

and Your righteous ways, for You have

said, ‘‘Blessed is the Nation whose God

is the Lord.” Keep us in the shelter of

your wings and turn our hearts to You.
In Jesus’ name, amen.

————
THE JOURNAL

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

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

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WALBERG led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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 DALE
RIBBLE

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
RIBBLE) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. RIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I am the
youngest son of six sons, all children of
an ordained Baptist minister. I have
five older brothers, four who are still
alive today. Three of them have re-
sponded to the call of ministry and are
pastors. One of my own sons, Clint, is
also a pastor. It’s impossible to sepa-
rate my faith heritage from my daily
life. My brother, Dale Ribble, who is
our guest chaplain today, is exactly
the same.

From my earliest childhood memo-
ries, Dale was destined for ministry. As
a child, I observed him countless times
reaching out to people around him,
both young and old, with a spirit of
compassion and concern. He has a gift
given to him by God for this purpose.
The work that churches do in our com-
munities change and affect lives for
the positive. They reach out to the
poor, the sick, and the hungry, improv-
ing the lives of whom they touch and
enriching our communities. I've
watched Dale do these things his entire
life. ’'m proud of his work and thank
him for being with us today.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). The Chair will entertain 15
further requests for 1-minute speeches
on each side of the aisle.

————

IF YOU CAN'T HELP EVERY CHILD,
YOU CAN'T HELP ANY CHILD?

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

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, there
was a time when the Southern Poverty
Law Center was a laudable civil rights
organization, boldly combating bigotry
and extremism. Such noble pursuits
have been cast aside for partisan poli-
tics, and today the SPLC is better
known for their attacks on Judeo-
Christian groups.

Recently, the SPLC has targeted the
Alabama Accountability Act, a school
choice law passed earlier this year.
Under this act, Alabama provides tax
credit scholarships for students at fail-
ing schools so that they can attend
better-performing schools—private, re-
ligious, and nonfailing public schools.

Rather than allow students a chance
at a good education, the SPLC has filed
a lawsuit that would trap students in
schools the State’s own accountability
system has graded D or F. In other
words, if you can’t help every child,
you can’t help any child? How absurd.

Mr. Speaker, it’s time for this intol-
erance to end, and it’s time that Con-
gress and the American people embrace
policies that allow parents and stu-
dents the opportunity to choose the
type of education that fosters success.

———

GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, 9
months after the tragedy at Sandy
Hook Elementary School in Con-
necticut, our country is once again fac-
ing the terrible reality of another hor-
rific mass shooting. In this case, 12 in-
nocent men and women were murdered
at the Washington Navy Yard just 2
days ago. I know that all of us are
keeping the victims and their loved
ones in our thoughts and prayers
today.

All of us in this Chamber should ask
ourselves whether there is anything
that we could have done to prevent this
tragedy. According to the Associated
Press, the person who carried out this
cowardly attack had previously com-
plained about serious mental health
issues, including paranoia, sleep dis-
order, and hearing voices in his head.
And despite all of this, he legally pur-
chased a shotgun from a firearms deal-
er in Virginia just last week.

Mr. Speaker, there is something seri-
ously wrong in this country when
someone with such serious mental ill-
ness is able to purchase a firearm with-
out even the slightest bit of scrutiny.

We owe it to the victims of the Navy
Yard and their families to finally close
loopholes that allow criminals and the
seriously mentally ill to purchase fire-
arms. How many tragedies should we
witness before we finally enact com-
monsense gun violence prevention?
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OBAMACARE IS A THREAT TO
SECURITY

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this morning South Carolina
Attorney General Alan Wilson testified
before a joint committee on Capitol
Hill warning that the health care take-
over legislation is a threat to the secu-
rity and safety of citizens.

The attorney general cited:

Despite the President saying last month,
“We’re well on our way to fully imple-
menting the Affordable Care Act,” impor-
tant deadlines are being routinely missed. In
order for the ACA to adequately determine
the eligibility . . . it must create a data hub
that connects databases from seven different
agencies. However, the hub has not been beta
tested, independently verified, or properly
audited. When it goes live on October 1, it
will be a con-man’s all-you-can-eat buffet
overflowing with a gold mine of sensitive in-
formation from the agency databases.

Attorney General Wilson summarized
as follows:

Until HHS rectifies safeguarding Ameri-
cans’ personal information, Congress must
suspend implementation of ACA.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

——————

MONTH OF THE HISPANIC CHILD

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to cel-
ebrate not only Hispanic Heritage
Month, but to celebrate the next gen-
eration of Hispanic leaders.

I applaud the national PTA for nam-
ing September the Month of the His-
panic Child.

With the Hispanic population total-
ing 53 million people in the U.S., His-
panic children and youth are the fast-
est growing population in America. By
2060, it is projected that Hispanics will
be about 128 million people in the
United States.

In order to produce the next genera-
tion of leaders that are capable and
equipped to work and to tackle our fu-
ture challenges, we must invest in
every Hispanic child. Education and
equal opportunity are what will ensure
that these students fulfill the Amer-
ican promise.

I will continue to advocate for pro-
grams like Head Start and fight to
make college more affordable for all
children.

As we celebrate Hispanic Heritage
Month, let us keep in mind that the
younger generation will be our leaders
of the future.

RENEWING THE CLINTON-
GINGRICH PARTNERSHIP
(Mr. MCCLINTOCK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. MCcCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
was deeply saddened to see the Presi-
dent begin the sixth year of our Na-
tion’s economic malaise by renewing
his partisan name-calling and finger-
pointing on Monday.

Fortunately, we have a model for bi-
partisan economic cooperation. In 1995,
when President Clinton realized that
his policies weren’t working, he
reached across the aisle to work with
the Republican House; and despite
their political differences, they did
some amazing things:

They reduced Federal spending by a
miraculous 40 percent of GDP;

They produced the largest capital
gains tax cut in American history;

They reformed entitlement spending
by abolishing the open-ended welfare
system we had at the time;

They delivered 4 years of budget sur-
pluses.

These bipartisan policies produced a
period of prolonged economic expan-
sion and unprecedented prosperity for
America’s middle and working classes.

Republicans have been eager to re-
peat these successful bipartisan poli-
cies of the Clinton years. Why isn’t the
President?

————

THE REPUBLICAN NUTRITION RE-
FORM AND WORK OPPORTUNITY
ACT

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong opposition of H.R. 3102,
the Republican Nutrition Reform and
Work Opportunity Act.

America should be uncomfortable be-
cause this bill would cut $40 billion in
critical nutrition assistance programs,
denying SNAP benefits to at least 4
million low-income Americans, affect-
ing children, seniors, the disabled, and
veterans.

America should be uncomfortable be-
cause this Republican deal affects un-
employed adults with an average in-
come of just $2,500 per year who would
immediately lose their SNAP benefits.

America should be uncomfortable be-
cause this bill hurts Americans living
in rural, urban, and suburban areas.
For many, SNAP benefits are the only
thing that keeps them from living with
hunger and malnutrition and sickness.

America should be uncomfortable.
We should not cut these funds. These
are extreme cuts of one of the most ef-
fective programs we have combating
hunger.

——————

SNAP

(Ms. BASS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. BASS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in opposition of H.R. 3102, the Nutri-
tion Reform and Work Opportunity
Act.

Contrary to the rhetoric of my Re-
publican colleagues, the overwhelming

September 18, 2013

majority of SNAP recipients who can
work do so. Among SNAP households
with an able-bodied adult, more than 50
percent work while receiving SNAP
benefits. They just do not earn enough
money to provide food for their fami-
lies. In my district in Los Angeles,
nearly 77 percent of families receiving
SNAP benefits are working families.

The Republican attack on SNAP is a
sad example of not understanding the
struggles faced by so many Americans,
including many of their own constitu-
ents. SNAP benefits help low-wage
working families make ends meet as
they try to get back on their feet. Mil-
lions of families rely on SNAP as they
struggle with unemployment and low
wages in the wake of the recession. The
House Republican proposal would reck-
lessly cut assistance for at least 4 mil-
lion to 6 million people who need help,
and we cannot let this happen.

———

NATIONAL PREPAREDNESS MONTH

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1

minute.)
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, Sep-
tember is National Preparedness

Month, and preparedness includes mak-
ing sure that the public has access to
timely information in cases of emer-
gency. For many Americans, public
broadcasting is a vital source of impor-
tant emergency announcements.

Over 98 percent of the American pop-
ulation has access to public radio or a
television signal. In times of emer-
gency, public broadcasting is a go-to
source of information for emergency
management officials and first re-
sponders. We have a responsibility to
ensure that stations that are damaged
in a disaster are repaired and oper-
ational as quickly as possible.

That’s why I've introduced the Emer-
gency Information Improvement Act.
My bill clarifies that local public radio
and television stations are eligible for
assistance to rebuild their facilities
when they are damaged in a federally
designated disaster such as a storm or
terrorist attack.

This legislation will help ensure that
this important informational resource
will be available to Americans in times
of need.

I invite my colleagues to support this
legislation.

———

SNAP

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

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my strong support for
the SNAP program, the Supplemental
Nutrition Assistance Program.

SNAP is a critically important pro-
gram. It helps struggling families put
food on the table while they work to
get back on their feet. It helps our Na-
tion’s most vulnerable, as nearly two-
thirds of recipients are children, elder-
ly, and disabled. And according to new
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census data just released yesterday,
the SNAP program helped lift 4 million
people out of poverty in 2012. Addition-
ally, this is a multiplier of 2% times in
our economy.

Unfortunately, it is my under-
standing that the House of Representa-
tives may soon consider legislation
that cuts $40 billion in funding from
SNAP. This is the wrong approach. At
a time when many families and com-
munities are still struggling to get
back on their feet from the Great Re-
cession, we should be working to
strengthen, not undermine, the SNAP
program.
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CUTTING $40 BILLION FROM THE
NUTRITION PROGRAM

(Ms. KUSTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with a heavy heart because this
body will soon consider a bill that will
cut 4 million children from their nutri-
tion benefits. Americans will go hun-
gry. In my district and across this
country, these are our friends, our
neighbors, our fellow parishioners.
They are children and veterans and
seniors.

One of my constituents wrote to me
recently about how Federal nutrition
assistance is essential to feeding her
family. She is 28 years old, disabled,
and an orphan, so she has no family to
fall back upon. And she is the mother
of a toddler. On top of all that, she’s in
college, working to get her under-
graduate degree, and has a double
major, no less. But right now, she de-
pends on the Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program to feed her tod-
dler, and that assistance doesn’t even
go far enough. She still has to rely on
our local food bank and other commu-
nity assistance.

This is who we are talking about
when we debate cutting $40 billion from
the nutrition program. We can and
should do better.

———
SNAP AND THE FARM BILL

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

Mrs. NEGRETE McLEOD. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to call attention to the seri-
ousness of the proposed $40 billion cut
to the nutrition bill. As a member of
the House Agriculture Committee, I
am gravely concerned with this bill, as
it circumvented proper deliberation be-
fore the Agriculture Committee. This
bill lacks the transparency required by
the American people and is outside the
custom and practice of all past farm
bills this House has passed.

I am ready to vote for a farm bill, but
we are no closer to finding a com-
promise than we were 6 months ago.
This issue is about Americans’ ability
to eat, as our country struggles to
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come out of the greatest financial cri-
sis since the Great Depression.

SNAP is a vital tool in empowering
Americans in a challenging economy
and should not be the sole factor in
solving the Nation’s long-term fiscal
problems. Costs for the program will
shrink as the economy improves and
people are able to do exactly what
Americans want to do: put food on the
table.

————
RAISE THE MINIMUM WAGE

(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
we wonder why people need nutrition
assistance in the first place. Well, it’s
because our minimum wage is inad-
equate, and it’s because the govern-
ment has given up on creating jobs. A
parent working full-time at minimum
wage will simply not earn enough in-
come to cover basic needs.

SNAP recipients are not lazy. It’s
this Congress that is lazy.

Mr. Speaker, if you want to cut $40
billion in nutrition funding, I have a
two-part plan for you. Raise the min-
imum wage so workers can feed them-
selves, and pass the American Jobs Act
so Americans can find work in the first
place.

Mr. Speaker, the working poor, sen-
iors, and children are suffering now,
and you plan to cut nutrition assist-
ance? Not only will they suffer, but
some may die.

It’s time for this Congress to address
the real issues: raise the minimum
wage, and jobs, jobs, jobs.

———

OPPOSITION TO THE REPUBLICAN
NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PLAN

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I'm not
one to go on and on about a lot of sta-
tistics, but as we debate the nutrition
bill, there is one that struck a chord
with me. One in four, yes, one in four
children go to bed hungry every night.
And I’'m not talking about in Africa,
China, or India. I'm talking about one
in four children who live right here in
the United States going to sleep with-
out adequate nutrition.

For me and the 1 million New
Jerseyans on SNAP, this is a complete
and total outrage. We live in the great-
est country on Earth, yet 17 million
children in this country do not get the
nutrition they need.

Last year alone, SNAP lifted 4 mil-
lion people out of poverty. The bill on
the floor this week, which would cut
SNAP by nearly $40 billion, will only
ensure that these people are pushed
right back into poverty.

That’s why I strongly oppose the nu-
trition assistance bill; and I urge my
colleagues to examine their conscience
and remember that, when they cast
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their vote, they are casting their vote
for or against one in four children who
still go to bed at night hungry.

———

THE ATTACK ON POOR, DISADVAN-
TAGED, AND HUNGRY PEOPLE
ACT

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to express strong oppo-
sition to H.R. 3102, what I call the At-
tack on Poor, Disadvantaged, and Hun-
gry People Act. This bill will cut food
stamps by $40 billion; and, as a result
of that, at least 4 million low-income
individuals will no longer be eligible to
receive nutrition assistance.

I say shame on whoever concocted
this draconian idea, whoever put this
proposal together, and certainly shame
on us if we vote for it.

———

WEIGH OUR OPTIONS BEFORE
CUTTING SNAP

(Ms. SEWELL of Alabama asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to express my strong
opposition to H.R. 3102, calling for a $40
billion cut in critically needed funding
for nutrition assistance programs.

You know, Mr. Speaker, struggling
to encourage my Republican colleagues
to take a walk in the shoes of those
who suffer from food insecurity has be-
come uncomfortably common in this
Chamber. In this House, we have moved
beyond poor economic doctrine and im-
moral social policy, and we’re now
dealing with the very dangerous
mindset that the weakest in our soci-
ety are to blame for their condition.

Instead of taking away food stamps,
we should be encouraging jobs. That we
should be encouraging smaller assist-
ance for those who are in need is not, I
think, the way that this policy should
go0. We should be incentivizing compa-
nies to provide a living wage. And I
think it’s hypocritical for us to value
the sanctity of life while neglecting
policies that ensure all Americans have
a better quality of life.

Mr. Speaker, 54 percent of the house-
holds in my district receive SNAP. I
think that it’s really important that
we remember the people that we’re
sent here to represent.

———

PANCREATIC CANCER RESEARCH

(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM
of New Mexico asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, I have re-
cently met with some constituents
from New Mexico whose lives have
been impacted by pancreatic cancer,
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the deadliest of all major forms of can-
cer. It’s not easy to hear a woman talk
about losing her husband, a sister talk
about losing her brother, or even a fa-
ther talk about losing his daughter.
It’s not easy to listen to their stories,
but it’s important, and here’s why:
pancreatic cancer is the fourth leading
cause of cancer deaths in this country;
the 5-year survival rate is just 6 per-
cent; and there are still no early detec-
tion tools or lifesaving treatments.
Last year, Democrats and Repub-
licans came together to pass the Recal-
citrant Cancer Research Act, which re-
quires the National Cancer Institute to
develop a scientific framework for
combating both pancreatic cancer and
lung cancer. Unfortunately, the much-
needed progress we stand to make is in
serious jeopardy. Largely because of se-
questration, the National Cancer Insti-
tute’s budget has been drastically cut.
This is simply unacceptable, and it’s
yet another reason why I continue to
call for a permanent fix to sequestra-
tion. The country deserves it; those
constituents I met with deserve it; and
everyone who has lost a loved one to
pancreatic cancer deserves it.

———

The SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, some-
times we use words like ‘“‘SNAP,” and
people don’t know what it means.
SNAP means Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program. It’s supplemental
to what people receive. Nutrition,
that’s its main purpose, and it just
gives assistance.

What we are proposing to vote on is
a bill that would cut $40 billion from
SNAP. What it means—and this is
something that’s very important for us
to recognize—is it means children will
lose access to things like free school
lunches. For some children, that’s the
best meal of the day that they have.
We know hundreds of thousands will
lose that.

Mr. Speaker, 1.7 million people,
850,000 households will be reduced by
$90 a month. Think about your own
budgets and think about what $90 will
mean for a family that needs assist-
ance. And in addition, this bill will ask
disabled people to work 20 hours a
week before they can even qualify for
supplemental nutrition assistance.

Mr. Speaker, this is a mean-spirited
measure, and Congress should not be
defined by that.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 761, NATIONAL STRA-
TEGIC AND CRITICAL MINERALS
PRODUCTION ACT OF 2013

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 347 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:
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H. RES. 347

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 761) to require
the Secretary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to more efficiently de-
velop domestic sources of the minerals and
mineral materials of strategic and critical
importance to United States economic and
national security and manufacturing com-
petitiveness. The first reading of the bill
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Natural Resources. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. It shall be in order to
consider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Natural Re-
sources now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No
amendment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole. All points of order against such
amendments are waived. At the conclusion
of consideration of the bill for amendment
the Committee shall rise and report the bill
to the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any
amendment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole to the bill or to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
for the purpose of debate only, I yield
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask that all Members have 5 legislative
days in which they may revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
this resolution provides for a struc-
tured rule for consideration of H.R. 761,
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the National Strategic and Critical
Minerals Production Act. It provides
one hour of general debate, equally di-
vided between both sides. It provides
for five amendments, four of which are
Democrat amendments and one is a Re-
publican amendment. So this rule is
fair to a fault and it is totally gen-
erous, and it will provide a balanced
and open debate as long as we, as Mem-
bers, structure our remarks to the mer-
its of this particular bill and don’t go
off on tangents.
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Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to be able
to stand before the House and support
this rule. It’s a good rule.

I also support the underlying bill,
H.R. 761, and I want to congratulate
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr.
AMODEI), as sponsor of this particular
piece of legislation, as well as the
chairman of the Natural Resources
Committee, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS), for his leader-
ship in this particular effort.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation is blessed
with an abundance of resources, which
has made us a leading world economy
and industrial power, and we have only
scratched the surface, literally, of what
we can potentially develop.

We have energy potential such as
coal, oil shale, and natural gas depos-
its, as well as various critical minerals
that we, as a Nation, need and should
be developing.

But unfortunately, much of this de-
velopment of our domestic mineral re-
sources has actually been stymied by a
combination of special interest poli-
tics, as well as bureaucratic red tape,
particularly under this administration.
It is a pain we have all seen coming.

Twenty-five years ago, 20 percent of
all money that was spent for develop-
ment and production of critical min-
erals was spent here in the United
States. Today that’s down to only 8
percent, as other nations have replaced
our efforts, unfortunately.

This has meant an increase in our
trade imbalance, dollars going over-
seas, escalating prices here at home for
both energy and commodities. It means
job losses here in the United States.
And ironically, these jobs that we are
losing are some of the highest-paying
middle class jobs that are available.
Bureaucratic delays are causing this,
and they are causing us to see a
change, both for manufacturing and de-
fense.

Twenty-five years ago, there were 30
minerals that we actually had to im-
port to this Nation that were consid-
ered critical minerals. Today that
number has gone from 30 to 61.

Twenty-five years ago, there were 16
minerals that we imported a great ma-
jority of. Today that number that has
gone to 24.

It affects manufacturing, such as
electronics and metal alloys, ceramics,
glass, magnets, catalysts, everything.
It affects our defense as well, as our
Defense Logistics Agency tries to
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stockpile these minerals so the de-
mands are there when we actually need
them.

Unfortunately, as we’ve illustrated,
more and more of these are being pur-
chased from overseas. They are critical
to our weapons development system,
including such things as night vision
equipment, advanced lasers, avionics,
fighter jet components, missile guid-
ance systems, and it goes on and on.

Look, the Constitution tells us that
our first responsibility is to provide for
a common defense. This bill steps us
into the right direction so we actually
can provide for a common defense and
do it intelligently and avoid unneces-
sary and frivolous delays.

There are some that will criticize us
for the kinds of minerals that we are
placing in this restriction area. There
was a study in 2009 that was done
called the Great California ShakeOut,
which was a mock of what could hap-
pen if the big earthquake actually hit
that area, and it found out that, in an
effort to try and rebuild the infrastruc-
ture that would be necessary, there’s a
whole list of things we normally don’t
consider as critical that would, in that
situation, be critical, including sand
and gravel, that we simply would have
a frightful deficiency of if we were try-
ing to rebuild under those types of crit-
ical situations.

This bill anticipates that, and makes
sure that we will not be found lacking,
either in defense, or in manufacturing,
or in critical civilian needs in case of
disaster.

This bill doesn’t predetermine any-
thing. It simply says, make a decision,
yes or no, on whether this project
should go forward; simply make a deci-
sion, and do it in a timely fashion.

We still, today, average between 7
and 10 years in which those decisions
are made. This bill says that that is
unrealistic, and it simply says, you’'ve
got 30 months—2% years—to make a
decision, yes or no. If you have to have
an extension, it provides for that on
common agreement, which is only ra-
tional to do. But for heaven’s sakes, fi-
nally make a decision.

It is based on not only what we are
talking about here, but it’s based on
what we are doing in our transpor-
tation area. It’s based on a Presidential
concept; when the President estab-
lished an Executive Order No. 13604,
which talked about the importance of
trying to streamline reform and ref-
erence our process.

This is the basis of what we are at-
tempting to do in this particular bill as
well. This implies that whenever there
are agencies, multiple agencies in-
volved in a project, that there must be
a lead agency which must take the re-
sponsibility of actually getting the job
done, so that any kind of environ-
mental statement should be being done
currently, not sequentially, that we
can make sure that any kind of lawsuit
does not stop the process of making a
decision.

Once again,
things that simply

this is one of those
is logical. Just
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make a decision. You have plenty of
time to do it. Make a decision. There is
no reason we cannot make a decision
on whether to go forward on a project
in 2% years, none, none whatsoever.

The fact that we are dragging our
feet is simply done from bureaucratic
excess that is illogical and irrational.
We have done this in other areas. This
is the time to do this in this area as
well.

If, indeed, we could do this process, it
would be very clear that this Nation
would prosper. We could have good-
paying jobs, and we could make the
desert blossom.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my friend, the gen-
tleman from Utah, for yielding me the
customary 30 minutes and, Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I deem
necessary.

Mr. Speaker, the House faces a num-
ber of pressing issues that everybody in
America knows that we should be ad-
dressing. Instead, we are here today on
H. Res. 347, a structured rule, and the
underlying bill, H.R. 761, the National
Strategic and Critical Minerals Pro-
duction Act of 2013.

I get it that my friends from areas
that have these minerals in public
spaces would like for us to proceed
apace to extract them. I understand
their feelings. I come from yet another
of the critical areas of our country
that we have to protect much of the
space of, and that would be the Ever-
glades.

I don’t understand why Congress is
trying to provide even more breaks to
the United States mining operations
when we do have these urgent domestic
issues that we are confronted with and,
somehow or another, that we were un-
able to undertake.

We haven’t done all of our appropria-
tions. We are having difficulty getting
a continuing resolution. We will soon
be faced with lifting the debt ceiling.
And somehow or another, we are deal-
ing with something that, I might add,
we have voted on before, that came out
of the House of Representatives, that
did not pass the Senate, and H.R. 761 is
not going to pass the Senate either.

So H.R. 761 guts important environ-
mental protections offered through the
National Environmental Policy Act,
referred to as NEPA. It fails to require
adequate financial assurance, and I will
have an amendment on the floor that
will address that subject, and offers
other benefits to mining companies.

Mining operations in the United
States benefit already from multiple
Federal tax breaks, exemptions to reg-
ulation under existing environmental
laws, and no royalty payments to the
United States for mining operations,
even on U.S. land.

Mining companies limit their liabil-
ity for environmental restoration and
cleanup by operating with U.S. subsidi-
aries to foreign parent companies. This
relationship shields the parent com-
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pany from liability and has allowed
parent companies to draw profits from
United States mining operations.

So what happens when companies do
not pay for environmental damage
caused by their operations?

The people of the United States pay.
They pay through a contaminated en-
vironment. They pay through sickness,
including cancer. They pay through
taxes, because taxpayer dollars are ul-
timately needed to clean up these sites.

It would seem that we should have
learned from our mistakes with the
1872 General Mining Law. Mining com-
panies should be held accountable so
that their operations will not impose
additional burdens on the American
people.

H.R. 761 not only takes away valued
natural resources for hiking, fishing,
canoeing and other recreational activi-
ties, it shifts the burdens of mining
cleanup and restoration to the Amer-
ican taxpayer.

Furthermore, H.R. 761 classifies do-
mestic mining operations for strategic
and critical minerals on Federal lands
as infrastructure projects. Using a
broad definition that encompasses vir-
tually every type of mine, this legisla-
tion allows mines to take advantage of
a Presidential order from 2012 which re-
quires Federal agencies to streamline
the permitting process for infrastruc-
ture projects.

However, building a mine is not the
same as building roads and highways
that are much needed in this country,
or replacing rotted sewerage that is
much needed in this country, which is,
in fact, the country’s infrastructure.

Bills like this are why, in my opin-
ion, the American people are so frus-
trated with us here in the TUnited
States Congress. We have a number of
issues that we could—no, not that we
could, that we should be working on—
and, yet, we are rehashing a bill that
went nowhere last Congress, ain’t
gonna go nowhere this Congress and,
most importantly, is bad for the Na-
tion.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

I just want to make a couple of com-
ments before we go on with the discus-
sion of this particular rule, which, once
again, is a fair rule and is a good rule.

This bill is one of those bills that has
no significant cost to the budget. At no
time does this stop any of the NEPA
requirements. All it says is, do your
job and do it on time. Nothing big
about that, simply what those regula-
tions are.

And it is obviously one of those
things that takes place that we des-
perately need, both for the manufac-
turing sector, as well as for defense.

Look, I’'m old. I still use legal pads. I
trust those. They never crash on me.
But if you have an iPhone or an iPad or
any of that other kind of new stuff that
my kids like to have, you’re going to
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have these critical minerals. And if we
are not proposing and developing them
here in the United States, we are pay-
ing more to develop them out of coun-
try, and we’re putting ourselves, manu-
facturing-wise, in a significant deficit
situation. And obviously, with the de-
fense, what is happening is even more
critical.

This is simply taking the executive
order and saying, yeah, it’s good for in-
frastructure; it’s also good for our crit-
ical mineral development system, and
saying, do the job. Do it well, do it
quickly, get it done in a reasonable pe-
riod of time, and don’t drag this stuff
out by sequencing the issues and the
actions one after the other. You have a
period of time. Do your job.

It’s an amazing concept of asking the
bureaucracy of this Nation to actually
do their job, but it’s important.

Yes, it was passed in the last session
by an overwhelming bipartisan vote.
It’s a bipartisan bill. The fact that the
Senate did not take it up is another in-
dictment to Senate leadership, admit-
tedly, an oxymoron, but it’s another
indictment for the Senate leadership
for ignoring the significant issues that
we have to face in this Nation. It’s an-
other indictment that they should ac-
tually do their job.

Just because the Senate leadership
decides to sit on these type of issues
does not mean we have to sit on them
as well. This is something we have to
have, and it needs to go over to the
Senate. If it has to go over every week
to the Senate until the Senate finally
decides to actually do something, then
that is our responsibility, and we
should do it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from im-
proper characterizations of leadership
of the other body.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I'm very pleased to yield 3
minutes to my good friend from Or-
egon, (Mr. DEFAZIO), the distinguished
ranking member of the Committee on
Natural Resources.

Mr. DEFAZIO.
tleman.

Great name. We’re really good at
messaging around here, particularly on
the Republican side. It’s got a great
name: National Strategic and Critical
Minerals Production Act of 2013.

Now we’ve heard just earlier that
this is about things that are in critical
short supply, vital for our national se-
curity and for emergencies.

0O 1245

None of those things are true. They
could be a miniscule part of this.

But what this bill does is say that
any mining project anywhere on any
public lands in the United States of
America does not constitute a signifi-
cant Federal action. No matter how
large, no matter how sensitive the
area, no matter how proximate to the
Grand Canyon and national treasures
or how proximate to Yellowstone or

I thank the gen-
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how proximate to some critical water-
shed, that’s not a major Federal ac-
tion. So it’s exempt from NEPA. That’s
one very big problem with this legisla-
tion. I think there’s a lot of members
of the public even living in very con-
servative areas of the country who
would find that a little bit of over-
reach.

And then, again, these critical min-
erals are not critical. Sand and gravel
are now critical. Anything is critical
that you can find on public land. Any
dirt of any sort, you are going to get an
expedited process. That’s a little bit of
overreach.

We’re going to have a great amend-
ment by Mr. LOWENTHAL, who will use
an actual definition from the National
Research Council for strategic and crit-
ical minerals. So if this is on the up-
and-up, the other side will accept that
amendment and we will have these ex-
pedited processes, which still cause us
some anxiety; but they will only be for
truly strategic and critical materials,
not everything and anything on any
public land.

Secondly, most Americans would be
appalled—those who don’t already
know—to learn that we give away all
of the minerals on our public lands:
gold, uranium, platinum. No matter
what it is, we give it away. We do not
charge. Unlike many western States,
unlike Native American tribal lands,
unlike private lands, unlike most for-
eign countries, we don’t charge a roy-
alty for extracting minerals from our
lands, no matter how valuable, no mat-
ter how many billions of dollars that
that load might be worth of platinum
or gold or uranium. No charge. Give it
away.

Twice this body has passed, on a bi-
partisan basis, historically, a modest
royalty on the extraction of depletable
valuable minerals from Federal lands.
I've been very involved in that in the
past. In the summer, I went to the
Rules Committee when this bill was
first going to come up.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
gentleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. DEFAZIO. They admit there are
no parliamentary issues, no scoring
issues. In fact, with my amendment, an
8 percent royalty would raise hundreds
of millions of dollars. And those hun-
dreds of millions of dollars would be
used to remediate hundreds of thou-
sands of mines in the West that are
polluting the environment, polluting
our rivers.

I have a foreign company in my dis-
trict that, yeah, they put up their mil-
lion-dollar bond. Unfortunately, they
left the country, and it’s a $14 million
cleanup. The public is going to get
stuck with that. It’s polluting the
river, killing fish, and the taxpayers
are going to have to pay for it.

My amendment would have raised
the resources necessary to deal with
hundreds of thousands of abandoned
mines in the western United States

The
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that need remediation and mitigation,
but the Republicans were afraid to vote
on that amendment.

Some in the West know it’s a prob-
lem. They didn’t want to vote against
fixing the problem. Others just say you
should run the government like a busi-
ness, except when it comes to valuable
minerals. We want to give them away.
We don’t really care about the deficit.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. If we de-
feat the previous question, I'm going to
offer an amendment to this rule that
will allow the House to hold a vote on
the Bring Jobs Home Act. This bill will
help to boost the economy by encour-
aging businesses to bring more jobs to

America and discourage companies
from shipping jobs overseas.
To discuss our proposal, I yield 3

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAS-
CRELL), my good friend.

Mr. PASCRELL. Thank you, Mr.
HASTINGS.

I rise, Mr. Speaker, in strong opposi-
tion to the rule and the underlying bill
before us today, H.R. 761, the National
Strategic and Critical Minerals Pro-
duction Act of 2013. I just think it goes
too far.

I urge my colleagues to defeat the
previous question and take up this leg-
islation, which we’ve worked on for a
full year now, the Bring Jobs Home
Act, a bill which, for the first time,
makes sure we promote insourcing of
jobs and stop the corporate welfare
business for outsourcing jobs.

The underlying legislation would set
a dangerous precedent by waiving min-
ing projects from environmental re-
views and eliminating public access to
the justice system itself. Pushing min-
ing projects through the permitting
process is sure to continue to degrade
our environment and create workplace
situations which are definitely unsafe.
But it won’t solve the employment
problem.

Since that’s been injected into the
discussion, the legislation will simply
allow our Nation’s resources to be used
to pad the pockets of the same inter-
national corporations who ship jobs
overseas; and, by the way, that process
of shipping jobs overseas is subsidized
by the Federal Government. We have
for years helped corporations send jobs
overseas. What we should be doing is
helping them get jobs back to America,
particularly since we see an upgrading
of the past 16 months in the manufac-
turing sector of our economy.

With this bill we’re going to end the
tax breaks that encourage companies
to ship their jobs overseas and use that
to pay for tax credits for patriotic com-
panies that want to bring jobs back
home. Do you want to have real job im-
provement? This is the way to do it.

Over the last decade we’ve lost 5.5
million manufacturing jobs—more
than during the entire Great Depres-
sion. Our trade deficit increased by $300
billion. During the recession, the man-
ufacturing workforce plummeted to a
near 60-year low.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
gentleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. PASCRELL. More troubling, Mr.
Speaker, is that recent studies esti-
mate that one-quarter of American
jobs are at risk of being outsourced in
the coming years. We’re not talking
about chump change here. This is a 1ot
of jobs.

So let’s defeat this motion so we can
actually debate a bill that will end cor-
porate welfare that allows companies
to continue to engage in outsourcing
and then get a tax cut for doing so. In-
stead, let’s provide incentives that will
grow good-paying manufacturing jobs
in the USA.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I would ask my friend if he’s
prepared to close. I have no further
speakers at this time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Obviously, I am
prepared to close. It depends on how
long your closing goes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I can
make it go as long as you want it to go.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Picking up where Mr. PASCRELL left
off, which I wasn’t intending to do
until my good friend from Utah men-
tioned the timeframe. Tomorrow, we
are going to vote on whether or not to
cut $40 billion from the supplemental
nutrition program for people this coun-
try. One of the measures included in
that is going to be that people can only
qualify for 3 months during a specified
period of time if they are able-bodied
people.

Well, if you vote for the previous
question that Mr. PASCRELL offered,
there may be some jobs for those peo-
ple. Otherwise, what we’re getting
ready to do is put more people in a po-
sition of needing the food stamps. And
we continue to talk about jobs, but we
haven’t done anything on the infra-
structure.

I predict even if this measure before
us today were to become law, which it
is not, but if it did by chance become
law, we would be lucky if in the course
of time we had the kind of jobs and the
number of jobs that are desperately
needed in this country.

What is wrong with this institution?
Don’t we understand that we have col-
lege kids that are graduating and they
can’t find a job? We hire kids up here
at lower than the minimum wage be-
cause they can’t find jobs in the pri-
vate sector. This is crazy.

We can’t continue doing nothing
when in fact the people are suffering in
this great country of ours. We have not
only the natural resources that my
friends would have us extract from
even public lands without paying roy-
alties, but we have the resources as a
people to do the things creatively to
assist us in bringing jobs here rather
than sending them all over the world
and causing a diminution of jobs here
at home.

The
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Again, for the life of me I don’t un-
derstand why we are considering this
bill today. We’re considering virtually
every mine on public land, including
uranium and coal mines, to operate
without adherence to Federal environ-
mental laws, which protect public safe-
ty. Our priorities are truly in the
wrong place.

As I asked before, Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to oppose this rule and
the underlying legislation, and I ask
unanimous consent to insert the text
of the amendment in the RECORD, along
with extraneous material, immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I urge my colleagues to vote
“no”” and defeat the previous question.
I urge a ‘“‘no”” vote on the rule, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I appreciate the opportunity we have
of presenting this particular rule to the
body. I’'ve always appreciated the op-
portunity of sharing this time with the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HAS-
TINGS), who is a good friend and a very
colorful orator. And I always like to
hear his orations here on the floor.

You’ll forgive me if I want to try and
refocus on the matter that it is hand,
for, indeed, I recognize the statements
that have been made by the last two
speakers that deal with the signifi-
cance of jobs. What we simply have to
have is a policy in this country that
promotes private sector jobs, not just
government sector jobs.

By promoting private sector jobs, we
actually expand the economy and build
upon that concept. That is one of the
reasons why this particular bill is here.
But all of a sudden you go from 30 min-
erals that we had to import from other
areas to 61 minerals that we now have
to import from abroad. That means
there are a bunch of minerals that we
used to be producing in good, high-pay-
ing jobs that no longer are there.

So this is one of the areas that we
can move our country in the proper di-
rection and not just simply say, Okay,
let’s create some kind of make-work
program that actually adds particular
jobs. It needs to be the right kind of
jobs to move our country forward.

One person once told me the people
sitting here is the entire universe with
which we talk. We will not make our-
selves rich by paying each other to
take vacations. At some time, someone
has to add real wealth into the equa-
tion. That’s what this bill is trying to
do. We have critical mineral wealth in
this country. It needs to be added to
the equation so that we can create
those good-paying mining jobs that
will spin off into good-paying manufac-
turing jobs in the private sector.
That’s everything we are attempting to
do.
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I would like to take one issue and try
to put it to rest as to the idea that
these companies who would be receiv-
ing benefit from this are somehow get-
ting off and not paying taxes or royal-
ties. They are not paying Federal
taxes, but sometimes we forget that
we’re not the only equation out there.
Every one of these pays significant
royalties and severance taxes to State
and local governments.

O 1300

The Federal tax that is proposed by
some of the amendments to this bill
would be on top of that. It would be a
form of double taxation. Its goal would
be to raise money, which is a nice goal,
but simply because you found a poten-
tial effort for the Federal Government
to try and raise more money doesn’t
mean you need to rush into that, espe-
cially when it has a negative aspect
somewhere else. It would have a nega-
tive aspect on State and local govern-
ments. It would also have a negative
aspect on those companies that some
people don’t want to have any empathy
for the situation they’re in.

If you actually put an additional
Federal royalty on top of the State and
local royalty which they are paying
and the severance tax that you are
paying, in a traditional company you
could pass that tax burden on to the
consumer. In a world market, you can-
not. That just doesn’t happen. It has to
come out from the company itself.

The companies who are involved in
here have clearly said that they are
not opposed if we could put some Kkind
of net proceeds up. But these kinds of
proposals that we will be hearing in the
debate today are not net proceeds tax;
they are an unparalleled, unprece-
dented gross tax. Nothing has ever
gone to that level in which the amend-
ments would try to put on this pro-
gram.

So once again, what we’re trying to
ask you to do is look at this in the
overall view of what we are trying to
do to develop real and good private sec-
tor jobs.

The underlying element still goes
back to the fact that, look, what we
need is to go through the permitting
process but to do it in a way that is le-
gitimate. It should not have to wait 7
to 10 years to actually permit some-
thing. That is just unrealistic.

I apologize, Mr. Speaker. I am an old
schoolteacher. As a schoolteacher, we
had 9 months to do something. If you
couldn’t get it done in 9 months, you
didn’t get it done. There was no idea of
just postponing it to a future date. If a
principal came to me and said we’re
going to have to have our testing done
on Tuesday for the standardized test, I
couldn’t say no, I can’t do that; let’s
wait for 2 weeks and maybe—maybe—I
will be ready to help you with the test-
ing data. In any education system,
when the time is up, the time is up.
You have to do the work, and you
back-schedule to make sure that you
actually do the work. That happens in
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almost every element of society except
for here in government.

When I was in the State legislature,
we had a constitutional end of that
State legislative date. We had 45 days
to make a decision. Often those deci-
sions are not easy and you make the
better of the bad choices that you
have, but we had to make a decision.

I contrast that with what is hap-
pening here in the United States Gov-
ernment in which the Forest Service
was asked to do a study on a potential
bridge that we could transfer from Fed-
eral ownership over to State owner-
ship. They said yes, in about 4 years we
would be able to do that study. Four
years to do a simple study? We give
ourselves these unreasonable and inex-
cusable time references, and we do it
all the time.

I had a bill that we passed a couple of
years ago and which mandated that a
certain agency of government had to
give a piece of property over to the
local entity of government. Congress
passed it. They mandated it. Now here,
25 years later, the agency still has not
transferred that land. They are going
through their surveys. They are taking
their time. Even the local government
had to pay for all these time-con-
suming surveys. What Congress man-
dated, 2 years later, still has not hap-
pened. That is unrealistic. In the pri-
vate sector, no one would tolerate that.
In our State government, no one would
actually tolerate that. In the education
community, no one would tolerate
that. Yet we look at that as the norm,
7 to 10 years, as an average, to actually
permit these things?

That is why what this bill is trying
to do is say, look, go through the proc-
ess, use the NEPA process, but do it in
a fair and rational way and make a de-
cision. You don’t drag things out just
for the fun of dragging things out. If
the decision is yes, fine; if the decision
is no, fine; but for heaven’s sake, make
a decision.

Some elements of government, whom
I will not make caricatures about even
if it’s true, some elements seem to like
to drag out decisions. This is an area
that should not be. So this simply says,
if you’re going to deal with this area,
you’ve got 30 months to make a deci-
sion. You can do that in 2% years.
There is no reason why it cannot be.

We are doing this in other areas of
the government. The President, in his
executive order, said this has to be the
way we move forward. This bill moves
us forward.

This bill does a good thing. It was
right that it passed in the last session
by a huge bipartisan vote because it’s
the right thing to do. It’s the right
message. It’s the right program. It
moves us forward. It’s the right thing
to do this year. And we will continue
to push this until at some point we
have succeeded in making sure that we
are moving forward with hard dead-
lines so that decisions are made and
we’re not just piddling and piddling
and waiting and delaying time after
time.
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Mr. Speaker, this is a very good bill.
It was a good bill last time we passed
it. It’s still a good bill. We need to pass
this bill again. It’s also a very good
rule. It’s a fair rule. It’s a rule for
which we can be proud.

I would urge my colleagues to make
sure that we vote for this rule so we
can move forward on a bill that should
have been passed by both bodies a long
time ago. But we need to, once again,
start this process and continue going
forward because it is the right thing to
do. It will provide us with resources; it
will provide us with jobs; it will pro-
vide us, more importantly, with deci-
sions. Finally, we can actually have an
agency that makes a decision in a
timely manner.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS of Florida is as fol-
lows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 347 OFFERED BY
MR. HASTINGS OF FLORIDA

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

Sec. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 851) to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to encourage do-
mestic insourcing and discourage foreign
outsourcing. The first reading of the bill
shall be dispensed with. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Ways and Means. After general debate the
bill shall be considered for amendment under
the five-minute rule. All points of order
against provisions in the bill are waived. At
the conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

Sec. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 851 as
specified in section 2 of this resolution.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT IT
REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as “‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.”” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
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“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution. . . [and] has
no substantive legislative or policy implica-
tions whatsoever.” But that is not what they
have always said. Listen to the Republican
Leadership Manual on the Legislative Proc-
ess in the United States House of Represent-
atives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s how the
Republicans describe the previous question
vote in their own manual: ‘“Although it is
generally not possible to amend the rule be-
cause the majority Member controlling the
time will not yield for the purpose of offering
an amendment, the same result may be
achieved by voting down the previous ques-
tion on the rule. . . When the motion for the
previous question is defeated, control of the
time passes to the Member who led the oppo-
sition to ordering the previous question.
That Member, because he then controls the
time, may offer an amendment to the rule,
or yield for the purpose of amendment.”’

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
“Amending Special Rules’ states: ‘‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time, and
I move the previous question on the
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adoption of House Res-
olution 347, if ordered, and the motion
to suspend the rules on H.R. 301.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 229, nays
192, not voting 11, as follows:
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Aderholt
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger

Andrews
Barber
Barrow (GA)
Bass

Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield

[Roll No. 463]

YEAS—229

Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Petri

NAYS—192

Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
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Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

Cooper
Costa
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth

Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr

Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)

Courtney
Diaz-Balart
Herrera Beutler
McCarthy (NY)

Mr. VARGAS,

Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Nolan
O’Rourke
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Price (NC)
Quigley

Rahall
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Séanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—I11

Miller, Gary
Nadler
Perlmutter
Polis
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Ms.

Rangel
Rush
Waters

ESHOO, Ms.

LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California, Mr.

BARBER,

Mrs.

CAPPS,
VEASEY, CUELLAR, and Ms.

Messrs.
LOF-

GREN changed their vote from ‘‘yea”

to ‘“‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the resolution.

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

RECORDED VOTE
Mr. HASTINGS

of Florida.

Mr.

Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 231, noes 190,
not voting 11, as follows:

Aderholt
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Barton

[Roll No. 464]

AYES—231

Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bridenstine

This

Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Campbell

Cantor
Capito
Carter
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesdJarlais
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Holding
Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter

Andrews
Barber
Barrow (GA)
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke

Clay

Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Petri
Pittenger
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Radel
Reed
Reichert

NOES—190

Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo
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Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

Esty

Farr

Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Hinojosa
Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee



H5606

Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern

Cardenas
Cassidy
Diaz-Balart
Herrera Beutler

Ms. SINEMA changed her vote from

McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky

Himes
McCarthy (NY)
Miller, Gary
Perlmutter
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“gaye” to “no.”
So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

PROVIDING FOR ESTABLISHMENT
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Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—I11

Polis
Rush
Waters

OF SPECIAL ENVOY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 301) to provide for the estab-
lishment of the Special Envoy to Pro-
mote Religious Freedom of Religious
Minorities in the Near East and South
Central Asia, as amended, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 402, nays 22,
not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 465]

YEAS—402
Aderholt Benishek Braley (IA)
Alexander Bentivolio Bridenstine
Amodei Bera (CA) Brooks (AL)
Andrews Bilirakis Brooks (IN)
Bachmann Bishop (GA) Brown (FL)
Bachus Bishop (NY) Brownley (CA)
Barber Bishop (UT) Buchanan
Barletta Black Bucshon
Barr Blackburn Burgess
Barrow (GA) Blumenauer Bustos
Barton Bonamici Butterfield
Bass Boustany Calvert
Beatty Brady (PA) Camp
Becerra Brady (TX) Campbell

Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman
Cohen

Cole

Collins (NY)
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Cotton
Courtney
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Daines
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty
Farenthold
Farr

Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (MO)

Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Heck (WA)
Hensarling
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holding
Holt
Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huelskamp
Huffman
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Israel
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McCollum
McDermott

McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Radel
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
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Serrano Terry Walorski
Sessions Thompson (CA) Walz
Sewell (AL) Thompson (MS) Wasserman
Shea-Porter Thompson (PA) Schultz
Sherman Thornberry Waters
Shimkus Tiberi Watt
Shuster Tierney Waxman
Simpson Tipton Weber (TX)
Sinema Titus Webster (FL)
Sires Tonko Welch
Slaughter Tsongas Wenstrup
Smith (MO) Turner Whitfield
Smith (NE) Upton Williams
Smith (NJ) Valadao Wilson (FL)
Smith (TX) Van Hollen Wilson (SC)
Smith (WA) Vargas Wittman
Southerland Veasey Wolf
Speier Vela Womack
Stewart Velazquez Yarmuth
Stivers Visclosky Yoder
Stockman Wagner Young (AK)
Swalwell (CA) Walberg Young (FL)
Takano Walden Young (IN)
NAYS—22
Amash Massie Rice (SC)
Broun (GA) MecClintock Sanford
Collins (GA) Miller (MI) Stutzman
Graves (GA) Mullin Westmoreland
Hudson Neugebauer Woodall
Jones O’Rourke Yoho
King (IA) Posey
Lummis Ribble
NOT VOTING—38
Cassidy McCarthy (NY) Polis
Diaz-Balart Miller, Gary Rush
Herrera Beutler Perlmutter
[ 1353

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NATIONAL STRATEGIC AND CRIT-
ICAL MINERALS PRODUCTION
ACT OF 2013

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill, H.R. 761.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 347 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. 761.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. FORTENBERRY) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 761) to
require the Secretary of the Interior
and the Secretary of Agriculture to
more efficiently develop domestic
sources of the minerals and mineral
materials of strategic and critical im-
portance to United States economic
and national security and manufac-
turing competitiveness, with Mr. FOR-
TENBERRY in the chair.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) and the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. HOLT) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

I rise today in strong support of H.R.
761, the National Strategic and Critical
Minerals Production Act.

Not a day goes by when Americans
don’t use a product that is made from
critical minerals. In fact, life as we
know it in the 21st century would not
be possible without these minerals.
There would be no computers, no
Blackberrys or iPhones. There would
be no MRI, CAT scan, or X-ray ma-
chines. There would be no wind tur-
bines or solar panels. Mr. Chairman,
the list is exhaustive of these things
that depend on critical minerals that
make modern life possible.

Rare-earth elements, a special subset
of strategic and critical minerals, are
core components of these products in
the 21st century. Yet despite the tre-
mendous need for rare-earth elements,
the United States has allowed itself to
become almost entirely dependent on
China and other foreign nations for
these resources.

America has a plentiful supply of
rare-earth elements, but roadblocks to
the development of these crucial mate-
rials have resulted in China producing
97 percent of the world’s supply. Our
current policies are handing China a
monopoly on these elements, creating
a dependence that has serious implica-
tions on American jobs, on our econ-
omy, and on our national security.

Burdensome red tape, duplicative re-
views, frivolous lawsuits, and onerous
regulations can hold up new mining
projects here in the U.S. for more than
10 years. These unnecessary delays cost
American jobs as we become more and
more dependent on foreign countries
for these raw ingredients. The lack of
America-produced strategic and crit-
ical produced minerals are prime exam-
ples of how America has regulated
itself into a 100 percent dependence on
at least 19 unique minerals. It has also
earned the United States the unfortu-
nate distinction of being ranked dead
last when it comes to permitting min-
ing projects. In 2012, the U.S. was
ranked last, along with Papua New
Guinea, out of 26 major mining coun-
tries on the pace of permitting. Mr.
Chairman, I can’t speak for Papua New
Guinea, but the reason the U.S. Gov-
ernment is so slow to issue new mining
permits is very simple: government bu-
reaucracy.

H.R. 761, introduced by our colleague
from Nevada, Mr. AMODEI, will help us
to end the foreign dependence by
streamlining government red tape that
blocks America’s strategic and critical
mineral production. Instead of waiting
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for over a decade for mining permits to
be approved, this bill sets a goal of
total review process for permitting at
30 months.
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Now this isn’t a hard deadline, Mr.
Chairman. It can be extended. But it is
a goal to push the bureaucrats into ac-
tion on these important infrastructure
projects. It shouldn’t take a decade to
get a project built for minerals that we
need in our everyday life and for our
national security.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, above all,
this is a jobs bill. The positive eco-
nomic impact of this bill will extend
beyond just the mining industry. For
every metal mining job created, an es-
timated 2.3 additional jobs are gen-
erated. And for every nonmetal mining
job created, another 1.6 jobs are cre-
ated.

This legislation gives the oppor-
tunity for American manufacturers,
small businesses, technology compa-
nies, and construction firms to use
American resources to help make the
products that are essential to our ev-
eryday lives.

As China continues to tighten global
supplies of rare-earth elements, we
should respond with an American min-
eral mining renaissance that will bring
mining and manufacturing jobs back to
America. The National Strategic and
Critical Minerals Production Act is im-
portant to our jobs and to our econ-
omy. We must act now to cut the gov-
ernment red tape that is stopping
American mineral production and fur-
thering our dependence on foreign min-
erals.

And with that, Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Today we are considering H.R. 761,
the so-called National Strategic and
Critical Minerals Production Act of
2013. Now, despite the bill’s title, it has
almost nothing to do with national
strategic and critical minerals produc-
tion. In fact, under the guise of pro-
moting the development of minerals
critical to the United States’ national
security, this legislation would reshape
mining decisions on public lands for al-
most all minerals.

Mr. Chairman, the bill’s classifica-
tion of ‘‘critical minerals’ is so broad
that even sand and gravel and other
such things can fall under its defini-
tion. Critical and strategic minerals?
The Democratic amendments we will
consider today will attempt to tailor
this legislation to cover only minerals
that are truly critical and strategic
and will address the egregious provi-
sions that would truncate important
environmental review.

Make no mistake, this bill is a give-
away. It is free mining, no royalties, no
protection of public interest, exemp-
tion from royalty payments, near ex-
emption from environmental regula-
tions, near exemption from legal en-
forcement of the protections. And it’s
unnecessary.
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There is a real debate that we could
be having about the mining laws in
this country. It should start with re-
forming the mining law of 1872, which
is as archaic as its name suggests—the
mining law of 1872. We should be dis-
cussing abandoned mine reclamation.
We should be discussing ensuring tax-
payers a fair return on industrial de-
velopment of our public lands.

Mr. Chairman, in the Natural Re-
sources Committee markup on May 15
of this year where H.R. 761 was re-
ported out on a nearly party line vote,
the committee also reported two other
bills on a bipartisan basis, two other
bills that would lay the groundwork for
developing critical and strategic min-
eral production. Those bills, H.R. 1063,
the National Strategic and Critical
Minerals Policy Act of 2013, and H.R.
981, the RARE Act, were unanimously
reported out of the Natural Resources
Committee and legitimately would be
worth debating here in the House as
part of any serious effort to improve
our understanding of critical strategic
mineral deposits and to aid in their de-
velopment.

We reported out bills on a bipartisan
basis that would do what this legisla-
tion purports to do. We could be dis-
cussing those bills. Instead, we’re tak-
ing up legislation which is a giveaway.
The legislation we could be dealing
with would actually deal with strategic
and critical minerals. Now, if the ma-
jority were to bring it to the floor, I'm
sure it would pass in an overwhelming,
bipartisan way and would likely be
passed by the other body and signed
into law. In fact, in the last Congress,
the National Strategic and Critical
Minerals Policy Act—not to be con-
fused with the Production Act that we
are considering today—was supported
by the National Mining Association.

The president and CEO of the Na-
tional Mining Association issued a
statement when that bill passed out of
committee last Congress, and he said:
“The House Natural Resources Com-
mittee took important bipartisan ac-
tion today to ensure U.S. manufactur-
ers, technology innovators, and our
military have a more stable supply of
minerals vital to the products they
produce and use.” He went on to say
that legislation, ‘‘will provide a valu-
able assessment of our current and fu-
ture mineral demands and our ability
to meet more of our needs through do-
mestic minerals production.”

We could be considering legislation
like that.

We should be able to work in a bipar-
tisan fashion when it comes to improv-
ing our supply of rare-earth minerals
and other strategic minerals and ensur-
ing that we are not dependent on China
and other nations for their supply. But
the majority seems to be not interested
in that. Evidently, they don’t want to
work in a bipartisan fashion to produce
legislation that all sides out there in
the country, in industry, people who
look after public lands and the environ-
ment could agree on. Instead, they’re
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moving this bill, H.R. 761, which has al-
most nothing to do with strategic min-
erals, is really about giveaways to the
mining industry.

This bill would be a Trojan horse if it
were to become law; however, it has no
chance of becoming law. Maybe the
American people should be grateful we
won’t pass this giveaway, that the
American people—I say, those Amer-
ican people who don’t stand to get rich
by this mining giveaway.

But can the American people really
feel good that we’re wasting time and
actually not looking after the critical
and strategic minerals that American
products, American defense depends
on? Why are we playing these games?
Why, I should say, are they playing
these games with our legitimate needs
to develop strategic minerals? We
should be working in the kind of fash-
ion that led to last year’s bill.

The majority should shelf this give-
away to the mining industry and bring
to the floor serious proposals that we
could honestly debate as part of a le-
gitimate bipartisan discussion regard-
ing rare-earth policy and supply.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada
(Mr. AMODEI), the author of this legis-
lation.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, having
a real debate on this issue is something
that I wholeheartedly support.

We probably ought to start with the
facts. First of all, you’ve heard much
about the overly broad definition. H.R.
761 deliberately contains a broad defi-
nition of strategic and critical min-
erals. Here are some of the reasons
why:

In 2006, prior to the worldwide eco-
nomic downturn, there was great con-
cern over the future availability of
platinum, group metals, and copper. At
the time, projections in demand for
copper indicated that by 2016, 30 large-
scale copper deposits would have to
come online to meet worldwide de-
mand. At the time, there were not
enough copper deposits in the permit-
ting pipeline to make up for the pro-
jected downward curve.

And you have heard much about sand
and gravel. Even sand and gravel and
other construction mineral materials
can be in short supply or not available,
as the USGS discovered in 2009 during
the great California shakeout. What
they discovered during that was that,
in its assessment of scope and damage
and materials needed for construction
in the event of a large-scale earth-
quake, USGS discovered there were not
enough sand, gravel, and other con-
struction materials available in the re-
gion to meet the affected area’s recon-
struction needs.

So when you talk about the ability
to foretell the future and you say, well,
we should just limit things to the i-u-
m ending minerals, I say you probably
ought to think about what it takes to
get a bill through Congress to respond

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

to those things because it’s less timely
than the Federal permitting process.

Much has been made about getting
rid of NEPA review. You know, when
all else fails, read the bill. Take a look
at page 7. And when you look at lines
4 through 9 there, these are not the
words that you would be using if you
were trying to get rid of the NEPA
process. Starting up at page 6, line 24,
it says, ‘“The lead agency with respon-
sibility for” permitting. Then you go
down to page 7, line 5, it says, ‘‘if the
procedural and substantive safeguards
of the permitting process alone,” they
must find that those are there. Look at
line 5, ‘“‘if the procedural”’ are found.
That is unlimited discretion in an ex-
ecutive branch agency.

So don’t tell me that we’re getting
rid of NEPA, because the bill would
have been written differently if we
were trying to get rid of NEPA.

I want to also point your attention to
the base of this is an infrastructure ex-
ecutive order from the current admin-
istration that talks about avoiding du-
plication of efforts. I also want to point
out some words in there. It says, ‘‘in-
frastructure projects in sectors, includ-
ing surface transportation’—oh, by the
way, I think that has something to do
with sand and gravel—‘‘aviation”—run-
ways I think have some of those ele-
ments that people don’t think are crit-
ical—‘‘ports, waterways, water re-
source projects, renewable energy gen-
eration, electricity transmission,
broadband, pipelines”’—hello, Key-
stone. See how good it’s done them.

If this is an attempt to skirt environ-
mental regulations, somebody probably
should have written it differently. We
didn’t. It is simply not the truth.

And I want to talk about fair return
on all this taxation stuff. In my State,
which is 85 percent owned by the Fed-
eral Government, the Federal Govern-
ment gives $22 million a year to the
rural counties in Nevada for PILT. And
I know some of my colleagues from
east of the Mississippi don’t under-
stand what that acronym means. It’s
payment in lieu of taxes, $22 million.
What this bill is really about is about
jobs.

The final piece is this. This does not
require anybody in the Federal permit-
ting agencies to say, Yes, you can have
your permit in 30 months. It requires
an answer in 30 months. Nobody seeks
to apply this to get a nice, crisp ‘“‘no”
in 30 months, which is why the lan-
guage is in there, Mr. Chairman, that
says, by the way, if both sides agree,
you can have longer to process it.

Now, when you bounce that off the
claims of 3% and 5 years, under exist-
ing administration permitting
timelines, asking them to set a 30-
month timeline is not something which
undoes environmental responsibility,
rapes the landscape, and outdoes the
taxpayers out of their normal revenues
that are there.

Mr. HOLT. May I inquire of the time
remaining, Mr. Chairman?
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The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New Jersey has 23%2 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. HOLT. I thank the Chair, and I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Well, I will repeat. This bill is a give-
away. It is free mining, no royalties. I
referred to the archaic legislation that
goes by the archaic name of the Mining
Act of 1872 which excuses miners from
royalty payments. That would apply
here.

And as for excusing the miners from
environmental regulations, the legisla-
tion says that the lead agency shall de-
termine that a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of
human environment has not occurred
or is not occurring. In other words, the
mining activities are excluded from,
excused from, the triggering language
of the Environmental Policy Act. No
significant environmental policy re-
view would be undertaken under the
National Environmental Policy Act if
the agency can say, Well, the State is
doing something; the State is doing
something, whatever that may be, how-
ever adequate that may turn out to be.

So I call that a relaxation, if not an
exemption, of environmental protec-
tion. And I repeat, these mining activi-
ties do not allow for a fair return to
the taxpayer, the owners of this land,
for the use of this land.

0 1415

And under this, we could call any-
thing at all strategic and critical.
Yeah, sometimes the military might
need to build a runway or extend a run-
way, but to say that the sand and grav-
el that’s necessary to do that becomes
strategic is a real perversion of the
idea of strategic and critical.

So let’s deal with those things that
we need for aircraft engines and power-
ful magnets, lanthanum and neodym-
ium and gadolinium and dysprosium
and these other so-called rare-earth
elements, some of which are actually
not so rare, but they’re dispersed and,
therefore, hard to mine and hard to get
adequate quantities of them and some
of which are truly rare.

Let’s deal with the legislation that
makes those available for manufac-
turing needs, for mnational security
needs, rather than having a catch-all
mining definition that excuses any
kind of mining from royalties and from
environmental regulation.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I'm very pleased to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. SMITH), a new member of the
Natural Resources Committee.

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I commend the Congressman for
recognizing the need to correct a major
supply chain vulnerability in the
United States, that of critical and stra-
tegic minerals.

Many of us in Congress only heard of
the concept of strategic minerals after
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we became lawmakers. Most of the
time, we hear about exotic elements at
the bottom of the periodic table like
neodymium and europium, but the fact
is that we are facing down potentially
devastating supply disruptions for a
much more familiar material, lead.

In my district, we know a lot about
lead because my district produces more
lead than any other district in the Na-
tion. We rely on lead for everything
from bullets, missiles, ships and tanks,
to batteries for vehicles and energy
storage, to TV and computer screens,
to storing nuclear waste. Almost every
one of us drives a car powered by a
lead-acid battery.

It may be hard to believe that lead
could be a strategic vulnerability for
the United States because we have used
it in so many products for over a cen-
tury. Over the past generation, we have
taken lead out of things like gasoline
and paint to help protect human
health.

But the fact is lead is still crucial as
a critical material that we use safely
in a vast number of American-manu-
factured technologies. There is only
one primary lead producer remaining
in the United States today, and that
facility is scheduled to close at the end
of 2013. And environmental regulations
are making it more and more difficult
for lead producers to extract and proc-
ess economically.

Today, China produces three times
the lead that the United States pro-
duces, and our global market share is
shrinking. At the same time, global de-
mand for lead is expected to grow by 5
to 6 percent a year, increasing prices
and competition for our domestic re-
sources.

American innovators are working
hard to improve the efficiency of lead
production and make sure as many
lead-acid batteries as possible are recy-
cled so their contents can be
repurposed. But the U.S. simply cannot
meet its national security needs and
commercialize important new tech-
nologies without a more robust, secure
supply.

I hope that H.R. 761 will open doors
for lead production in the TUnited
States, and that any future legislative
efforts on critical minerals will also
account for lead supplies.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

This legislation is fundamentally a
solution in search of a problem. Now,
according to analysis of data provided
by the Bureau of Land Management for
hardrock mines on public lands, for
which there is complete data, the aver-
age time it takes to approve a plan of
operation for a mine has actually de-
creased under the Obama administra-
tion. We do not need a relaxation of
regulations in order to speed things up.

According to the BLM data, plans of
operation for hardrock mines are being
approved roughly 17 percent more
quickly under the Obama administra-
tion than under the previous adminis-
tration. Thank you, President Obama.
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And despite the majority’s claims, 82
percent of plans of operation for
hardrock mines are approved within 3
years under the Obama administration.

Now, the mining company will say,
oh, 3 years, that’s so long. Well, ac-
cording to the BLM ‘‘it takes, on aver-
age, 4 years to approve a mining plan
of operation for a large mine, more
than 1,000 acres on public lands.”

Now, my colleagues on the other side
have asked repeatedly what the prob-
lem is with their legislation that would
truncate and eviscerate proper review
of all mines on public lands if the ma-
jority of plans are approved within 3
years.

Well, it’s because a little more than
15 percent of hardrock mines take more
than 4 years to approve. For these
mines, where mining companies may
not have submitted a complete applica-
tion, or may not have posted sufficient
bond to ensure that the mine is cleaned
up after the work, or where additional
environmental review is required be-
cause the mine is large or potentially
damaging to our environment and to
public health, this bill would prevent
proper review.

We’re already approving hardrock
mines more quickly under the current
administration than under the previous
administration. We should not be evis-
cerating proper review of virtually all
mining operations on public lands, in-
cluding sand and gravel, I repeat, as
this Republican bill would do. We
should certainly not be doing it under
the pretense of developing critical and
strategic minerals.

Now, the other side likes to cherry-
pick. They cherry-pick one statistic
out of a report, without having, appar-
ently, read the rest of the report.

If you look at the full report by the
international consulting firm Behre
Dolbear, it states that ‘‘permitting
delays are a global issue” and that
‘““the business environment will likely
favor firms that aggressively take a
proactive stance concerning societal
and environmental issues.”’

Plans under the current administra-
tion, under the current BLM, plans of
operation for hardrock mines are being
approved roughly 17 percent more
quickly than previously.

They say that the United States is
last, ranked last, in mining. No. What
they fail to note is this very report
says that the United States is one of
the most attractive countries in the
world for mining, sixth, to be precise,
sixth most attractive. We are number
six in the world when you take all fac-
tors into consideration and all coun-
tries into consideration.

Yet my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle continue to cherry-pick and
say that the United States is so unfair
to the mining interests that we have to
give them a break, that we have to give
away all of these mining resources on
the public’s lands, with no royalties
and very few questions asked.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
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The CHAIR. The Committee will rise
informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. SMITH
of Missouri) assumed the chair.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Sherman
Williams, one of his secretaries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

————

NATIONAL STRATEGIC AND CRIT-
ICAL MINERALS PRODUCTION
ACT OF 2013

The Committee resumed its sitting.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I'm very pleased to yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada
(Mr. AMODEI).

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, only in
Washington would we be having a de-
bate about whether 4 years is okay or
2% years is okay when we’re talking
about a jobs bill. And only in Wash-
ington would we talk about cherry-
picking when we’re talking about the
vast majority of the production that is
sought for permitting, and the vast
number of jobs that is created is not—
I want to make this very clear so the
record is clear—is not handled within 3
years.

Now, it may be true that it’s less
than the Bush administration, which is
fine. Let’s assume that it is.

But when you’re talking about pri-
marily issues that deal with Western
lands whose States are at or near a ma-
jority of Federal ownership, and you
want to talk about the middle class,
and you want to talk about generating
jobs, and you want to say, hey, by the
way, you can take as long as you want;
we don’t know if you’re going to have
a job in that industry or not because
there are no rules.

Only in Washington would we be de-
fending no time limits whatsoever. To
say 30 months is a bad idea, with lan-
guage that says, if both sides agree,
you can take longer, is not an unrea-
sonable environmental or administra-
tive stance.

Nobody wants a nice, crisp denial in
30 months; and by the way, if the appli-
cation should be denied, then I presume
that it will be denied.

But what we’re seeing now, and you
can find no legislative history for this
anywhere in any of the applicable envi-
ronmental regulations and statutes, of
which all still apply, there is nothing
that says, by the way, if nothing else
works, just see if you can drag it out as
long as possible and hope that that
capital goes away. Because when you
talk about permitting attractiveness,
it’s not what these folks are those
folks say, it’s where the capital goes.
And the capital isn’t going here.

And the strategic interest of having
to go to China for your rare-earths or
having to go to other countries to
produce those is not apparent.

The
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Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I might consume.

My friend on the other side of the
aisle says that, evidently, the agencies
that are reviewing these massive
projects, projects that can perma-
nently degrade the environment, per-
manently degrade the environment,
hurt public health, affect communities,
they’re doing it just to be mean to the
mining interests.

No, I don’t think so. They are
charged with protecting the lands that
belong to Americans, the health of
Americans, and the long-term welfare
of the communities.

Now, as for China, let’s talk about
China. We should be talking about
China. We should be concerned about
what happens to the rare-earth min-
erals around the world and in this
country being locked up by China.

Talk to any business searching the
venture capital community for start-up
funding, and one of the first things
that they will be asked is, what is your
China plan, because if you don’t have a
China plan, you won’t be very success-
ful.

The bill that we’re considering today,
once again, shows that Republicans, in
their eagerness to have giveaways for
the mining industry, are wandering in
total darkness when it comes to devel-
oping a strategy for dealing with
China.

In the Findings section of the bill be-
fore us it says:

The industrialization of China and India
has driven demand for nonfuel mineral com-
modities, sparking a period of resource na-
tionalism exemplified by China’s reduction
in exports of rare-earth elements.

True. And these are the rare-earth
elements that are necessary for tele-
communications and military tech-
nologies and health care technologies
and conventional energy and renewable
energy technologies.

So what would this bill do about Chi-
na’s export restrictions?

What would this bill do to ensure
that China not restrict exports of rare-
earths to us, or that we keep the rare-
earth elements in this country to be
used as strategic input to these stra-
tegic industries?

Nothing.

I have news for my colleagues. We do,
in the United States, produce rare-
earth. We mine and concentrate rare-
earth elements. The Molycorp facility
in California mines one of the richest
rare-earth deposits in the world.
They’re ramping up to 40,000 tons of
production by next year. That will be a
quarter of the global production.
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But guess what? Guess where they
are sending much of that production?
Yes, China. That’s right. Our rare-
earths will go to China to be refined
into alloys and metals. And there they
will stay, if the Chinese Government so
determines, for Chinese high-tech man-
ufacturers. What are we doing about
that in this legislation? Nothing.
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So why are we doing this legislation
first when the bigger problem is how
are we going to have a reliable supply
of these strategic minerals.

The Republican solution is, China, we
waived our environmental laws. We’'re
going to turn these out faster and fast-
er from these public lands that belong
to the American people. We’ll send
them to you, China, so you can refine
them. And please send them back to us.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I would ask my friend from
New Jersey if he has any further speak-
ers. I'm prepared to close if the gen-
tleman is prepared to close.

Mr. HOLT. I have no further speak-
ers, and I yield myself the remaining
time.

In closing, let me just repeat what
we’ve heard over and over. This is un-
necessary. It’s not dealing with the
real problems first. It is a giveaway to
the mining industry to exempt them
from regulations, to exempt them from
paying a reasonable royalty to the
American people for use of the Amer-
ican people’s lands. It would alter near-
ly all mining operations on public
lands in the United States by reducing
or even eliminating review under the
National Environmental Policy Act. It
would change these mining operations
not just for these rare-earth elements
but for copper, uranium, sand, and
gravel.

The Interior Department testified
this legislation would remove many of
the environmental safeguards for al-
most all types of hardrock mines on
public lands, bypass evaluation of po-
tential impacts under the National En-
vironmental Policy Act, and limit pub-
lic involvement in agency decision-
making.

Can that be a good idea—to eliminate
all those things and not actually deal
with the production and supply and
availability of strategic minerals?

The authors of the bill say it’s need-
ed ‘“‘because it could take a developer
years to get all government permits in
place.”” Well, that’s up to the developer
to get those in. And it’s up to the gov-
ernment agencies to make sure they do
it in a way that protects the public
health, protects the public lands, pro-
tects the future of communities that
would be affected by this.

This bill is not about fixing delays,
but really about preventing proper en-
vironmental review and safety and pub-
lic health reviews.

We should be updating the Mining
Act of 1872. We are a century or a cen-
tury-and-a-half late in updating that
mining law. Maybe there was a time in
the 19th century where we wanted to
send people out to develop the great ex-
panses of the western United States
and give them carte blanche. We’ve
come a long way since then.

We should get up to date here in the
House of Representatives. We should be
dealing with the hundred thousand
known abandoned mines that are a
danger to people and to the environ-
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ment. Promoting the development of
minerals that are critical to core na-
tional priorities and that are genuinely
susceptible to disruptions should be an
area where both sides, Republicans and
Democrats, can work together. Instead,
we’re dealing with special interests,
giving them free rein in a handout.

I urge my colleagues to reject this
misguided bill, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Mr. Chairman, before I make my
closing remarks, I want to thank
Chairman GOODLATTE of the Judiciary
Committee for his cooperation in help-
ing schedule this bill for consideration.
We have an exchange of letters to that
effect.

Mr. Chairman, much has been de-
bated here on the floor about what is
strategic and what is not strategic. Let
me posit a suggestion here on the fact
that there are two ways that you could
define this. You could define it by mak-
ing a definition so narrow that in effect
the legislation picks winners and los-
ers. Or you could write statutory law
that says that certain conditions that
require certain elements will be the
driver of what is strategic. That means
the marketplace is the one, then, that
decides what is strategic. I think that’s
a much better approach because when I
talk about this, I recall hearing that in
the late 1890s the U.S. Patent Office
issued a statement—and I could be off
a little bit—saying that we ought to
close down the U.S. Patent Office be-
cause everything that has been in-
vented, has been invented. This is in
the 1890s. This is before we were flying
airplanes. This is before the car be-
came commercially available. This
means all the minerals that go into
those things weren’t even thought of at
the time.

So what we do then in this bill is just
very straightforward. We say that the
strategic minerals will meet these cri-
teria. By the way, you can find this on
page b, section 3, ‘“‘Definitions’’:

(A) For national defense and national secu-
rity.

That is so self-evident,
needs to be debated.

Second:

For the Nation’s energy infrastructure, in-
cluding pipelines, refining.

That’s from an energy standpoint.
That certainly should not be debated
because we have to have a good energy
source if we’re going to have a growing
economy.

And:

(C) To support domestic manufacturing.

Of course, that includes agriculture
and housing. In other words, to support
our economy. Doesn’t that make good
sense to have a source of strategic min-
erals for that?

Finally:

(D) for the Nation’s economic security and
balance of trade.

That makes eminently good sense be-
cause we are seriously out of balance

it hardly
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now with China, as has been brought

up.

So this approach is more of a long-
term solution because I dare say that
25 years from now there will be a min-
eral that somebody will find that will
be used for new technology. But if we
have defined it so narrowly that we
don’t know what that technology is, we
have in fact been picking winners and
losers. That’s the wrong approach. The
right approach is what’s embodied in
this bill to say that these conditions
will be the ones that will define stra-
tegic minerals.

Finally, let me close on this: every-
body likes to make fun of sand and
gravel as being strategic. I guarantee
you that after the earthquakes in
northern and southern California, when
the freeways collapsed, I can tell you
very, very strategically that cement
and sand and gravel fit that category.

So under the conditions, I think this
fits what we are attempting to do in
the long term.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 28, 2013.

Hon. Doc HASTINGS,

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN HASTINGS, I am writing
with respect to H.R. 761, the ‘‘National Stra-
tegic and Critical Minerals Production Act
of 2013,” which the Committee on Natural
Resources reported favorably. As a result of
your having consulted with us on provisions
in H.R. 761 that fall within the Rule X juris-
diction of the Committee on the Judiciary, I
agree to discharge our Committee from fur-
ther consideration of this bill so that it may
proceed expeditiously to the House floor for
consideration.

The Judiciary Committee takes this action
with our mutual understanding that by fore-
going consideration of H.R. 761 at this time,
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject
matter contained in this or similar legisla-
tion, and that our Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as the bill or
similar legislation moves forward so that we
may address any remaining issues in our ju-
risdiction. Our Committee also reserves the
right to seek appointment of an appropriate
number of conferees to any House-Senate
conference involving this or similar legisla-
tion, and asks that you support any such re-
quest.

I would appreciate a response to this letter
confirming this understanding with respect
to H.R. 761, and would ask that a copy of our
exchange of letters on this matter be in-
cluded in the Congressional Record during
Floor consideration of H.R. 761.

Sincerely,
BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 3, 2013.

Hon. BOB GOODLATTE,

Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Ray-
burn HOB, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 761, the National Stra-
tegic and Critical Minerals Production Act
of 2013. As you know, the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources ordered reported the bill, as
amended, on May 15, 2013. I appreciate your
support in bringing this legislation before
the House of Representatives, and accord-
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ingly, understand that the Committee on the
Judiciary will forego action on the bill.

The Committee on Natural Resources con-
curs with the mutual understanding that by
foregoing consideration of H.R. 761 at this
time, the Committee on the Judiciary does
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject
matter contained in this or similar legisla-
tion. In addition, should a conference on the
bill be necessary, I would support your re-
quest to have the Committee on the Judici-
ary represented on the conference com-
mittee. Finally, I would be pleased to in-
clude your letter and this response in the bill
report filed by the Committee on Natural
Resources, as well as in the Congressional
Record during floor consideration, to memo-
rialize our understanding.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
Doc HASTING,
Chairman.

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, while | strongly
support efforts to enhance our domestic secu-
rity by reducing our reliance on foreign
sources of strategic and critical minerals, but
aside from its short title, the pending legisla-
tion has nothing to do with that goal.

In fact, this legislation provides relief to any
and all types of minerals on public lands—
minerals such as gold, silver and copper pro-
duced under the Mining Law of 1872.

These are minerals that are mined for free,
with no royalty charged in return for their re-
moval from lands owned by all Americans.

Yet, the pending legislation would provide
multi-national conglomerates with even more
relief in their pursuit of mining free gold from
federal lands.

It is not limited in scope to, for instance,
rare earth minerals used in fuel cells and solar
panels among other applications. Rare earths
are certainly strategic and critical.

Instead, the bill provides relief to any “min-
eral exploration or mine permit” with plans of
operations issued by the BLM under its 3809
regulation and the Forest Service under it
counterpart regulations.

Read the bill. Look up those regulations.

The BLM 3809 regulations are clear, they
apply to “all operations authorized by the min-
ing laws on public lands where the mineral in-
terest is reserved to the United States.”

The Forest Service regulations referenced in
the bill state they apply to “the surface of Na-
tional Forest System lands in connections with
operations authorized by the United States
mining laws . . .”

So | say to my colleagues, understand what
you will be voting on. Understand that this bill
provides additional relief to mostly foreign
owned companies who are extracting gold, sil-
ver and other hardrock minerals from our
lands, our public lands, without paying a roy-
alty in return.

Mine coal on federal lands, you pay a roy-
alty. Drill for oil and natural gas on public
lands, you pay a royalty. But not gold, not sil-
ver, and not copper.

| oppose this legislation.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment
in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, printed in the bill,
shall be considered as an original bill
for the purpose of amendment under
the 5-minute rule and shall be consid-
ered read.
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The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 761

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 ‘“‘National Stra-
tegic and Critical Minerals Production Act of
2013”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The industrialization of China and India
has driven demand for nonfuel mineral commod-
ities, sparking a period of resource nationalism
eremplified by China’s reduction in exports of
rare-earth elements necessary for telecommumni-
cations, military technologies, healthcare tech-
nologies, and conventional and renewable en-
ergy technologies.

(2) The availability of minerals and mineral
materials are essential for economic growth, na-
tional security, technological innovation, and
the manufacturing and agricultural supply
chain.

(3) The exploration, production, processing,
use, and recycling of minerals contribute signifi-
cantly to the economic well-being, security and
general welfare of the Nation.

(4) The United States has vast mineral re-
sources, but is becoming increasingly dependent
upon foreign sources of these mineral materials,
as demonstrated by the following:

(4) Twenty-five years ago the United States
was dependent on foreign sources for 30 nonfuel
mineral materials, 6 of which the United States
imported 100 percent of the Nation’s require-
ments, and for another 16 commodities the
United States imported more than 60 percent of
the Nation’s needs.

(B) By 2011 the United States import depend-
ence for nonfuel mineral materials had more
than doubled from 30 to 67 commodities, 19 of
which the United States imported 100 percent of
the Nation’s requirements, and for another 24
commodities, imported more than 50 percent of
the Nation’s needs.

(C) The United States share of worldwide min-
eral exploration dollars was 8 percent in 2011,
down from 19 percent in the early 1990s.

(D) In the 2012 Ranking of Countries for Min-
ing Investment, out of 25 major mining coun-
tries, the United States ranked last with Papua
New Guinea in permitting delays, and towards
the bottom regarding government take and so-
cial issues affecting mining.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) STRATEGIC AND CRITICAL MINERALS.—The
term ‘‘strategic and critical minerals’ means
minerals that are necessary—

(A4) for national defense and national security
requirements;

(B) for the Nation’s energy infrastructure, in-
cluding pipelines, refining capacity, electrical
power generation and transmission, and renew-
able energy production;

(C) to support domestic manufacturing, agri-
culture, housing, telecommunications,
healthcare, and transportation infrastructure;
or

(D) for the Nation’s economic security and
balance of trade.

(2) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’ means any
agency, department, or other unit of Federal,
State, local, or tribal government, or Alaska Na-
tive Corporation.

(3) MINERAL EXPLORATION OR MINE PERMIT.—
The term “‘mineral exploration or mine permit’’
includes plans of operation issued by the Bu-
reau of Land Management and the Forest Serv-
ice pursuant to 43 C.F.R. 3809 and 36 C.F.R.
2284 or the authorities listed in 43 C.F.R.
3503.13, respectively.
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TITLE I—DEVELOPMENT OF DOMESTIC
SOURCES OF STRATEGIC AND CRITICAL
MINERALS

SEC. 101. IMPROVING DEVELOPMENT OF STRA-

TEGIC AND CRITICAL MINERALS.
Domestic mines that will provide strategic and
critical minerals shall be considered an ‘‘infra-
structure project’” as described in Presidential

Order ‘““‘Improving Performance of Federal Per-

mitting and Review of Infrastructure Projects’

dated March 22, 2012.

SEC. 102. RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE LEAD AGEN-

(a) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency with re-
sponsibility for issuing a mineral exploration or
mine permit shall appoint a project lead who
shall coordinate and consult with cooperating
agencies and any other agency involved in the
permitting process, project proponents and con-
tractors to ensure that agencies minimize delays,
set and adhere to timelines and schedules for
completion of the permitting process, set clear
permitting goals and track progress against
those goals.

(b) DETERMINATION UNDER NEPA.—To the ex-
tent that the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 applies to any mineral exploration or
mine permit, the lead agency with responsibility
for issuing a mineral exploration or mine permit
shall determine that the action to approve the
exploration or mine permit does not constitute a
magjor Federal action significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment within the
meaning of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 if the procedural and substantive
safeguards of the permitting process alone, any
applicable State permitting process alone, or a
combination of the two processes together pro-
vide an adequate mechanism to ensure that en-
vironmental factors are taken into account.

(c) COORDINATION ON PERMITTING PROCESS.—
The lead agency with responsibility for issuing
a mineral exploration or mine permit shall en-
hance government coordination for the permit-
ting process by avoiding duplicative reviews,
minimizing paperwork and engaging other agen-
cies and stakeholders early in the process. The
lead agency shall consider the following best
practices:

(1) Deferring to and relying upon baseline
data, analyses and reviews performed by State
agencies with jurisdiction over the proposed
project.

(2) Conducting any consultations or reviews
concurrently rather than sequentially to the ex-
tent practicable and when such concurrent re-
view will expedite rather than delay a decision.

(d) SCHEDULE FOR PERMITTING PROCESS.—At
the request of a project proponent, the lead
agency, cooperating agencies and any other
agencies involved with the mineral exploration
or mine permitting process shall enter into an
agreement with the project proponent that sets
time limits for each part of the permitting proc-
ess including the following:

(1) The decision on whether to prepare a doc-
ument required under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969.

(2) A determination of the scope of any docu-
ment required wunder the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969.

(3) The scope of and schedule for the baseline
studies required to prepare a document required
under the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969.

(4) Preparation of any draft document re-
quired under the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969.

(5) Preparation of a final document required
under the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969.

(6) Consultations required under applicable
laws.

(7) Submission and review of any comments
required under applicable law.

(8) Publication of any public notices required
under applicable law.
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(9) A final or any interim decisions.

(e) TIME LIMIT FOR PERMITTING PROCESS.—In
no case should the total review process described
in subsection (d) exceed 30 months unless agreed
to by the signatories of the agreement.

(f) LIMITATION ON ADDRESSING PUBLIC COM-
MENTS.—The lead agency is not required to ad-
dress agency or public comments that were not
submitted during any public comment periods or
consultation periods provided during the permit-
ting process or as otherwise required by law.

(9) FINANCIAL ASSURANCE.—The lead agency
will determine the amount of financial assur-
ance for reclamation of a mineral exploration or
mining site, which must cover the estimated cost
if the lead agency were to contract with a third
party to reclaim the operations according to the
reclamation plan, including construction and
maintenance costs for any treatment facilities
necessary to meet Federal, State or tribal envi-
ronmental standards.

(h) APPLICATION TO EXISTING PERMIT APPLI-
CATIONS.—This section shall apply with respect
to a mineral exploration or mine permit for
which an application was submitted before the
date of the enactment of this Act if the appli-
cant for the permit submits a written request to
the lead agency for the permit. The lead agency
shall begin implementing this section with re-
spect to such application within 30 days after
receiving such written request.

(i) STRATEGIC AND CRITICAL MINERALS WITHIN
NATIONAL FORESTS.—With respect to strategic
and critical minerals within a federally adminis-
tered unit of the National Forest System, the
lead agency shall—

(1) exempt all areas of identified mineral re-
sources in Land Use Designations, other than
Non-Development Land Use Designations, in ex-
istence as of the date of the enactment of this
Act from the procedures detailed at and all rules
promulgated under part 294 of title 36, Code for
Federal Regulations;

(2) apply such exemption to all additional
routes and areas that the lead agency finds nec-
essary to facilitate the construction, operation,
maintenance, and restoration of the areas of
identified mineral resources described in para-
graph (1); and

(3) continue to apply such exemptions after
approval of the Minerals Plan of Operations for
the unit of the National Forest System.

SEC. 103. CONSERVATION OF THE RESOURCE.

In evaluating and issuing any mineral explo-
ration or mine permit, the priority of the lead
agency shall be to mazximize the development of
the mineral resource, while mitigating environ-
mental impacts, so that more of the mineral re-
source can be brought to the market place.

SEC. 104. FEDERAL REGISTER PROCESS FOR MIN-
ERAL EXPLORATION AND MINING
PROJECTS.

(a) PREPARATION OF FEDERAL NOTICES FOR
MINERAL EXPLORATION AND MINE DEVELOPMENT
PROJECTS.—The preparation of Federal Register
notices required by law associated with the
issuance of a mineral exploration or mine permit
shall be delegated to the organization level
within the agency responsible for issuing the
mineral exploration or mine permit. All Federal
Register notices regarding official document
availability, announcements of meetings, or no-
tices of intent to undertake an action shall be
originated and transmitted to the Federal Reg-
ister from the office where documents are held,
meetings are held, or the activity is initiated.

(b) DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW OF FEDERAL REG-
ISTER NOTICES FOR MINERAL EXPLORATION AND
MINING PROJECTS.—Absent any extraordinary
circumstance or except as otherwise required by
any Act of Congress, each Federal Register no-
tice described in subsection (a) shall undergo
any required reviews within the Department of
the Interior or the Department of Agriculture
and be published in its final form in the Federal
Register no later than 30 days after its initial
preparation.
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TITLE II—JUDICIAL REVIEW OF AGENCY
ACTIONS RELATING TO EXPLORATION
AND MINE PERMITS

SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS FOR TITLE.

In this title the term ‘‘covered civil action’
means a civil action against the Federal Govern-
ment containing a claim under section 702 of
title 5, United States Code, regarding agency ac-
tion affecting a mineral exploration or mine per-
mit.

SEC. 202. TIMELY FILINGS.

A covered civil action is barred unless filed no
later than the end of the 60-day period begin-
ning on the date of the final Federal agency ac-
tion to which it relates.

SEC. 203. RIGHT TO INTERVENE.

The holder of any mineral exploration or mine
permit may intervene as of right in any covered
civil action by a person affecting rights or obli-
gations of the permit holder under the permit.
SEC. 204. EXPEDITION IN HEARING AND DETER-

MINING THE ACTION.

The court shall endeavor to hear and deter-
mine any covered civil action as expeditiously as
possible.

SEC. 205. LIMITATION ON PROSPECTIVE RELIEF.
In a covered civil action, the court shall not

grant or approve any prospective relief unless
the court finds that such relief is nmarrowly
drawn, extends no further than necessary to
correct the violation of a legal requirement, and
is the least intrusive means necessary to correct
that violation.

SEC. 206. LIMITATION ON ATTORNEYS’ FEES.
Sections 504 of title 5, United States Code, and

2412 of title 28, United States Code (together

commonly called the Equal Access to Justice

Act) do not apply to a covered civil action, nor

shall any party in such a covered civil action re-

ceive payment from the Federal Government for
their attorneys’ fees, erpenses, and other court
costs.

The CHAIR. No amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute shall be in order except
those printed in House Report 113-214.
Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered 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. LOWENTHAL
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 1 printed in

House Report 113-214.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. 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:

Page 5, strike lines 3 through 16 and insert
the following:

(1) STRATEGIC AND CRITICAL MINERALS.—The
term ‘‘strategic and critical minerals’”—

(A) means—

(i) minerals and mineral groups identified
as critical by the National Research Council
in the report entitled ‘‘Minerals, Critical
Minerals, and the U.S. Economy’’, dated 2008;
and

(ii) additional minerals identified by the
Secretary of the Interior based on the Na-
tional Research Council criteria in such re-
port; and

(B) shall not include sand, gravel, or clay.

Page 5, strike lines 21 through 26 and insert
the following:
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(3) MINERAL EXPLORATION OR MINE PER-
MIT.—The term ‘‘mineral exploration or mine
permit’—

(A) means a mineral exploration or mine
permit for strategic and critical minerals;
and

(B) includes any plan of operation for stra-
tegic and critical minerals that is issued by
the Bureau of Land Management and the
Forest Service.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 347, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LOWENTHAL) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chair, I was
puzzled when I read the bill title, the
National Strategic and Critical Min-
erals Production Act, and then went on
to read the bill text. Surely there must
have been a mistake when drafting this
bill. Strategic and critical minerals
were certainly not meant to include
sand, gravel, and clay.

But right now, section 3 of this bill is
written so broadly that it would in-
clude very common nonstrategic and
noncritical minerals—even going so
far, as I mentioned, to encompass ma-
terials such as sand, gravel, and clay.

The Interior Department recently
testified before my colleagues on the
Natural Resources Committee and con-
firmed that this is, in fact, exactly the
case. The bill that we are now consid-
ering is written expansively beyond
critical minerals.

The Interior Department testified:

This legislation would remove many of the
environmental safeguards for almost all
kinds of hardrock mines on public lands, by-
passing evaluation of potential impacts
under NEPA, and limit public involvement
in agency decisionmaking.

That’s why I introduce an amend-
ment that would simply narrow the
bill’s definition of purported strategic
and critical minerals to actual stra-
tegic and critical minerals, as defined
by the National Research Council.

Why is my amendment critical? It is
because instead of ostensibly fast-
tracking only strategic and critical
minerals, which this bill I think does
poorly, this legislation appears to be a
guise for mining interests to loosen
public review, judicial review, and en-
vironmental protections not just for
strategic and critical minerals, but for
all hardrock mining.

We could have a debate about how to
ensure America’s supply of strategic
and critical minerals, but first we have
to get the definition right.

I urge the adoption of my amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise to claim time in oppo-
sition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment real-
ly picks up on what my arguments
were at the end of the general debate
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because the effect of this amendment
would be to pick winners and losers by
narrowly defining a use. And as I stat-
ed in my closing remarks, we have four
categories that I think are very broad
and change over a period of time.

So what this amendment does is try
to restrict what may be decided as a
critical mineral. Of course, that will
change over time. If this amendment is
adopted—and I, obviously, urge rejec-
tion of this amendment—but if it were
to be adopted, I can make a prediction
that I know would come back, and that
is we’ll be back here in the future say-
ing there’s another set of critical min-
erals that we need to define. And we
keep doing that over and over and over.
Isn’t it much better to define the cat-
egories and then apply those minerals
to those categories? Because they will
change.

I find it kind of interesting, too, Mr.
Chairman, because I closed my general
debate remarks by talking about sand
and gravel. My good friend from south-
ern California, I guess, alluded to the
fact that sand and gravel don’t fit into
that category. I'm not going to ask
him to answer me, but I'll just ask the
question rhetorically, I wonder if he
felt that way after the earthquake col-
lapsed freeways in southern California.
Would he have liked to wait maybe 4
years for the permitting process to get
sand and gravel in order to build those
freeways that are so important to
southern California?

I asked that question rhetorically, of
course, Mr. Chairman.

0 1445

But I just want to say that this
amendment would do exactly opposite
of what the intent of this bill is about,
and that is that it picks winners and
losers. I urge its rejection, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I welcome those
comments, but let’s be real clear what
I'm talking about. I am talking about
eliminating a giveaway of almost all
hard rock mining, to really defining
what is strategic and critical as defined
by the robust methodology in the Na-
tional Research Council’s report.

Now, what do I mean by a robust
methodology? It says if we look at all
the mining that we have, if we look at
what we have to define as strategic, we
have to look along two dimensions in a
scientific way. We have to know: What
is the impact of this mineral or this
mining if there was a supply restric-
tion? What would be the impact if
there was a supply restriction? Would
it impact defense? Would it impact na-
tional security? If it does have an im-
pact, then it has a high rating on that.

Also, what about the supply risk? We
need to measure, if we do not develop
this mine at this place, are there other
places that we can? If, in fact, a min-
eral has high supply risk, high impact,
not only are those minerals defined
now, but the Secretary of the Interior,
using this methodology, will define.
This clearly defines what is needed in

H5613

terms of strategic and critical, and not
just everything.

I remind you that right now we are
loosening in the bill the environmental
protections, public participation, judi-
cial review for everything. We’re doing
it, as was pointed out, for national de-
fense, he said, anything that meets na-
tional security requirements, for en-
ergy infrastructure, pipelines, refining
capacity, power generation, domestic
manufacturing—which includes every-
thing, whether it’s important or not—
health care, telecommunications,
transportation. What we’re doing is
we’re gutting protections for every-
thing, not those that are just needed.

I present a methodology which will
allow a real clear definition, not just of
what’s in the bill now, but include a
methodology that the Secretary of the
Interior can include if the material is
really needed to be mined.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I yield 30 seconds
to the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
HoLT).

Mr. HOLT. China is not trying to
lock up the world’s sand and gravel. We
do have to worry about the supply of
yttrium and gadolinium and these
other things that are necessary for jet
engines and magnets and hard drives in
laptops and so forth.

Let me just address the point that
has to do with this definition that my
friend from Washington talks about,
winners and losers. Yes, this bill has
winners and losers. The winners would
be the mining companies. The losers
would be local communities, the envi-
ronment, water quality, wildlife, and
the American taxpayers.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I am
prepared to close if the gentleman is
prepared to close.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Chairman,
may I inquire as to how much time is
remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California has 15 seconds remaining.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Again, I intro-
duced this amendment that would nar-
row the bill’s definition to not what is
purported to be strategic but actually
what is strategic, that if we’re going to
give benefits, they must be strategic,
and my amendment provides for an ac-
tual way of measuring that.

I urge adoption of the amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. How
much time do I have remaining, Mr.
Chairman?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Washington has 3 minutes remaining.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself the balance of my time.

I think the gentleman from New Jer-
sey did say this picks winners and los-
ers—at least he didn’t deny it—and
then he tried to turn it around and say
that we pick winners and losers. I will
acknowledge that from this standpoint:
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the winners will be those States that
have huge, huge swaths of Federal
land. The winners will be the commu-
nities in those States that have large
swaths of Federal land that want to
create jobs, because jobs are created
because of the natural resources in
those States. So from that sense, yes,
we are picking winners and losers, and,
frankly, I am proud of that.

But I have to say this, Mr. Chairman.
In listening to my friend’s argument on
this, keep in mind what this bill does.
This bill tries to provide certainty for
those that would want to get into the
mining business by saying that you
have to have a decision made in 30
months. Now, the decision doesn’t have
to be affirmative, but there has to be a
decision.

What this gentleman is saying, what
the effect of this amendment is, as I
hear his argument, is there is one more
layer we have to go through before it is
strategic, and that’s the Secretary of
the Interior. Does that not suggest
that that might be a political problem,
then, rather than a problem based on
what is needed? No. The four broad cat-
egories is a much, much better way to
do it.

I think the gentleman’s amendment
is misplaced. I urge its rejection, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from California (Mr. LOWENTHAL).

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. 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 California will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. VEASEY

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 113-214.

Mr. VEASEY. 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:

Page 5, after line 26, insert the following:
SEC. 4. PUBLICATION OF CRITICAL MINERALS.

The Secretary of the Interior shall publish
in the Federal Register—

(1) by not later than 60 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act, a list of the
minerals that are strategic and critical min-
erals for purposes of this Act; and

(2) every b years thereafter, an updated list
of such minerals.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 347, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. VEASEY) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

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

I rise to offer this amendment be-
cause, Mr. Chairman, mineral explo-
ration and mining have a deep history
in our country. We have vast resources
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in America that we have been able to
use for our own security, innovation,
and economic benefit. This is why we
must continue to explore these re-
sources in a smart, environmentally
sensitive manner.

It is dangerous for America to depend
on countries like China for rare-earth
elements and rare metals. These ele-
ments are necessary for telecommuni-
cations, military technologies, health
care technologies, as well as conven-
tional and renewable energy tech-
nologies. But the underlying bill goes
far beyond these specific minerals in
defining what constitutes ‘‘strategic
and critical.”

While the National Strategic and
Critical Minerals Production Act gives
four characteristics for what should be
a strategic and critical mineral, it
leaves the exact minerals open to in-
terpretation. The majority has stated
that their purpose in leaving the defi-
nition so broad is to allow for flexi-
bility over time. This bill would cover
virtually all hard rock mining on Fed-
eral lands.

I think most Americans will agree
that sand and gravel are important to
our economy, but how many would be
willing to go on Federal lands, places
such as the Grand Canyon, in order to
mine these two elements?

That is why I have proposed my
amendment to H.R. 761. My amend-
ment would give the Secretary of the
Interior the authority to specifically
list what are strategic and critical
minerals and make this information
available to the public. After a given
number of years looking at the global
and national landscape for mineral ex-
ploration, the Secretary would have
the authority to change this list as fac-
tors dictate. This allows for flexibility
in responding to global mineral mar-
kets while protecting our public re-
sources.

Mr. Chairman, I know both Demo-
crats and Republicans strongly support
the development of rare-earth elements
and other critical minerals necessary
for our national security and national
competitiveness, but we must refrain
from allowing the mining industry to
define what is critical solely in accord-
ance with their economic needs. That
is why I urge my colleagues to vote
‘“‘yves” on my amendment to define
what minerals are of national public
interest and to protect the prestige of
our public lands.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise to claim time in oppo-
sition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Clearly, with the last amendment
and this amendment, my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle are really
disturbed about what strategic is. I
guess I can understand that. I obvi-
ously disagree with that.
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This is very similar to the last
amendment, except it specifically gives
the Secretary of the Interior that
power to decide what is critical or not.

Now, I'm sorry, Mr. Chairman, I
don’t think from a policy standpoint
we should give that much power to
anybody to say what is critical and not
as far as minerals concerned that sup-
port our economy. Let me just give you
a case in point of how we run into prob-
lems with this.

Less than 10 years ago, people were
concerned about platinum group met-
als used in computers and electronics
and the pending shortfall of copper. So
because we hadn’t defined these broad
categories—see, if we had this bill in
place 10 years ago, this category would
have taken care of itself because the
market would have suggested we need
new minerals in order to support a cer-
tain sector of the economy. But no,
when you pick winners and losers, then
you have to go through the whole proc-
ess and the hand-wringing and the high
prices and all of those things that slow
down the economy.

So, once again, in deference to my
good friend that offered this amend-
ment, in a bill that is trying to add
certainty to the regulatory process,
this adds another layer of uncertainty
by giving it to the Secretary of the In-
terior. I’'m sorry, Mr. Chairman, I don’t
think that is good policy.

This goes along again with the last
amendment. By voice vote, that was
rejected. This should be rejected in a
like manner. I urge my colleagues to
oppose the amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to ask the gentleman from Wash-
ington, in this bill, who would decide
what is a strategic and critical min-
eral?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
would be more than happy to tell you.
And I made this. If you look on page
five, under Definitions: Strategic and
Critical Minerals. The term ‘‘strategic
and critical minerals” means minerals
that are necessary—and there’s four
categories—for national defense and
national security requirements. I can’t
predict in 25 years which mineral will
support our weapons, for example, but
that is a category in which that would
be a critical mineral.

B, for the Nation’s energy infrastruc-
ture, including pipelines, refining ca-
pacity, electrical power generation and
transmission, and renewable energy
production. Now, I have no idea what,
in the future, critical minerals we will
need to support those activities, but I
know before wind and solar took hold,
nobody was worrying about those min-
erals. But this category, if you had it
by category, you would not have to go
through the hand-wringing to find out
where that source is.

C, to support domestic manufac-
turing, agriculture, housing, tele-
communications, health care, and
transportation infrastructure.
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Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Chairman, re-
claiming my time, again, I want to ask
the gentleman: Who would decide what
is strategic and a critical mineral? I
mean, I listened to the gentleman in
his explanation, and I never heard ex-
actly who would decide in his expla-
nation.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. VEASEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Well,
just let me finish then because there’s
only one more, and I do want to say
that.

For the Nation’s economic security
and balance of trade. So once that cat-
egory is defined and somebody wants to
refine some element—I don’t know,
pick a name; there are all these new
names; I can’t pronounce them any-
way—and they find out that there’s a
new industry that wants a certain ele-
ment, if an entrepreneur wants to mine
for that, they make the permit and it’s
decided by the Federal agency. Very
simple. And if it fits this category, he
gets the permit. That’s the beauty of

it.

Mr. VEASEY. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Chairman, the answer to that
would be the Secretary of the Interior.

I yield back the balance of my time.

[ 1500

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of
the time.

I just want to say that we have some-
what exhausted this; but the difference
between this gentleman’s amendment
and the broad categories I say is that
he—he—or I should say the Secretary
of the Interior—picks that. The Sec-
retary picks it.

Under the underlying bill, yes, the
Secretary picks it; but if it meets these
broad categories, then, of course, he
has to pick that mineral. That makes
perfectly good sense because it re-
sponds to the marketplace.

Mr. Chairman, I urge rejection of this
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. VEASEY).

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

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 113-214.

Mr. CONNOLLY. 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:

Beginning at page 6, strike line 22 and all
that follows through page 7, line 9, and insert
the following:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(b) DETERMINATION UNDER NEPA.—The
lead agency with responsibility for issuing a
mineral exploration or mine permit shall de-
termine any such action would constitute a
major Federal action significantly affecting
the quality of the human environment with-
in the meaning of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4331 et seq.).

Beginning at page 7, strike line 24 and all
that follows through page 9, line 7.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 347, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. CONNOLLY) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

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

Here we go again. Another week, an-
other attempt by the House majority
to gut critical environmental protec-
tions that we know save lives and com-
munities. Right before we left for the
August recess, a break I urged the Re-
publican leadership to forego, the
House passed a reckless offshore oil
drilling bill that risks our shoreline
communities along the Atlantic, Pa-
cific, and gulf coasts. And for what? To
continue our dependence on fossil fuels.

H.R. 761 is not unknown to Congress.
In fact, we had passed a rule and were
set to consider it only a few weeks ago
before the House majority abruptly
pulled it from the floor and rammed
through a partisan farm bill instead—a
bill that protected farm subsidies, crop
insurance guarantees, and handouts for
Big Agribusiness, including some Mem-
bers of this very body, at the expense
of the neediest among us, including
more than 210,000 children.

Yet here we are today. Once again,
the House majority is attempting to
not only remove environmental safe-
guards provided under the National En-
vironmental Policy Act, but to set ar-
bitrary deadlines for its approval proc-
ess.

I am pleased to once again offer this
commonsense amendment that will
preserve NEPA protections and ensure
that a thorough safety review is con-
ducted.

In 1969, Congress passed the National
Environmental Policy Act, a bipartisan
act with strong Republican support, in-
cluding President Richard Nixon, who
understood then that environmental
impacts on large projects must be ex-

plored, understood, and eventually
mitigated.
Under NEPA, any infrastructure

project that could have a significant
impact is now subject to an environ-
mental impact statement, which out-
lines the purpose of the project, pos-
sible alternatives, the affected environ-
ment, and the consequences of com-
pleting the project. The findings are
then considered prior to final project
approval.

Projects with less environmental im-
pact may be subjected to a less detailed
environmental assessment instead.
Some projects, like the construction of
a foot trail, may be deemed to have no
significant environmental impact and
can receive a categorical exclusion.
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Make no mistake, the bill before us
today has no foot path. We are talking
about major mining projects that could
devastate entire communities. There
are many aspects of mineral explo-
ration policy for which statutory
changes should be considered, such as
closing Clean Air Act and Clean Water
Act 1loopholes. Unfortunately, that’s
not what we’re doing here.

As I’ve noted before, considering that
all other major projects, even transit
projects with clear environmental ben-
efits, must still go through an environ-
mental impact statement, it is absurd
to turn around and exclude from such
analysis activities or put an arbitrary
time limit on it that has such potential
to actually destroy ecosystems and re-
gional economies.

My commonsense amendment, Mr.
Chairman, would simply restore that
process so that there can be peace and
comfort of mind to affected commu-
nities, and I urge its adoption.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to claim time in opposition to this
amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, if you
like the current 7- to 10-year time-
frame to do mining permits in this
country, then you will love this amend-
ment; but this bill is all about making
it possible to do mining in this country
and use our natural resources in a rea-
sonable, commonsense way.

Other countries, like Australia and
Canada, have a 2-year time cycle from
beginning to end to get your applica-
tion and permit done so you can begin
mining. In this country, it’s 7 to 10
years. That’s why we have declining
activity of the well-paying jobs that
mining produces, the resources that
are available from mining so we don’t
have to rely on countries like China.

This amendment would eviscerate,
this amendment would gut, what this
bill is trying to do. It’s unnecessary be-
cause NEPA already applies. NEPA re-
mains in force. This just allows need-
less and endless bureaucratic delays by
allowing NEPA to do an environmental
impact statement at almost every step
in the whole process.

It is important to have a certainty of
when the process is over so you know
whether or not you can invest in a
long-term project like this. Seven to 10
years is beyond any of our economic
cycles. It is not feasible from a busi-
ness standpoint to wait that long in a
commodity market like minerals and
metals to make these investment deci-
sions. You to have certainty, you have
to have closure, you have to have a
time certain that you’re done.

So the 30-month timeframe is crit-
ical. We respect and uphold NEPA. It
remains in effect, but we get rid of the
ability to do it at every step in the
process.

This amendment would be a back-
ward step and back to the current sta-
tus quo which makes it harder to have
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mining projects in this country with
the jobs that they create, with the ben-
efit to our economy that these min-
erals allow for.

Mr. Chairman, I would urge a strong
“no” on this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I
would inquire how much time is left on
this side.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia has 2 minutes remaining.

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

I certainly respect my friend and his
point of view about the mining indus-
try. I wish it were true that the other
side of the aisle respects the NEPA
process; but, frankly, we’ve had bill
after bill and amendment after amend-
ment in excess of 100 that actually at-
tack everything from the Clean Water
Act to the Clean Air Act that have re-
sisted regulation even when it comes to
public health and particulate matter,
for example. They have assaulted the
NEPA process every step of the way.

In this bill, there’s a huge carve-out
for one industry—the mining industry.
It is not true that the average is 7 to 10
years. It may be true that some have
had that. But it is also true that a
NEPA process protects communities. It
answers questions. It answers the very
uncertainty my friend talked about.
But sometimes it answers that uncer-
tainty in a way that the industry and
its supporters don’t like.

I think our job here is not so much to
protect wealthy advocates of a par-
ticular industry who may also posi-
tively influence the financing of cam-
paigns. I think our first duty is to pro-
tect public health and safety, those
communities that have found them-
selves devastated because proper envi-
ronmental analysis, in fact, had not
been done. We have seen that all across
America from Appalachia to southern
Illinois to in the West.

I, too, want to make sure we unlock
strategic minerals and that the United
States has them available when it
needs it. But I don’t believe that the
tradeoff has to be at the expense of
every community that could poten-
tially be the site of a mine.

Mr. Chairman, I actually strongly
urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes” for
this commonsense amendment to re-
store an environmental analysis proc-
ess that, in fact, has worked.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

I would like to remind my colleague
from Virginia that this administration
has streamlined NEPA for several uses
during its time in office for renewable
energy projects, for highways, for the
so-called ‘‘stimulus’ that we had in
2007. So this administration at times,
anyway, sees the need to balance the
creation of jobs with protecting the en-
vironment, but not allowing environ-
mental regulations to be used to end-
lessly delay projects.
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Mr. Chairman, this amendment, I'm
afraid, would endlessly delay the pro-
duction of the projects that we need to
produce critical and strategic min-
erals. For that reason I urge a ‘‘no”
vote.

Mr. Chairman, may I inquire as to
how much time I have left.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado has 1%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to my colleague and
friend from New Mexico, Representa-
tive PEARCE.

Mr. PEARCE. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I would make a com-
ment to my friend from Virginia that
we in the West are being protected
from ourselves, we are being protected
from jobs. The devastation is in our
jobs.

I have one county—I have 18 coun-
ties—one county is 7,000 square miles.
That is three times the size of Dela-
ware. It is six times the size of Rhode
Island. It has a population of 3,725 peo-
ple. The jobs have gone away. There
used to be 11 rare-earth mineral mines
in the southern district of New Mexico.
Today there are none. All of those jobs
have gone to China.

This is just a commonsense bill that
says we are going to go through the
process. We have economies that are
being devastated, but it’s not an envi-
ronmental devastation. It is from the
environmentalist who will sue to stop
every single job in the West. We’ve lost
our mining jobs; we’ve lost our timber
jobs. These are areas that are not sit-
ting out here making life unlivable and
unhealthy; these are areas that are
looking for jobs.

I would urge a ‘‘no” vote on the
amendment with respect to my friend.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself the remainder of my time
and say that if you think it’s a good
situation for the United States to be
lumped in with Papua, New Guinea,
dead last among mining countries in
this world, as shown by a recent study,
in that it takes 7 to 10 years to get
mining projects off the ground, then
you would like this amendment. But if
you don’t, if you think we can protect
the environment at the same time as
creating jobs and strike that balance,
which this bill does, then you will vote
“no”” on this amendment and ‘‘yes’ on
H.R. 761.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

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

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 113-214.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 9, line 14, before ‘“The lead agency’’
insert the following:

(1) IN GENERAL.—

Page 9, line 21, before the period insert ‘,
the cost of cleanup in the event of any re-
lease occurring at such site, and the costs in-
curred by the United States to implement
this subsection”.

Page 9, after line 21, insert the following:

(2) ForRM.—Such financial assurance shall
be in the form of a surety bond, letter of
credit, or other instrument that would rou-
tinely be accepted in commerce.

(3) AMOUNT BASED ON TYPE OF OPERATION.—
The amount of such financial assurance shall
be based on the type of mining operation to
be conducted.

(4) INSPECTIONS.—The lead agency shall
conduct annual inspections and reviews of fi-
nancial insurance required under this sub-
section.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 347, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Let me read the amendment. It’s
very short:

The lead agency with responsibility for
issuing a mineral exploration or mine permit
may not issue such permit until the appli-
cant for the permit has fully reimbursed the
United States, each State, and each Native
American tribe for all costs incurred by the
United States and such State and such tribe
respectively for issuance of the permit. Such
reimbursement shall include costs of all Fed-
eral, State and tribal reviews and approvals
required for the permit, contracting costs
and salaries, including benefits for State and
Federal employees and the conduct of re-
views by State, a State that under authority
delegated to the State under Federal law.
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Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I
offer today to H.R. 761 would reimburse
the costs of permitting in order that
the National Environmental Policy Act
requirements be met. Those who com-
plain about the National Environ-
mental Policy Act permitting—and it
has been said here repeatedly on the
floor, and when I was managing the
rule earlier today, it was said—often
cite timing as a concern. With budget
cuts, furloughs, and other competing
work, it is not possible to meet all the
demands. The reimbursement of any
and all costs will help to resolve this
issue and provide for meaningful public
participation in the decisionmaking
process for the use of Federal lands.

Mr. Chairman, I would ultimately
ask that my amendment be made in
order.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LAMBORN. I rise in opposition
to this amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado is recognized for 5 minutes.



September 18, 2013

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the intention behind this
amendment, and I thank the gen-
tleman for offering it. I do want to re-
assure him, though, that the bill and
current law already satisfy what he is
after, so I would urge a ‘‘no” vote on
this amendment.

Let me read specifically from the
language of the bill. This is on page 9.
I’'m going to read a paragraph, and,
hopefully, this will alleviate your con-
cerns:

(g) Financial Assurance. The lead agency
will determine the amount of financial as-
surance for reclamation of a mineral explo-
ration or mining site, which must cover the
estimated cost if the lead agency were to
contract with a third party to reclaim the
operations according to the reclamation
plan, including construction and mainte-
nance costs for any treatment facilities nec-
essary to meet Federal, State or tribal envi-
ronmental standards.

So, in case the company goes bank-
rupt—in the worst case scenario—it
has to post a bond, and I believe it’s
equal to 140 percent of what the rec-
lamation cost would be.

We already have comprehensive regu-
lations in addition to the bill language
from the Bureau of Land Management
and the U.S. Forest Service. These reg-
ulations have been revised during both
the Clinton and Bush administrations
so that, today, both BLM and Forest
Service regulations require that explo-
ration and mining activities have the
resources necessary to ensure reclama-
tion after it’s over even if the company
goes bankrupt.

I appreciate the intention behind this
amendment, but I believe it is com-
pletely unnecessary. So, for that rea-
son, Mr. Chairman, I would urge a ‘“‘no”’
vote on the amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I need to make a correction.

I had two amendments in the Rules
Committee last night. The one that I
just read into the RECORD and that my
friend and colleague just responded to
was the one that was not made in
order, but I will be very brief because
the one that was made in order, amend-
ment No. 4, which we are addressing,
requires financial assurance in the
form of a surety bond, a letter of cred-
it, or other instrument that would rou-
tinely be accepted in commerce.

In the interest of time, I would only
offer, Mr. Chairman, that my full
statement on amendment No. 4 be
placed in the RECORD. I am sure my
colleague has time to respond to
amendment No. 4. If he does not, I
would be prepared to yield to him
whatever time I have in order for him
to respond.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. Chairman, the amendment that | offer
today to H.R. 761, would reimburse the cost of
permitting and order that the National Environ-
mental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements be
met. Those who complain about NEPA permit-
ting, often cite timing as a concern. With budg-
et cuts, furloughs, and other competing work,
it is not possible to meet all demands.
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Reimbursement of any and all costs will
help to resolve this issue, and provide for
meaningful public participation in the decision-
making process for the use of Federal lands.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. | urge the Com-
mittee to make my amendment in order.

At the end of title I (page 12, after line 2)
add the following:

SEC. 01. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR
ISSUANCE OF MINERAL EXPLO-
RATION OR MINE PERMIT.

(a) RECOVERY OF COSTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The lead agency with re-
sponsibility for issuing a mineral explo-
ration or mine permit may not issue such
permit until the applicant for the permit has
fully reimbursed the United States, each
State, and each Indian tribe for all costs in-
curred by the United States, such State, and
such tribe, respectively, for issuance of the
permit.

(2) COSTS INCLUDED.—Such reimbursement
shall include—

(A) costs of all Federal, State, and tribal
reviews and approvals required for the per-
mit; and

(B) contracting costs and salaries (includ-
ing benefits) for State and Federal employ-
ees.

(b) CONDUCT OF REVIEWS BY STATES.—A
State that, under authority delegated to the
State under Federal law, performs any func-
tion required for the issuance of a mineral
exploration or mine permit shall perform
such function in accordance with all require-
ments that would apply under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.) to performance of such function
by a Federal agency.

(c) EXTENSION OF TIME LIMITS.—Any period
of time established by Federal law for the
issuance of a mineral exploration or mine
permit shall be extended by the period of any
delay in such issuance that is attributable to
a failure of the permit applicant to timely
complete any action required for such
issuance, including any failure to timely
submit any request or payment.

Mr. LAMBORN. May I inquire of the
Chair how much time I have remain-
ing.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado has 3 minutes remaining.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, let
me just summarize by saying that we
already have it in current law and that
it’s already addressed in this bill that
there must be adequate financial assur-
ances given, including the posting of
bonds to ensure that the reclamation
can take place by contract for third
parties if the company goes bankrupt
or, for whatever reason, can’t follow
through. All of our western public land
States also have comprehensive regu-
latory and bonding programs covering
hard rock mining. That’s in addition to
the Federal laws and regulations. In
many of these States, the Federal and
State agencies work together to jointly
manage the reclamation and bonding
projects.

As of June of 2013, BLM, in conjunc-
tion with its State partners, currently
holds more than $2.2 billion in financial
assurances to reclaim potential mining
sites around the U.S. So you can see
this is an active and well-funded pro-
gram that is in place. Under regula-
tion, these holdings are reviewed and
adjusted annually to make sure that
costs won’t spiral out of control if we
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have inflation or unforeseen contin-
gencies. In some instances, mining
companies are required to establish
trust funds and to build them over the
course of the mine life to ensure ade-
quate funding for any long-term treat-
ment facilities that might be necessary
to meet Federal, State, or tribal envi-
ronmental standards.

So I believe, Mr. Chairman, that
there are already in place appropriate
and adequate protections and regula-
tions and that the bill respects that
also. I respect the gentleman for his in-
tentions on this amendment, but I be-
lieve that it is unnecessary, and for
that reason, I would urge a ‘‘no”’ vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I would
just say to my colleague that there are
deficiencies and inadequacies of fund-
ing in the measures that you cited, and
they do not cover the cost of cleanup
and accidents. That’s why we are ad-
dressing it.

Mr. Chairman, I would ask and urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘aye’” on this
measure.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS).

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. PEARCE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 5 printed in
House Report 113-214.

Mr. PEARCE. 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:

Add at the end the following:

TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
SEC. 301. SECRETARIAL ORDER NOT AFFECTED.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed as
to affect any aspect of Secretarial Order 3324,
issued by the Secretary of the Interior on
December 3, 2012, with respect to potash and
oil and gas operators.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 347, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Mexico.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment today to H.R. 761, the
National Strategic and Critical Min-
erals Production Act.

My amendment is very simple. It
only serves to clarify the scope of the
bill by stating that it does not impact
the rules put in place by Secretarial
Order No. 3324, issued by the Secretary
of the Interior late last year. That
order sets in place buffer zones between
potash mines and oil and gas drilling,
among other requirements. The Per-
mian Basin’s potash reserves are some
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of the purist in the world, and our oil
and gas drilling plays a key role in the
current energy boom that the country
is experiencing.

There is a very long history between
potash and drilling operators in the re-
gion, and the secretarial order helped
to clarify some of those issues. I've
spent the better part of my career in
Congress working to facilitate an
agreement between these two indus-
tries to ensure both are able to thrive
simultaneously. While some have criti-
cisms of the secretarial order, it is an
important step in the process of assur-
ing the safe extraction of mineral re-
sources.

My amendment simply clarifies that
the text of the bill cannot be used by
the Bureau of Land Management to
show favoritism for either potash or oil
and gas leases within the area laid out
in the secretarial order. It does not af-
fect the underlying bill, and it does not
cost the American taxpayers a single
dime. It brings economic stability to
the Permian Basin and ensures that
these two mineral resources can be
safely and properly developed side by
side.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
claim the time that is allotted to the
opposition to this amendment, al-
though I do not intend to oppose it.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from New Jersey is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to have the opportunity to
speak on this amendment because it
makes a point very well that I was
making earlier today.

We have criticized this bill because,
while it is being sold as necessary for
critical and strategic minerals, the def-
inition is so broad that it would cover
virtually all mining on public lands.
Mr. PEARCE shares our concern. The
gentleman is worried that, if H.R. 761 is
enacted, the definition is broad enough
that it would cover even potash.

Now, potash is important as fertilizer
for crops and for other purposes, but
let’s be clear—it is not used very much
in high-tech manufacturing; it is not
used in manufacturing items that are
important for our national defense; and
it is not scarce. It is one of a long list
of minerals that produces money for
miners, but it should not be covered
under this very broad definition in the
underlying bill.

I agree with Mr. PEARCE that potash
could be covered under this legislation,
and we agree that elevating mining for
potash on public lands under this bill
could impact other uses of those lands,
including the development of oil and
gas, so I am happy to support this
amendment to clarify this overly broad
definition.

I would like to note that we had an
amendment a few moments ago, offered
by our colleague Mr. LOWENTHAL,
which would fix the definition in this
bill by limiting the bill to truly stra-
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tegic and critical minerals determined
to be, as the gentleman Mr. LOWENTHAL
described, a really thorough and, let’s
say, academic definition of those min-
erals. It would address not only Mr.
PEARCE’s concerns, but it would solve
one of the overall problems of this bill.

I am happy to support the amend-
ment, and I thank the gentleman for
making our case for us.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to differ with the gentleman from
New Jersey, my friend.

He said that potash is not very high-
tech. When you use a scoop shovel to
follow the cows around and use the by-
product from the cattle to fertilize
with, potash is extremely high-tech.

So, with that one exception, I yield
30 seconds to the chairman of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LAMBORN).

Mr. LAMBORN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, nothing in this bill
impacts the important multiple use
mission of our Nation’s public lands.
One of the great stories of America is
that our Nation recognizes the impor-
tance of balancing our land use for
many different needs, including min-
eral and oil and gas development, re-
newable energy projects, grazing, tim-
ber harvests, hunting, fishing, recre-
ation, and other important activities
that bring economic vitality to our
public lands.

This legislation doesn’t change that.
It simply addresses the long bureau-
cratic and burdensome permitting
timelines required for mineral explo-
ration and mine development by build-
ing on executive orders requiring co-
ordination by regulatory agencies to
process permits for infrastructure
projects in a timely manner and with-
out compromising environmental safe-
guards.

Mr. HOLT. I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I have
no other comments, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE).

The amendment was agreed to.
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Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA) having assumed the chair,
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 761) to require the Sec-
retary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to more effi-
ciently develop domestic sources of the
minerals and mineral materials of stra-
tegic and critical importance to United
States economic and national security
and manufacturing competitiveness,
had come to no resolution thereon.
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FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT

A further message in writing from
the President of the United States was
communicated to the House by Mr.
Brian Pate, one of his secretaries.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.
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———

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio) at 4
o’clock and 31 minutes p.m.

———

NATIONAL STRATEGIC AND CRIT-
ICAL MINERALS PRODUCTION
ACT OF 2013

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 347 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 761.

Will the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
CHAFFETZ) Kindly take the chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
761) to require the Secretary of the In-
terior and the Secretary of Agriculture
to more efficiently develop domestic
sources of the minerals and mineral
materials of strategic and critical im-
portance to United States economic
and national security and manufac-
turing competitiveness.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose earlier today,
amendment No. 5 printed in House Re-
port 113-214 offered by the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) had
been disposed of.

Pursuant to clause 6 of rule XVIII,
proceedings will now resume on those
amendments printed in House Report
113-214 on which further proceedings
were postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. LOWENTHAL
of California.

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. VEASEY of
Texas.

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. CONNOLLY
of Virginia.

Amendment No. 4 by Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the minimum time for any electronic
vote after the first vote in this series.
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. LOWENTHAL

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
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vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 187, noes 241,
not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 466]
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offered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. VEASEY) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 189, noes 237,
not voting 6, as follows:

AYES—187
Andrews Green, Al Negrete McLeod
Barber Green, Gene Nolan
Bass Grijalva O’Rourke
Beatty Gutiérrez Pallone
Becerra Hahn Pascrell
Bera (CA) Hanabusa Pastor (AZ)
Bishop (NY) Hastings (FL) Payne
Blumenauer Heck (WA) Pelosi
Bonamici Higgins Perlmutter
Brady (PA) Himes Peters (CA)
Braley (IA) Hinojosa Peters (MI)
Brown (FL) Holt Pingree (ME)
Brownley (CA) Honda Pocan
Bustos Horsford Price (NC)
Butterfield Hoyer Quigley
Capps Huffman Rahall
Capuano Israel Rangel
Cardenas Jackson Lee Richmond
Carney Jeffries Roybal-Allard
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) Ruiz
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Ruppersberger
Castor (FL) Kaptur Ryan (OH)
Castro (TX) Keating Sanchez, Linda
Chu Kelly (IL) T.
Cicilline Kennedy Sanchez, Loretta
Clarke Kildee Sarbanes
Clay Kilmer Schakowsky
Cleaver Kind Schiff
Clyburn Kirkpatrick Schneider
Connolly Kuster Schrader
Conyers Langevin Schwartz
Cooper Larsen (WA) Scott (VA)
Costa Larson (CT) Scott, David
Courtney Lee (CA) Serrano
Crowley Levin Sewell (AL)
Cummings Lewis Shea-Porter
Davis (CA) Lipinski Sherman
Davis, Danny Loebsack Sinema
DeFazio Lofgren Sires
DeGette Lowenthal Slaughter
Delaney Lowey Smith (WA)
DeLauro Lujan Grisham Speier
DelBene (NM) Swalwell (CA)
Deutch Lujan, Ben Ray Takano
Dingell (NM) Thompson (CA)
Doggett Lynch Thompson (MS)
Doyle Maloney, Tierney
Duckworth Carolyn Tonko
Edwards Maloney, Sean Tsongas
Ellison Matsui Van Hollen
Engel McCollum Vargas
Enyart McDermott Veasey
Eshoo McGovern Vela
Esty McNerney Velazquez
Farr Meeks Visclosky
Fattah Meng Walz
Foster Michaud Wasserman
Frankel (FL) Miller, George Schultz
Fudge Moore Waters
Gabbard Moran Watt
Gallego Murphy (FL) Waxman
Garamendi Nadler Welch
Garcia Napolitano Wilson (FL)
Grayson Neal Yarmuth

NOES—241
Aderholt Barton Brady (TX)
Alexander Benishek Bridenstine
Amash Bentivolio Brooks (AL)
Amodei Bilirakis Brooks (IN)
Bachmann Bishop (GA) Broun (GA)
Bachus Bishop (UT) Buchanan
Barletta Black Bucshon
Barr Blackburn Burgess
Barrow (GA) Boustany Calvert

Camp Huizenga (MI) Radel
Campbell Hultgren Reed
Cantor Hunter Reichert
Capito Hurt Renacci
Carter Issa Ribble
Cassidy Jenkins Rice (SC)
Chabot Johnson (OH) Rigell
Chaffetz Johnson, Sam Roby
Coble Jones Roe (TN)
Coffman Jordan Rogers (AL)
Cohen Joyce Rogers (KY)
Cole Kelly (PA) Rogers (MI)
Collins (GA) King (IA) Rohrabacher
Collins (NY) King (NY) Rokita
Conaway Kingston Rooney
Cook Kinzinger (IL) Ros-Lehtinen
Cotton Kline Roskam
Cramer Labrador RoSS
Crawford LaMalfa Rothfus
Crenshaw Lamborn Royce
Cuellar Lance Runyan
CulAberson Lankford Ryan (WI)
Daines Latham Salmon
Dayvis, Rodney Latta Sanford
Denham LoBiondo Scalise
Dent Long Schock
DeSantis Lucas ;
DesJarlais Luetkemeyer Sgg?t?liﬁzzin
g;afngalart Il\;luarfr;;rius Sensenbrenner
Duncan (SC) Marchant gijf:&nuss
Duncan (TN) Marino Shuster
Ellmers Massie Simpson
Farenthold Matheson Smith (MO)
Fincher McCarthy (CA) Smith (NE)
Fitzpatrick McCaul Smith (NJ)
Fleischmann McClintock Smith (TX)
Fleming McHenry Southerland
Flores McIntyre Stewart
Forbes McKeon Stivers
Fortenberry McKinley
Foxx McMorris Stockman
Franks (AZ) Rodgers Stutzman
Frelinghuysen Meadows Terry
Gardner Meehan Thompson (PA)
Garrett Messer Thornberry
Gerlach Mica T%bem
Gibbs Miller (FL) Tipton
Gibson Miller (MI) Titus
Gingrey (GA) Miller, Gary Turner
Gohmert Mullin Upton
Goodlatte Mulvaney Valadao
Gosar Murphy (PA) Wagner
Gowdy Neugebauer Walberg
Granger Noem Walden
Graves (GA) Nugent Walorski
Graves (MO) Nunes Weber (TX)
Griffin (AR) Nunnelee Webster (FL)
Griffith (VA) Olson Wenstrup
Grimm Owens Westmoreland
Guthrie Palazzo Whitfield
Hall Paulsen Williams
Hanna Pearce Wilson (SC)
Harper Perry Wittman
Harris Peterson Wolf
Hartzler Petri Womack
Hastings (WA) Pittenger Woodall
Heck (NV) Pitts Yoder
Hensarling Poe (TX) Yoho
Holding Pompeo Young (AK)
Hudson Posey Young (FL)
Huelskamp Price (GA) Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—4
Herrera Beutler Polis
McCarthy (NY) Rush
0 1659
Messrs. NEUGEBAUER, POE of

Texas, ROKITA, GRIFFIN of Arkansas,
BILIRAKIS, BARR, Mrs. BACHMANN,
and Mr. MCINTYRE changed their vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

Messrs. TIERNEY, GEORGE MILLER
of California, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
PERLMUTTER, and Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ changed their vote from
“no” to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. VEASEY

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HOLDING).
The unfinished business is the demand
for a recorded vote on the amendment

[Roll No. 467]

AYES—189
Andrews Grayson Negrete McLeod
Barber Green, Al Nolan
Bass Green, Gene O’Rourke
Beatty Grijalva Owens
Becerra Gutiérrez Pallone
Bera (CA) Hahn Pascrell
Bishop (NY) Hanabusa Pastor (AZ)
Blumenauer Hastings (FL) Payne
Bonamici Heck (WA) Pelosi
Brady (PA) H?ggins Peters (CA)
Braley (IA) H%me's Peters (MI)
Brown (FL) Hinojosa Peterson
Brownley (CA) Holt Pingree (ME)
Bustos ) Honda Pocan
Butterfield Horsford Price (NC)
Capps Hoyer Quigley
Cardenas oraol Rahall
Carney Jackson Lee g?cr;lgrfllond
Carson (IN) Jeffries Roybal-Allard
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Ruiz
Castor (FL) Kaptur
Castro (TX) Keating Ruppersberger
Chu Kelly (IL) Ryan (OR)
s Sanchez, Linda
Cicilline Kennedy T
Clarke K}ldee Sanchez, Loretta
Clay Kilmer Sarbanes
Cleaver Kind
N . Schakowsky
Clyburn Kirkpatrick N
Schiff
Cohen Kuster Sohneider
Connolly Langevin Sohrader
Conyers Larsen (WA) Schwartz
Cooper Larson (CT)
Costa Lee (CA) Scott (VA)
Courtney Levin Sgl‘fﬁg’n?amd
Crowley Lewis
Cuellar Lipinski Sewell (AL)
Cummings Loebsack Shea-Porter
Davis (CA) Lofgren Sherman
Davis, Danny Lowenthal Sinema
DeFazio Lowey Sires
DeGette Lujan Grisham Slaughter
Delaney (NM) Smith (WA)
DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray  Speier
DelBene (NM) Swalwell (CA)
Deutch Lynch Takano
Dingell Maloney, Thompson (CA)
Doggett Carolyn Thompson (MS)
Doyle Maloney, Sean Tierney
Duckworth Matsui Tonko
Edwards McCollum Tsongas
Ellison McDermott Van Hollen
Engel McGovern Vargas
Enyart McIntyre Veasey
Eshoo McNerney Vela
Esty Meeks Velazquez
Farr Meng Visclosky
Fattah Michaud Walz
Foster Miller, George Wasserman
Frankel (FL) Moore Schultz
Fudge Moran Watt
Gabbard Murphy (FL) Waxman
Gallego Nadler Welch
Garamendi Napolitano Wilson (FL)
Gibson Neal Yarmuth
NOES—237
Aderholt Barr Bishop (UT)
Alexander Barrow (GA) Black
Amash Barton Blackburn
Amodei Benishek Boustany
Bachmann Bentivolio Brady (TX)
Bachus Bilirakis Bridenstine
Barletta Bishop (GA) Brooks (AL)
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Brooks (IN) Holding Reed
Broun (GA) Hudson Reichert
Buchanan Huelskamp Renacci
Bucshon Huizenga (MI) Ribble
Burgess Hultgren Rice (SC)
Calvert Hunter Rigell
Camp Hurt Roby
Campbell Issa Roe (TN)
Canpor Jenkins Rogers (AL)
Capito Johnson (OH) Rogers (KY)
Cart@r Johnson, Sam Rogers (MI)
Cassidy Jones Rohrabacher

affetz oyce n
Coffman King (IA) Roskam
Cole King (NY) Ross
Collins (GA) Kingston Rothfus
Collins (NY) Kinzinger (IL) Royce
Conaway Kline
Cook Labrador Runyan
Cotton LaMalfa Ryan (WI)
Cramer Lance Salmon
Crawford Lankford Sanfprd
Crenshaw Latham Scalise
Culberson Latta Schock
Daines LoBiondo Schweikert
Davis, Rodney Long Scott, Austin
Denham Lucas Sensenbrenner
Dent Luetkemeyer Sessions
DeSantis Lummis Shimkus
DesJarlais Maffei Shuster
Diaz-Balart Marchant Simpson
Duffy Marino Smith (MO)
Duncan (SC) Massie Smith (NE)
Duncan (TN) Matheson Smith (NJ)
Ellmers McCarthy (CA) Smith (TX)
Farenthold McCaul Southerland
Fincher MecClintock Stewart
Fitzpatrick McHenry Stivers
Fleischmann McKeon Stockman
Fleming McKinley Stutzman
Flores McMorris Terry
Forbes Rodgers Thompson (PA)
Fortenberry Meadows Thornberry
Foxx Meehan Tiberi
Fragks (AZ) Mgsser Tipton
Frehpghuysen M}ca Titus
Garcia Miller (FL) Turner
Gardner Miller (MI) Upton
Garrett Miller, Gary Valadao
Gerlach Mullin Wagner
Gibbs Mulvaney W aTb erg
Gingrey (GA) Murphy (PA)

Walden
Gohmert Neugebauer Walorski
Goodlatte Noem Waters
Gosar Nugent
Gowdy Nunes Weber (TX)
Granger Nunnelee Webster (FL)
Graves (GA) Olson Wenstrup
Graves (MO) Palazzo Westmoreland
Griffin (AR) Paulsen Whitfield
Griffith (VA) Pearce Williams
Grimm Perlmutter Wilson (SC)
Guthrie Perry Wittman
Hall Petri Wolf
Hanna Pittenger Womack
Harper Pitts Woodall
Harris Poe (TX) Yoder
Hartzler Pompeo Yoho
Hastings (WA) Posey Young (AK)
Heck (NV) Price (GA) Young (FL)
Hensarling Radel Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—6

Herrera Beutler Lamborn Polis
Johnson (GA) McCarthy (NY) Rush
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CON-
NOLLY) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

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

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 186, noes 240,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 468]

AYES—186
Andrews Green, Al Neal
Barber Green, Gene Negrete McLeod
Bass Grijalva Nolan
Beatty Gutiérrez O’Rourke
Becerra Hahn Pallone
Bera (CA) Hanabusa Pascrell
Bishop (NY) Hastings (FL) Pastor (AZ)
Blumenauer Heck (WA) Payne
Bonamici Higgins Pelosi
Brady (PA) Himes Perlmutter
Braley (IA) Hinojosa Peters (CA)
Brown (FL) Holt Peters (MI)
Brownley (CA) Honda Pocan
Bustos ) Horsford Price (NC)
e AN T
Rahall
C@puano Israel Rangel
Cirtonss - Juckaonlee  Richmond
y
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) gﬁfzbal Allard
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. R berger
Castor (FL) Kaptur Rup DErsherge
. yan (OH)
Castro (TX) Keating Sanchez. Linda
Chu Kelly (IL) :
Cicilline Kennedy Sarl;{chez Loretta
Clarke Kildee Sarb :
Clay Kilmer arbanes
Cleaver Kind Schgkowsky
Clyburn Kirkpatrick SChlff.
Schneider
Cohen Kuster Schrader
Connolly Langevin Sohwartz
Conyers Larsen (WA)
Cooper Larson (CT) Scott (VA).
Costa Lee (CA) gggﬁghfavm
Courtney Levin
Crowley Lewis Sewell (AL)
Cummings Lipinski Shea-Porter
Davis (CA) Loebsack Sherman
Dayvis, Danny Lofgren Sires
DeFazio Lowenthal Slaughter
DeGette Lowey Smith (WA)
Delaney Lujan Grisham Speier
DeLauro (NM) Swalwell (CA)
DelBene Lujan, Ben Ray ~ Takano
Deutch (NM) Thompson (CA)
Dingell Lynch Thompson (MS)
Doggett Maloney, T%erney
Doyle Carolyn Titus
Duckworth Maloney, Sean Tonko
Edwards Matsui Tsongas
Ellison McCollum Van Hollen
Engel McDermott Vargas
Enyart McGovern Veasey
Eshoo Mclntyre Velazquez
Esty McNerney Visclosky
Farr Meeks Walz
Fattah Meng Wasserman
Foster Michaud Schultz
Frankel (FL) Miller, George Waters
Fudge Moore Watt
Gabbard Moran Waxman
Garamendi Murphy (FL) Welch
Garcia Nadler Wilson (FL)
Grayson Napolitano Yarmuth
NOES—240
Aderholt Bridenstine Cole
Alexander Brooks (AL) Collins (GA)
Amash Brooks (IN) Collins (NY)
Amodei Broun (GA) Conaway
Bachmann Buchanan Cook
Barletta Bucshon Cotton
Barr Burgess Cramer
Barrow (GA) Calvert Crawford
Barton Camp Crenshaw
Benishek Campbell Cuellar
Bentivolio Cantor Culberson
Bilirakis Capito Daines
Bishop (GA) Carter Davis, Rodney
Bishop (UT) Cassidy Denham
Black Chabot Dent
Blackburn Chaffetz DeSantis
Boustany Coble DesJarlais
Brady (TX) Coffman Diaz-Balart
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Duffy Lamborn Rogers (MI)
Duncan (SC) Lance Rohrabacher
Duncan (TN) Lankford Rokita
Ellmers Latham Rooney
Farenthold Latta Ros-Lehtinen
Fincher LoBiondo Roskam
Fitzpatrick Long Ross
Fleischmann Lucas Rothfus
Fleming Luetkemeyer Royce
Flores Lummis
Forbes Maffei g;;za(l\lm)
Fortenberry Marchant Salmon
Foxx Marino Sanford
Franks (AZ) Massie X
Frelinghuysen Matheson Scalise
Gallego McCarthy (CA) ~ Schock
Gardner McCaul Schweikert
Garrett McClintock Scott, Austin
Gerlach McHenry Sensenbrenner
Gibbs McKeon Sessions
Gibson McKinley Shimkus
Gingrey (GA) McMorris Shuster
Gohmert Rodgers Simpson
Goodlatte Meadows Sinema
Gosar Meehan Smith (MO)
Gowdy Messer Smith (NE)
Granger Mica Smith (NJ)
Graves (GA) Miller (FL) Smith (TX)
Graves (MO) Miller (MI) Southerland
Griffin (AR) Miller, Gary Stewart
Griffith (VA) Mullin Stivers
Grimm Mulvaney Stockman
Guthrie Murphy (PA) Stutzman
Hall Neugebauer Terry
Hanna Noem Thompson (PA)
Harper Nugent Thornberry
Harris Nunes Tiberi
Hartzler Nunnelee Tipton
Hastings (WA) Olson Turner
Heck (Ny) Owens Upton
Hensarling Palazzo Valadao
Holding Paulsen Vela
Hudson Pearce Wagner
Huelskamp Perry Walbers
Huizenga (MI) Peterson Walden
Hultgren Petri Walorski
Hunter Pittenger
Hurt Pitts Weber (TX)
Issa Poe (TX) Webster (FL)
Jenkins Pompeo Wenstrup
Johnson (OH) Posey Westmoreland
Johnson, Sam Price (GA) Whl‘gﬁeld
Jones Radel Williams
Jordan Reed Wilson (SC)
Joyce Reichert Wittman
Kelly (PA) Renacci Wolf
King (IA) Ribble Womack
King (NY) Rice (SC) Woodall
Kingston Rigell Yoder
Kinzinger (IL) Roby Yoho
Kline Roe (TN) Young (AK)
Labrador Rogers (AL) Young (FL)
LaMalfa Rogers (KY) Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—6
Bachus McCarthy (NY) Polis
Herrera Beutler Pingree (ME) Rush
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Ms. ESHOO changed her vote from
“no” to ‘“‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS

OF FLORIDA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

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



September 18, 2013

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 191, noes 235,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 469]

AYES—191
Andrews Garcia Nolan
Barber Gibson O’Rourke
Barrow (GA) Grayson Pallone
Bass Green, Al Pascrell
Beatty Green, Gene Pastor (AZ)
Becerra Grijalva Payne
Bera (CA) Gutierrez Pelosi
Bishop (GA) Hanabusa Peters (CA)
Bishop (NY) Hastings (FL) Peters (MI)
Brady (PA) Himes glngree (ME)

L ocan
Braley (IA) Hinojosa Price (NO)
Brown (FL) Holt .
Brownley (CA) Honda Quigley
Bustos Horsford Rahall
Butterfield Hoyer Rangel
Capps Huffman Richmond
Capuano Israel Roybal-Allar (
Cardenas Jackson Lee Ruiz
Carney Jeffries Ruppersberger
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) Ryan (OH)
Cartwright Johnson, E. B. Sanchez, Linda
Castor (FL) Kaptur T.
Castro (TX) Keating Sanchez, Loretta
Chu Kelly (IL) Sarbanes
Cicilline Kennedy Schakowsky
Clarke Kildee Schiff
Clay Kilmer Schneider
Cleaver Kind Schrader
Clyburn Kirkpatrick Schwartz
Cohen Kuster Scott (VA)
Connolly Langevin Scott, David
Conyers Larsen (WA) Serrano
Cooper Larson (CT) Sewell (AL)
Costa Lee (CA) Shea-Porter
Courtney Levin Sherman
Crowley L_ev&{is Sinema
Cuella? Lipinski Sires
Cummlngs Loebsack Slaughter
Dav%s (CA) Lofgren Smith (WA)
Davis, lDanny Lowenthal Speier
DeFazio Lowey Swalwell (CA)
DeGette Lujan Grisham
Delaney (NM) Takano

o2 Thompson (CA)

DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray Thompson (MS)
DelBene (NM) Tierney
Deutch Lynch Titus
Dingell Maloney,
Doggett Carolyn Tonko
Doyle Maloney, Sean ~ L1S0ngas
Duckworth Matsui Van Hollen
Edwards McCollum Vargas
Ellison McDermott Veasey
Engel McGovern Vela
Enyart McNerney Velazquez
Eshoo Meeks Visclosky
Esty Michaud Walz
Farr Miller, George Wasserman
Fattah Moore Schultz
Foster Moran Waters
Frankel (FL) Murphy (FL) Watt
Fudge Nadler Waxman
Gabbard Napolitano Welch
Gallego Neal Wilson (FL)
Garamendi Negrete McLeod Yarmuth

NOES—235
Aderholt Calvert Dent
Alexander Camp DeSantis
Amash Campbell DesJarlais
Amodei Cantor Diaz-Balart
Bachmann Capito Duffy
Bachus Carter Duncan (SC)
Barletta Cassidy Duncan (TN)
Barr Chabot Ellmers
Barton Chaffetz Farenthold
Benishek Coble Fincher
Bentivolio Coffman Fitzpatrick
Bilirakis Cole Fleischmann
Bishop (UT) Collins (GA) Fleming
Black Collins (NY) Flores
Blackburn Conaway Forbes
Boustany Cook Fortenberry
Brady (TX) Cotton Foxx
Bridenstine Cramer Franks (AZ)
Brooks (AL) Crawford Frelinghuysen
Brooks (IN) Crenshaw Gardner
Broun (GA) Culberson Garrett
Buchanan Daines Gerlach
Bucshon Davis, Rodney Gibbs
Burgess Denham Gingrey (GA)
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Gohmert Matheson Roskam
Goodlatte McCarthy (CA) Ross
Gosar McCaul Rothfus
Gowdy McClintock Royce
Granger McHenry Runyan
Graves (GA) McIntyre Ryan (WI)
Graves (MO) McKeon Salmon
Griffin (AR) McKinley Sanford
Griffith (VA) McMorris Scalise
Grimm Rodgers Schock
Guthrie Meadows Schweikert
Hall Meehan Scott, Austin
gz&;& ﬁfcs:er Sensenbrenner
Harris Miller (FL) glejfrll?if‘s
Hartzler Miller (MI) Shuster
Hastings (WA) Miller, Gary Simpson
Heck (NV) Mullin Smi
. mith (MO)
Hensarling Mulvaney .
N Smith (NE)
Holding Murphy (PA) .
Smith (NJ)
Hudson Neugebauer X
Smith (TX)
Huelskamp Noem Southerland
Huizenga (MI) Nugent )
Hultgren Nunes Stgwmt
Hunter Nunnelee Stivers
Hurt Olson Stockman
Issa Owens Stutzman
Jenkins Palazzo Terry
Johnson (OH) Paulsen Thompson (PA)
Johnson, Sam Pearce Thornberry
Jones Perlmutter Tiberi
Jordan Perry Tipton
Joyce Petri Turner
Kelly (PA) Pittenger Upton
King (IA) Pitts Valadao
King (NY) Poe (TX) Wagner
Kingston Pompeo Walberg
Kinzinger (IL) Posey Walden
Kline Price (GA) Walorski
Labrador Radel Weber (TX)
LaMalfa Reed Webster (FL)
Lamborn Reichert Wenstrup
Lance Renacci Westmoreland
Lankford Ribble Whitfield
Latham Rice (SC) Williams
Latta Rigell Wilson (SC)
LoBiondo Roby Wittman
Long Roe (TN) Wolf
Lucas Rogers (AL) Womack
Luetkemeyer Rogers (KY) Woodall
Lummis Rogers (MI) Yoder
Maffei Rohrabacher Yoho
Marchant Rokita Young (AK)
Marino Rooney Young (FL)
Massie Ros-Lehtinen Young (IN)
NOT VOTING—6
Hahn McCarthy (NY) Polis
Herrera Beutler Meng Rush
0 1717

Mr. COSTA changed his vote from
“no” to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia) having assumed the
chair, Mr. HOLDING, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 761) to require the
Secretary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to more effi-
ciently develop domestic sources of the
minerals and mineral materials of stra-
tegic and critical importance to United
States economic and national security
and manufacturing competitiveness,
and, pursuant to House Resolution 347,
he reported the bill back to the House
with an amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the
Whole?

If not, the question is on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a
substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 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. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I have
a motion to recommit at the desk.

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

Mr. CICILLINE. I am opposed.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Cicilline moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 761 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 title I (page 12, after line 2),
add the following new sections:

SEC. 105. PROHIBITIONS REGARDING CHINA AND
IRAN.

(a) PROHIBITION ON EXPORT.—Each Federal
mineral exploration or mine permit issued
pursuant to this Act shall include provisions
that prohibit export to China or Iran of stra-
tegic and critical minerals produced under
the permit.

(b) PROHIBITION ON ISSUANCE OF PERMITS.—
No Federal mineral exploration or mine per-
mit may be issued pursuant to this Act to
any company in which China or Iran has an
ownership interest.

(c) PRESIDENTIAL WAIVER OF PROHIBITIONS
WITH RESPECT TO CHINA.—The President may
waive the prohibitions under subsections (a)
and (b) with respect to China upon certifi-
cation that the Government of China has re-
moved its export restraints on strategic and
critical minerals.

SEC. 106. PROHIBITION ON ISSUANCE OF PER-
MITS TO PERSONS, CORPORATIONS,
AND SUBSIDIARIES CONVICTED OF
VIOLATING SANCTIONS LAWS.

No Federal mineral exploration or mine
permit shall be issued pursuant to this Act
to a person, corporation, partnership, trust,
or other form of business organization that
has been convicted of violating the Iran
Sanctions Act of 1996 (50 U.S.C. 1701 note),
the Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Account-
ability, and Divestment Act of 2010 (22 U.S.C.
8501 et seq.), the Iran Threat Reduction and
Syria Human Rights Act of 2012 (22 U.S.C.
8701 et seq.), or the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.).

Mr. AMODEI (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that we dispense with the reading of
the motion.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, this is
the final amendment to the bill which
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will not kill the bill or send it back to
committee. If adopted, the bill will im-
mediately proceed to final passage, as
amended.

Much of the debate today has prop-
erly focused on the importance of rare-
earth elements to our national security
and our economic competitiveness.

Globally, the demand for mineral
materials continues to grow. These re-
sources are critical for a wide range of
products that help ensure the long-
term viability of our manufacturing
sector, public health, and our defense
capabilities.

New technologies and emerging
American industries rely on rare min-
erals. For example, a diverse set of less
abundant heavy rare-earth elements
are essential to the production of cell
phone and laptop screens. Hybrid en-
gines and advanced vehicle tech-
nologies similarly rely on these rare
minerals. In addition, patients and
health care professionals regularly use
medical devices and equipment that re-
quire rare-earth elements during pro-
duction.

Finally, our defense capabilities for
manufacturers of jet fighter engines to
satellite and antimissile systems rely
on a consistent supply of rare-earth
minerals.

This is an important subject for
many business leaders and manufactur-
ers in my home State of Rhode Island
and all across our country. In order to
plan for the future and to hire addi-
tional workers, businesses need to be
certain that the supply chain for essen-
tial minerals remains consistent and
predictable.

So it should be clear that we all un-
derstand the strategic and economic
importance of these minerals. Some of
us disagree on how we should manage
the extraction of these elements.

I believe that thoughtful manage-
ment of these natural resources, in-
stead of undermining important envi-
ronmental protections, would actually
help ensure a supply chain that is sus-
tainable in the long term.

But this amendment addresses a dif-
ferent concern. Today, China has a
near-monopoly in the global rare-earth
element production market. According
to recent estimates from the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey, China possesses 97.3
percent of the world’s mine production
and 55 percent of the world’s rare-earth
elements reserves.

At the same time, in an attempt to
manipulate the world market for min-
erals and raise prices, the Chinese Min-
istry of Commerce has established
strict export quotas and tariffs. Obvi-
ously, this has a real impact on the
mineral supply chain for American
manufacturers and businesses.

China is not acting alone. Iran is also
one of the largest mineral-producing
countries in the world. The director of
the Persian Gulf Mining and Metal In-
dustries Special Zone in southern Iran
has said that China is their largest
commercial partner. Recently, accord-
ing to international reports, senior

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Chinese officials have engaged with
Iran on various geological research
projects as they look to expand this re-
lationship. In other words, China is al-
ready stockpiling various minerals
upon which American manufacturers
and our defense capabilities rely, and
they may even be working with Iran to
gain a larger market share. This is a
real threat to our national security;
but it’s also a real concern for local
businesses and manufacturers, tech-
nology companies, and defense contrac-
tors who rely on rare-earth elements
every day.

Despite these concerns, the under-
lying bill fails to protect these stra-
tegic and critical minerals from expo-
sure to foreign influence or control.
That’s why I rise today offering an
amendment to ensure that minerals
produced under this act do not become
available to China, Iran, or any entity
that has violated existing sanctions
laws. Specifically, the amendment
would ensure mine permits issued pur-
suant to this act include provisions
prohibiting the export of the strategic
and critical materials produced under
the permit to China or Iran.

The amendment also prohibits
issuance of permits to any company in
which China or Iran has an ownership
interest.

Finally, the amendment prohibits
issuance of permits to any entity that
has been convicted of violating the
Iran Sanctions Act and related laws.

In the end, the amendment accom-
plishes three important goals. First, it
guarantees that our own domestic re-
sources aren’t used to promote or in-
crease Iranian or Chinese business in-
terests at the expense of the American
taxpayer. Second, it makes sure we
continue pressuring Iran with eco-
nomic sanctions in a sector critical to
their local economy. This is a vital bi-
partisan national security interest.
And, third, it provides more certainty
for domestic manufacturers by ensur-
ing that American minerals stay here
and help make our domestic supply
chain more predictable.

I urge my colleagues to support this
simple amendment and to protect our
country.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the motion to recommit.

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

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my colleague from Rhode Island
for the eloquent description of what
the underlying bill does. I tend to agree
with his description on how critical
this legislation is.

I am surprised at the tone, though,
when we already have multiple rules,
regulations, statutes on the books that
talk about import and export.

I am surprised at the tone when we
talk about the danger of producing
these materials in this country when
right now we’re not producing many of
them, and we are entirely reliant upon

September 18, 2013

those with whom we compete globally
and militarily to attain these.

I would suggest to you that while
well-intentioned, that this matter is,
in fact, already taken care of under ex-
isting law; but let’s not forget the un-
derlying purpose of the bill. It’s about
jobs.

You want to talk about the middle
class? You want to talk about the
economy? You want to talk about the
western half of this country where over
40 percent of many of those States are
owned by the Federal Government,
where people who are elected by no-
body within the State are making deci-
sions about permitting? You want to
talk about permitting times and how
long it takes to do that? By the way,
did you hear that if it isn’t grown, it
has to be mined?

The purpose of this bill is to put peo-
ple to work and put us back in control
of supplying those minerals for the
building industries, the communica-
tions industries, the manufacturing in-
dustries, all of that. By the way, not
that anybody wants to trade with any
of the folks mentioned in here specifi-
cally and you have the whole executive
branch to take care of that, but there
is that thing called ‘‘balance of trade,”
which is something we could use some
help with.

Mr. Speaker, I urge your vote against
the motion to recommit.

I yield back the balance of my time.

0 1730

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.

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

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

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

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 197, noes 229,
not voting 6, as follows:

[Roll No. 470]

AYES—197
Andrews Capps Cooper
Barber Capuano Costa
Barrow (GA) Cardenas Courtney
Bass Carney Crowley
Beatty Carson (IN) Cuellar
Becerra Cartwright Cummings
Bera (CA) Castor (FL) Davis (CA)
Bishop (GA) Castro (TX) Dayvis, Danny
Bishop (NY) Chu DeFazio
Blumenauer Cicilline DeGette
Bonamici Clarke Delaney
Brady (PA) Clay DeLauro
Braley (IA) Cleaver DelBene
Brown (FL) Clyburn Deutch
Brownley (CA) Cohen Dingell
Bustos Connolly Doggett
Butterfield Conyers Doyle
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Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr

Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt

Honda
Horsford
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)

Aderholt
Alexander
Amash
Amodei
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barr
Barton
Benishek
Bentivolio
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Boustany
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Burgess
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman
Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Conaway
Cook
Cotton
Cramer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Daines
Davis, Rodney

Levin
Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
Nolan
O’Rourke
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall

NOES—229

Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guthrie

Hall

Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Holding

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)

Miller (MI) Rogers (AL) Stockman
Miller, Gary Rogers (KY) Stutzman
Mullin Rogers (MI) Terry
Mulvaney Rohrabacher Thompson (PA)
Murphy (PA) Rokita Thornberry
Neugebauer Rooney Tiberi
Noem Ros-Lehtinen Tipton
Nugent Roskam Turner
Nunes Ross Upton
Nunnelee Rothfus Valadao
Olson Royce Wagner
Palazzo Runyan W

alberg
Paulsen Ryan (WI) Walden
Pearce Salmon Walorski
Perry Sanford
Petri Scalise Weber (TX)
Pittenger Schock Webster (FL)
Pitts Schweikert Wenstrup
Poe (TX) Scott, Austin Westmoreland
Pompeo Sensenbrenner Whitfield
Posey Sessions Williams
Price (GA) Shimkus Wilson (SC)
Radel Shuster Wittman
Reed Simpson Wolf
Reichert Smith (MO) Womack
Renacci Smith (NE) Woodall
Ribble Smith (NJ) Yoder
Rice (S0) Smith (TX) Yoho
Rigell Southerland Young (AK)
Roby Stewart Young (FL)
Roe (TN) Stivers Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—6
Brady (TX) Jeffries Polis
Herrera Beutler McCarthy (NY) Rush
0 1735
So the motion to recommit was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

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. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 246, noes 178,
not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 471]

AYES—246
Aderholt Coble Frelinghuysen
Alexander Coffman Gallego
Amash Cole Gardner
Amodei Collins (GA) Garrett
Bachmann Collins (NY) Gerlach
Bachus Conaway Gibbs
Barletta Cook Gibson
Barr Costa Gingrey (GA)
Barrow (GA) Cotton Gohmert
Barton Cramer Goodlatte
Benishek Crawford Gosar
Bentivolio Crenshaw Gowdy
Bilirakis Cuellar Granger
Bishop (GA) Culberson Graves (GA)
Bishop (UT) Daines Graves (MO)
Black Davis, Rodney Griffin (AR)
Blackburn Denham Griffith (VA)
Boustany Dent Grimm
Brady (TX) DeSantis Guthrie
Bridenstine DesJarlais Hall
Brooks (AL) Diaz-Balart Hanna
Brooks (IN) Duffy Harper
Broun (GA) Duncan (SC) Harris
Buchanan Duncan (TN) Hartzler
Bucshon Ellmers Hastings (WA)
Burgess Farenthold Heck (NV)
Calvert Fincher Hensarling
Camp Fitzpatrick Holding
Campbell Fleischmann Horsford
Cantor Fleming Hudson
Capito Flores Huelskamp
Carter Forbes Huizenga (MI)
Cassidy Fortenberry Hultgren
Chabot Foxx Hunter
Chaffetz Franks (AZ) Hurt

Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Lankford
Latham
Latta
LoBiondo
Long
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meadows
Meehan
Meng
Messer
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mullin
Mulvaney

Andrews
Barber
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera (CA)
Bishop (NY)
Bonamici
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Courtney
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel

Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peterson
Petri
Pittenger
Pitts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Radel

Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rigell

Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schock
Schweikert

NOES—178

Enyart
Eshoo

Esty

Farr

Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Garamendi
Garcia
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Hinojosa
Holt

Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
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Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton

Titus

Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vela

Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder

Yoho

Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Negrete McLeod
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Pingree (ME)
Pocan
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
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Schakowsky Slaughter Veasey
Schiff Smith (WA) Velazquez
Schneider Speier Visclosky
Schrader Swalwell (CA) Walz
Schwartz Takano Wasserman
Scott (VA) Thompson (CA) Schultz
Scott, David Thompson (MS)  Waters
Serrano Tierney Watt
Shea-Porter Tonko Waxman
Sherman Tsongas Welch
Sinema Van Hollen Wilson (FL)
Sires Vargas Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—38
Blumenauer Jeffries Polis
Carney McCarthy (NY) Rush

Herrera Beutler Meeks

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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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.

———

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR
OF H.R. 1507

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I may hereafter be considered to be the
first sponsor of H.R. 1507, a bill origi-
nally introduced by Representative
MARKEY of Massachusetts, for the pur-
poses of adding cosponsors and request-
ing reprintings pursuant to clause 7 of
rule XII.

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

There was no objection.

————

ELECTING A MEMBER TO A CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 349

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
ber be and is hereby elected to the following
standing committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE.—
Mr. Yarmuth.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
0O 1745

WATER FOR THE WORLD

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in
developing countries, access to clean
water isn’t as easy as walking over to
the kitchen faucet.
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Communities suffer and die from dis-
eases they contract from bad water.
And in their search for life’s basic
need, they put themselves in harm’s
way.

In Third World countries, women
walk miles to wells to find clean water;
but some wells are controlled by crimi-
nals who brutally assault these inno-
cent women right in front of their own
kids. And then they must then buy the
water.

We have the ability to help these
countries that don’t have access to
clean water. We can help them dig
wells, for example. That’s why Con-
gressman EARL BLUMENAUER and I have
introduced the Water for the World
Act. This bill uses existing taxpayer
money more effectively by making
water available and a priority in Third
World countries.

I'd like to thank Congressman BLU-
MENAUER for his relentless efforts, and
the groups who advocate for Water for
the World.

No one on Earth should be assaulted
just to obtain clean water on a daily
basis.

And that’s just the way it is.

—————

CUTS TO THE SUPPLEMENTAL
NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
point out the near-universal condemna-
tion that the majority’s wrong-headed
plan to cut $40 billion from food stamps
has received from advocates, research-
ers, and American families.

The Center for Budget and Policy
Priorities has noted how 170,000 vet-
erans could lose access to food aid be-
cause of this act.

The National Education Association
said this plan will ‘‘result in more than
210,000 children losing access to nutri-
tious meals, which help children be
more attentive in class.”

AARP condemns this bill saying
“hungry children, seniors and families
cannot and should not have to wait on
the economic and political sidelines for
access to an effective nutrition safety
net.”

Homeless organizations have said
this act will ‘““worsen the lives of up to
4 million Americans who are either
homeless already or whose risk of
homelessness would become even more
severe.”’

The Catholic Bishops have said this
bill will ‘“‘harm hungry children, poor
families, wvulnerable citizens, seniors
and workers who are underemployed
and unable to find employment.”

The list of opposition to tomorrow’s
bill goes on, even from Republican
leaders like Senator Bob Dole.

I urge all members of conscience in
the majority to join with us tomorrow
to vote down this cruel legislation.
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WE MUST REFORM ENTITLEMENT
PROGRAMS TO SAVE THEM

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

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, the Con-
gressional Budget Office informed us
again yesterday what we already know
about our job here in Congress, which
is that we must reform entitlement
programs in order to save them.

We must save them so we can save
ourselves from this unsustainable debt
and deficit which faces us; and further,
that if we are to do it by raising taxes,
it will erode the economic recovery
that we’re already just beginning to
have.

Mr. Speaker, I urge Senate Demo-
crats to adopt the House Republican
budget which will balance in 10 years,
which will address our unsustainable
debt and deficit, and put us on the road
to recovery.

——————

SEQUESTRATION

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

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, because
of the proposed sequestration cuts, the
Air Force is considering the complete
retirement of entire fleets of aircraft,
including the A-10 Warthog. The A-10
is unsurpassed in its ability to provide
close-air combat support for our troops
on the ground.

In Iraq and Afghanistan, the A-10
performed one-third of the combat sor-
ties. One Army commander told me
that whenever he heard the Warthogs
overhead, he knew that their day was
going to get better.

The A-10 is a multi-role plane that
assists in combat search-and-rescue op-
erations, escorting helicopters through
the toughest combat zones. Its wings
and electronics package have been
completely refitted so that its mission
can continue for at least another 15
years.

Sequestration is a disgrace. I never
supported it, and I implore my col-
leagues to work with me to end it. Our
national security and the protection of
our servicemembers in combat areas
must be paramount as we fund the De-
partment of Defense.

Mr. Speaker, we must stop the irre-
sponsible sequestration cuts and keep
the A-10 flying.

———

BENGHAZI ATTACK
INVESTIGATION

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

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, Under Sec-
retary Kennedy made this statement at
the House Foreign Affairs Committee
meeting today:

The Department has demonstrated an un-
precedented degree of cooperation and en-
gagement with the Congress on these issues,
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especially following the attack in Benghazi.
To date, the Department has provided to the
Congress the classified ARB report and more
than 25,000 pages of documents.

Secretary Kerry, testifying before
the House Foreign Affairs Committee
in April, also pledged coordination
with the Benghazi investigation when
he stated:

I'm determined that this will be as ac-
countable and open State Department as it
has been in the past and we will continue to
provide answers.

So the question I have for each of
them is this: Why do I have to hold in
my hands a handwritten transcript of
an email?

Why is it that congressional inves-
tigators must hand-copy them under
supervision from the other side, so to
speak?

Why can’t we get the documents and
copy themselves?

Why must we subpoena everything?

And why are they not in compliance
with any of the subpoenas?

———
PROPOSED SNAP CUTS

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

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, more than
30,000 families in New York’s capital
region rely on SNAP benefits to put
dinner on the table every night. Na-
tionally, about 87 percent of families
on food stamps include a child, a senior
citizen, or a disabled person. These
members of the American family are
hungry. They are not criminals.

Yet House Republicans are trying to
cut $40 billion from this critical pro-
gram, 10 times the amount the Senate
has proposed, without first looking at
closing tax loopholes for major cor-
porations or cutting subsidies to profit
rich oil companies.

These benefits are not luxuries, Mr.
Speaker. These are basic, sustainable
meals that will keep our unemployed
and underemployed nourished until
they find a job that lets them support
themselves and their families on their
own.

If House Republicans truly want to
reduce food stamp rolls and decrease
how much our Nation spends on the
SNAP program, then they need to join
the Democrats and get serious about
creating quality, well-paying jobs in-
stead of trying to balance the budget
on the backs of our country’s most vul-
nerable.

———

HONORING THE LIVING CONGRES-
SIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR RE-
CIPIENTS

(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, thank you for the oppor-
tunity to be here today. It is an honor
for me, as a new Member of Congress,
to sit here on the floor of the House
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with my colleagues to actually honor
all of our living Congressional Medal of
Honor recipients.

I’m proud to work with my colleague,
TULSI GABBARD, from the great State
of Hawaii, in a bipartisan way to make
sure that these heroes that protected
our freedoms, that have protected our
ability to stand here and debate the
issues that we debate every single day,
are honored by their heroism and by
their fight for this country.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we’re going to
begin this process through the 1-min-
utes, but we’re also going to have an
hour and a half of a Special Order
that’s going to be a bipartisan, unprec-
edented Special Order to honor these
American heroes. And I stand here
today to say thank you to each and
every one of them.

———————

RECOGNITION OF IMMIGRATION
REFORM, CONSTITUTION DAY,
CITIZENSHIP DAY, AND CON-
STITUTION WEEK

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

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I just want
to thank my colleague, Congressman
CARDENAS, for bringing everyone to-
gether to support immigration reform
and in recognition of Constitution Day,
Citizenship Day, and Constitution
Week.

From Angel Island to Ellis Island,
from our northern to southern borders,
from the fertile earth of Steinbeck
country, to innovation’s epicenter of
Silicon Valley, immigration issues and
immigrants have touched every corner
and facet of our Nation.

As the Representative of California’s
17th District, I have witnessed how this
immigrant spirit is the entrepreneur’s
spirit. In fact, 40 percent of the largest
U.S. companies have been founded by
immigrants or their children.

In Silicon Valley, between 1995 and
2005, more than half of all the major
technology and engineering firms were
founded by an immigrant.

People come to our shores with dif-
ferent dreams, aspirations, and needs.
We must support stronger provisions
for those guest workers who toil the
earth and harvest food for our dinner
tables. We must support students who
come to this country seeking top edu-
cation and then allow them to kindle
their entrepreneurial spark into our
economy.

We must support high-skilled immi-
grants, as well as their families, who
will strengthen our talented workforce.
We must never turn our backs on our
married children and siblings just be-
cause they are above a certain age.

———

HONORING COLONEL WESLEY LEE
FOX

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

Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia. I join
with my colleagues to honor those re-
cipients of the Medal of Honor.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the heroic efforts of Colonel Wesley
Lee Fox of the United States Marine
Corps. Colonel Fox currently resides in
Blacksburg, Virginia.

Colonel Fox was awarded the Medal
of Honor for gallantry and intrepidity
at the risk of his life above and beyond
the call of duty in the Republic of Viet-
nam.

Colonel Fox’s company came under
intense fire from a large, well-con-
cealed enemy force. Colonel Fox was
wounded, along with the other mem-
bers of the command group. Colonel
Fox personally neutralized one enemy
position and calmly ordered an assault
against the hostile emplacements.

Colonel Fox refused medical atten-
tion so he could establish a defensive
posture and supervise the preparation
of casualties for medical evacuation.
His indomitable courage, inspiring ini-
tiative, and unwavering devotion to
duty in the face of grave personal dan-
ger inspired his marines to such ag-
gressive action that they overcame all
enemy resistance and destroyed a large
bunker complex.

It is for his outstanding heroism and
leadership that I am proud and honored
to remember the actions of Colonel
Wesley L. Fox.

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
ALLAN JAY KELLOGG, JR.

(Ms. GABBARD asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I'm so
proud to stand here today to join Con-
gressman RODNEY DAVIS from Illinois
and the rest of my colleagues as we
honor the 79 living Medal of Honor re-
cipients, which include U.S. Marine
Corps Staff Sergeant Allan Jay Kel-
logg, who’s lived in Hawaii for more
than 25 years, and who calls my home-
town of Kailua his home as well.

Under the leadership of Sergeant Kel-
logg, a small unit from Company G was
evacuating a fallen comrade when the
unit came under enemy fire from the
surrounding jungle. What he did is the
stuff of legend.

After an enemy soldier hurled a hand
grenade at the marines, Sergeant Kel-
logg quickly forced the grenade into
the mud, threw himself over the gre-
nade, and absorbed the full effects of
its detonation with his body, saving his
unit. Although suffering multiple inju-
ries to his chest and his right shoulder,
Sergeant Kellogg continued to direct
his men until all reached safety.

It’s for his unwavering devotion to
duty and his continued service to our
country that I'm so proud to honor and
remember the actions of Staff Sergeant
Allan Jay Kellogg, Jr. here today.

———
J 1800
HONORING COLONEL OLA LEE
MIZE

(Mr. ADERHOLT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to honor the heroic actions of Congres-
sional Medal of Honor recipient Ola
Lee Mize of Gadsden, Alabama, who re-
sides in the Fourth Congressional Dis-
trict, which I'm honored to represent.

Colonel Mize was with the 3rd Infan-
try Division and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for outstanding cour-
age in action on June 10 and 11, 1953, in
Korea. His company was responsible for
the defense of a vital position that was
attacked by a well-organized enemy
force. Colonel Mize charged through an
intense barrage of fire to rescue a
friend who had fallen. Following the
successful rescue, Colonel Mize re-
turned to his post and dug in. Although
under duress, Colonel Mize held the
line, fighting to keep his men safe.
Colonel Mize protected his fellow sol-
diers, called in artillery support, and
led a successful counterattack.

It is for his unflinching courage and
valor that I’'m proud to honor and re-
member the actions of Colonel Ola Lee
Mize. The Fourth District of Alabama,
the State of Alabama, and the United
States Congress is very honored to rec-
ognize the work that he did in Korea.

———

HONORING COLONEL ROBERT JO-
SEPH MODRZEJEWSKI AND
COLONEL JAY VARGAS

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

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to rise today to honor the heroic
efforts in Vietnam of two veterans of
the United States Marine Corps who
today call San Diego their home: Colo-
nel Robert Joseph Modrzejewski and
Colonel Jay Vargas.

Colonel Modrzejewski was the com-
manding officer of Company K and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry in action in Viet-
nam. Though wounded, he refused to
allow his men to be overrun during an
attack on a well-fortified enemy in a
superior position. Though they sus-
tained many casualties, Colonel
Modrzejewski and his men were suc-
cessful in repelling the enemy.

Colonel Vargas served as com-
manding officer of Company G and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for his ex-
traordinary heroism in action. Al-
though wounded, Colonel Vargas led
his men in an emboldened attack on
heavily defended enemy forces. On the
second day, Colonel Vargas saw his
battalion commander go down and,
after advancing to his position, carried
him to safety.

For their unparalleled heroism and
gallantry in action, exemplifying the
spirit of the Marine Corps, I'm proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Colonel Modrzejewski and Colonel
Vargas.
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HONORING SERGEANT DAKOTA L.
MEYER

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

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Marine Sergeant Dakota L. Meyer.

Sergeant Meyer was a scout sniper
with the 3rd Marines and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for conspicuous
gallantry in action on September 8,
2009, in Afghanistan. While maintain-
ing security at a patrol rally point, an
element of Sergeant Meyer’s team was
moving on foot through a village. When
they were ambushed, Sergeant Meyer
and a fellow marine raced to provide
additional support for the ambushed
squad.

Despite concentrated enemy assaults,
Meyer made two trips into the ambush
area to evacuate two-dozen Afghan sol-
diers. He was then wounded by gunfire.
After that, he made additional trips
into the ambush area to recover addi-
tional wounded soldiers, and provided
fire to help the remaining U.S. and Af-
ghan soldiers fight their way out of the
ambush. For his heroic efforts, Dakota
L. Meyer was awarded the Medal of
Honor on September 8, 2009.

When Douglas MacArthur gave his
farewell speech to West Point, it was
entitled, ‘Duty, Honor, Country.” I
think those three words reflect the ef-
forts of Dakota L. Meyer and his entire
team.

Today, I pay tribute to Dakota L.
Meyer of the First Congressional Dis-
trict of Kentucky.

——————

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT TY
MICHAEL CARTER

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

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Speak-
er, four of the 79 living Congressional
Medal of Honor recipients live in the
congressional district that I have the
great honor to represent. I will speak
on three tonight.

I rise first to honor the incredible
courage and outstanding heroism of
Staff Sergeant Ty Michael Carter of
the United States Army—America’s
newest Congressional Medal of Honor
recipient.

Staff Sergeant Carter was a cavalry
scout with Bravo Troop and was award-
ed the Medal of Honor for extreme
bravery in action on October 3, 2009, in
Afghanistan. On the morning of Octo-
ber 3, Sergeant Carter’s outpost came
under heavy and intense fire from all
sides. Staff Sergeant Carter charged to
an exposed forward position and pro-
vided deadly suppressive fire into the
oncoming enemy attack, stalling their
advance. When a fellow soldier was
critically wounded, Staff Sergeant Car-
ter, though wounded as well, coura-
geously charged again through the
enemy onslaught to provide aid to his
comrade. Sergeant Carter’s heroic ac-
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tions and tactical skill were central to
beating back the enemy offensive and
saving numerous lives.

It is for his incomprehensible courage
that I am proud to honor and remem-
ber the actions of Staff Sergeant Ty
Michael Carter, a resident of Yelm,
Washington.

————

HONORING COMMAND SERGEANT
MAJOR ROBERT MARTIN PAT-
TERSON

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

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor the heroic efforts
of Command Sergeant Major Robert
Martin Patterson of the United States
Army.

Command Sergeant Major Patterson
was a fire team leader of the 3rd Pla-
toon, 17th Cavalry Regiment, and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry in action on May 6,
1968, in Vietnam. When the 3rd Platoon
became pinned down by interlocking
enemy fire and rocket-propelled gre-
nades, Command Sergeant Major Pat-
terson led two men in quickly silencing
an enemy bunker with rifle and gre-
nade assaults.

When Command Sergeant Major Pat-
terson noticed the enemy engaging his
men from hidden spider holes, he en-
tered the complex and single-handedly
conducted an assault on their position.
In so doing, the sergeant major suc-
cessfully destroyed five enemy bunk-
ers, killing eight and capturing seven
enemy weapons.

It is for his dauntless courage and
heroism that I am proud to honor and
remember the actions of Command
Sergeant Major Robert Martin Patter-
son.

——————

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL
ALFRED VELAZQUEZ RASCON

(Mr. WALZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of Lieuten-
ant Colonel Alfred Velazquez Rascon of
the United States Army.

Lieutenant Rascon was a medic with
the 173rd Airborne and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extraordinary cour-
age in action on March 16, 1966, in Viet-
nam. The following is directly from his
commendation:

Disregarding heavy enemy fire, Lieutenant
Colonel Rascon rushed to the aid of wounded
machine gunners and placed himself as a
shield between himself and the enemy. After
saving two men, he entered the line of enemy
fire to retrieve an abandoned machine-gun,
allowing for suppressing fire while he treated
the wounded. When the sergeant of the pla-
toon went down with injuries, Lieutenant
Colonel Rascon once again placed himself as
a shield between the wounded man and the
enemy. Although sustaining multiple
wounds himself, Lieutenant Colonel Rascon
refused to leave the field until the last had
been treated.
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Lieutenant Colonel Rascon came out
of retirement and joined the United
States Army Reserves and served this
Nation in both Iraq and Afghanistan in
our recent conflicts.

It is for his amazing valor and her-
oism that I am proud and humbled to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant Colonel Alfred Velazquez
Rascon.

HONORING SERGEANT ROBERT
EMMETT O'MALLEY

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

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Marine Corps Sergeant Robert Emmett
O’Malley of Goldthwaite, Texas.

Sergeant O’Malley was a squad leader
with Company I, 3rd Marines, during
the Vietnam War, and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for supreme bravery in
action on August 18, 1965.

Sergeant O’Malley’s unit came under
heavy enemy fire while conducting an
amphibious assault on an enemy posi-
tion during Operation Starlite. Dis-
regarding his own safety, Sergeant
O’Malley charged forward and Kkilled
eight enemy soldiers. Then he directed
his men to fire on the enemy, with
deadly effect. He also rallied his squad
to help an adjacent Marine unit suf-
fering heavy casualties.

Although he was wounded, Sergeant
O’Malley refused to allow medics to
treat him, insisting instead on helping
evacuate wounded marines. After being
wounded a third time, Sergeant
O’Malley refused to yield the engage-
ment until all of his men were ac-
counted for.

It is for his valor, leadership, and
courageous efforts on behalf of fellow
marines that I am proud to represent
Sergeant Robert Emmett O’Malley of
the 11th Congressional District of
Texas.

————

HONORING CAPTAIN PAUL
WILLIAM BUCHA

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

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I'm thrilled
tonight to join my colleagues in hon-
oring these extraordinary men and
women who have been awarded the
Medal of Honor.

I rise today to honor the manifest
bravery and courage of my constituent,
Captain Paul William Bucha of the
United States Army, Ridgefield, Con-
necticut.

Captain Bucha was awarded the
Medal of Honor for gallantry in action
during March 16-19, 1968, in Vietnam.
For 3 days, on a mission to seek and
destroy enemy ©positions, Captain
Bucha led his 89-man unit through in-
tense combat. On March 18, a North Vi-
etnamese battalion with numerical su-
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periority pinned down the forward
units of his company. When Captain
Bucha discovered the origins of the
heaviest fire, he maneuvered into posi-
tion and single-handedly eliminated
the enemy position. Due to his excep-
tional leadership and guidance during
the 3-day engagement, Captain Bucha’s
men held their position, refused to
yield, and inflicted considerable cas-
ualties upon the superior enemy force.
It is for his extraordinary heroism
and exemplary leadership that I'm
proud to honor and remember the ac-
tions of Captain Paul William Bucha.

——————

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL
JAMES MICHAEL SPRAYBERRY

(Mrs. ROBY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor Lieutenant Colonel James Mi-
chael Sprayberry of the United States
Army.

Raised in Sylacauga, Alabama, he
joined the Army in Montgomery, Ala-
bama, in 1967. Lieutenant Sprayberry
was just 21 years old and serving with
the 1st Cavalry Division in Vietnam
when, on April 25, 1968, he engaged in
extraordinary acts of heroism for
which he was awarded the Medal of
Honor.

On that day, his company com-
mander and many of his fellow soldiers
were wounded and separated from the
unit. When a daytime rescue attempt
was deterred by entrenched enemy ma-
chine-gun fire, Lieutenant Colonel
Sprayberry organized and led a night-
time patrol to eliminate the enemy fire
and rescue his fellow surrounded sol-
diers.

When the patrol came under intense
enemy machine-gun fire, he single-
handedly conducted multiple attacks
against multiple enemy machine-gun
bunkers and eliminated them one by
one with hand grenades. After destroy-
ing bunkers, he was able to direct the
isolated men to safety. The operation
was a resounding success and resulted
in the safe return of many fellow sol-
diers.

It is for his conspicuous gallantry
and indomitable spirit that I am proud
to honor the actions of Lieutenant
Colonel James Michael Sprayberry.

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
HIROSHI H. MIYAMURA

(Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico asked and was given permission to
address the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mexico.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor the
heroic efforts of Staff Sergeant Hiroshi
H. Miyamura of the United States
Army, who called Gallup, New Mexico,
home.

Sergeant Miyamura was with the 3rd
Infantry Division and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extreme bravery in

H5627

action from April 24-25, 1951, near
Taejon-ni, Korea. Staff Sergeant
Miyamura’s company was holding a de-
fensive position when a strong enemy
force launched a surprise attack to
overrun them. Understanding the se-
verity of the situation, Staff Sergeant
Miyamura hustled to the line and
plunged into the oncoming enemy
forces with his bayonet, killing 10 of
the attackers.

During the second assault, he used
his machine-gun, taking out the
enemy. He insisted that his men pull
back while he covered their with-
drawal. While unloading on the en-
emy’s advances, Staff Sergeant
Miyamura killed at least 50 and pro-
vided a safe withdrawal of his unit.

It is for his heroism and distin-
guished service that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Staff Sergeant Hiroshi H. Miyamura.

HONORING CORPORAL RODOLFO
PEREZ “RUDY” HERNANDEZ

(Mrs. ELLMERS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. ELLMERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Corporal Rodolfo Perez ‘“Rudy’” Her-
nandez of the United States Army.

Corporal Hernandez was with Com-
pany G, 187th Airborne Regimental
Combat Team, and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for visible gallantry in
action on May 31, 1951 in Korea. His
platoon was in a defensive position on
Hill 420 when it came under heavy at-
tack by enemy forces. Although his
comrades were forced to withdraw, Cor-
poral Hernandez stood his ground.
When his machine-gun jammed, he val-
iantly charged with rifle and bayonet
straight into the attacking force and
he was seriously injured by a grenade
blast. Due to Corporal Hernandez’s he-
roic charge, the enemy advance was
stalled long enough for his unit to
mount a counteroffensive and retake
the hill.

It is for this extraordinary courage in
action that I am proud to honor and re-

member the actions of Corporal
Rodolfo Perez Hernandez.
————
] 1815

HONORING MAJOR FREDERICK
EDGAR FERGUSON

(Ms. SINEMA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. SINEMA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Major Frederick Edgar Ferguson of the
United States Army. Major Ferguson
served in the 1st Cavalry Division and
was awarded the Medal of Honor for su-
preme gallantry in action on January
31, 1968, in the Republic of Vietnam.
Today he lives in Chandler, Arizona, in
the district I have the honor of rep-
resenting.



H5628

Major Ferguson was the commander
of a helicopter monitoring an emer-
gency call from wounded passengers of
a downed helicopter under heavy at-
tack. Without hesitation, Major Fer-
guson volunteered to respond to the
call despite warnings to stay clear of
the area.

Major Ferguson displayed superior
flying skill by landing his aircraft
under heavy fire. And although the hel-
icopter sustained severe damage as the
wounded men boarded, Major Ferguson
flew his crippled aircraft to safety.
That day, Major Ferguson saved the
lives of five fellow servicemen with his
brave and selfless act.

It is for his outstanding display of
bravery that I am proud to honor and
remember the actions of Major Fred-
erick Edgar Ferguson.

Thank you, Major Ferguson.

——

HONORING SPECIALIST FOURTH
CLASS FRANK A. HERDA

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

Mr. RENACCI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Specialist Fourth Class Frank A. Herda
of the United States Army.

Specialist Herda was with Company
A, 506th Infantry Regiment of the 101st
Airborne Division and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extreme bravery in
action on January 29, 1968, in Vietnam.

When five enemy soldiers charged the
position held by Specialist Herda and
two fellow soldiers, one of the
attacker’s grenades landed amongst
the men. Without hesitating, Specialist
Herda threw himself on it, shielding
the blast with his body. Specialist
Herda’s valiant and selfless actions
saved the lives of his two comrades.

For his extraordinary bravery and
commitment, I am proud today to
honor and remember the actions of
Specialist Frank A. Herda.

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
SALVATORE AUGUSTINE GIUNTA
(Mr. ENYART asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-

marks.)
Mr. ENYART. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Staff Sergeant

Salvatore Augustine Giunta of the
United States Army. Staff Sergeant
Giunta was with the 173rd Airborne
Brigade Combat Team and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for conspicuous
gallantry in action on October 25, 2007,
in Afghanistan.

Staff Sergeant Giunta and his team
were ambushed by heavy enemy fire.
After sprinting for cover and returning
fire, Staff Sergeant Giunta raced to his
wounded squad leader to assist him.
While disregarding the withering
enemy fire, Staff Sergeant Giunta con-
tinued to assist the wounded and link
up with men separated from his unit.
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When he observed two insurgents car-
rying away one of his men, this staff
sergeant charged their position, killing
one enemy and wounding the other. He
then carried his comrade away from
the exposed position and began to ad-
minister first aid before his squad
caught up to provide security.

It is for his extreme heroism and
valor that I am proud to honor and re-
member the actions of Staff Sergeant
Salvatore A. Giunta.

———

HONORING TECHNICAL SERGEANT
CHARLES HENRY COOLIDGE

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

Mr. FLEISCHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor the heroic efforts of
Signal Mountain, Tennessee, resident
Technical Sergeant Charles Henry Coo-
lidge of the United States Army. Tech-
nical Sergeant Coolidge was with the
36th Infantry Division and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for conspicuous
gallantry in action on October 24, 1944,
near Belmont-sur-Buttant, France.

As Technical Sergeant Coolidge led a
platoon to cover part of the 3rd Bat-
talion, they ran into an enemy force
and engaged in a fierce firefight. With
no officer present, Technical Sergeant
Coolidge assumed command of the new
replacements and led his men through
3 days of hard fighting. Armed with a
bazooka, he advanced within 25 yards
of the tanks before it failed to func-
tion. Then, gathering as many hand
grenades as he could, he inflicted heavy
casualties upon the enemy.

It is for his superior leadership and
bravery that I am proud to honor and
remember the actions of Technical Ser-
geant Charles Henry Coolidge.

———

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL
LEO THORSNESS

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

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to tell the story of a
courageous Congressional Medal of
Honor recipient living in Alabama’s
Fifth Congressional District.

Pilot Lieutenant Colonel Leo
Thorsness was on a mission over North
Vietnam when he lost his wingman. As
the crew members parachuted to the
ground, Colonel Thorsness destroyed a
MIG-17 that was threatening their
safety. Low on fuel, Colonel Thorsness
went in search of a refueling tanker,
but upon hearing that the downed men
were again threatened—this time by
four MIGs—he immediately returned to
their aid. Low on fuel and perilously
close to crashing himself, Colonel
Thorsness attacked the four MIGs,
damaging one, driving them away, and
saving the downed men and their res-
cuers. Then he flew further afield to re-
fuel, aiding another plane that needed
the emergency fueling station.

Lieutenant Colonel Thorsness’ ex-
traordinary heroism, self-sacrifice, and
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personal bravery saved many lives, and
our Nation is forever grateful for his
service.

——————

HONORING SPECIALIST FOURTH
CLASS JOHN PHILIP BACA

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

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Specialist Fourth Class John Philip
Baca of the United States Army.

Specialist Baca was a member of the
1st Cavalry Division, the ‘“First
Team.” His Medal of Honor was award-
ed for extraordinary bravery in action
on February 10, 1970, in Vietnam. On
that February day, a platoon from Spe-
cialist Baca’s company came under
enemy fire. Upon realizing his team
could be of assistance, Specialist Baca
jumped into action. He led his unit
through enemy fire to a position with-
in the patrol’s defensive perimeter. But
before they were able to attack, an
enemy grenade was thrown directly
into their unit. Specialist Baca covered
the grenade with his helmet and fell on
it, absorbing its blast. His quick action
bravely saved eight of his fellow sol-
diers from death or serious injury.

It is for this brave act and his unwav-
ering courage that I am proud to honor
the actions of Specialist Fourth Class
John Philip Baca.

———

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT
CLINTON ROMESHA

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

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the heroic efforts of former Staff
Sergeant Clinton Romesha of the
United States Army. Staff Sergeant
Romesha was with the 4th Infantry Di-
vision and awarded the Medal of Honor
for his acts of gallantry and intrepidity
at the risk of his own life in Afghani-
stan on October 3, 2009.

Attacked by an estimated 300 Taliban
fighters, Staff Sergeant Romesha
moved uncovered to conduct a recon-
naissance and seek reinforcements.
Romesha took out one enemy machine
gun team and was wounded attempting
to take out the second. Despite his
wounds he continued fighting and di-
rected air support, resulting in the
elimination of over 30 enemy fighters.

Clint, his wife Tamara, and their
three children—Dessi, Gwen, and
Colin—live in Minot, North Dakota,
and are the pride of our State.

It is for his extraordinary heroism
and resolute commitment to his fellow
soldiers that I am proud to honor Staff
Sergeant Clinton Romesha.

———

HONORING CORPORAL DUANE
EDGAR DEWEY

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

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Corporal Duane Edgar Dewey of the
United States Marine Corps. Corporal
Dewey was with the First Marine Divi-
sion and was awarded the Medal of
Honor for conspicuous gallantry in ac-
tion on April 16, 1952, near Panmunjom,
Korea.

While receiving medical attention for
his own wounds after a fierce night at-
tack by a numerically superior and ag-
gressive enemy force, an enemy gre-
nade landed close to the position of
Corporal Dewey and his fellow soldiers.
Disregarding his own safety and in-
tense pain, Corporal Dewey pulled his
corpsman to the ground, shouted a
warning to other marines, and covered
the grenade with his own body, absorb-
ing the explosion and saving his com-
rades from possible injury or death.

It is for his indomitable heroism and
consummate devotion to duty that I
am proud to honor and to remember
the actions of Corporal Duane Edgar
Dewey.

———
FORT HOOD HEROES ACT

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

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, this is a
nice evening to be introducing what I
have to say. This Roll Call of Heroes is
inspiring to any and all Americans, in-
cluding myself.

Yesterday I dropped into the hopper
a bill entitled Fort Hood Heroes Act,
H.R. 3111. This bill was introduced with
119 original cosponsors on a bipartisan
basis.

This bill declares the shooting that
took place at Fort Hood an act of ter-
rorism that should have been prevented
and that Nidal Hasan was an Islamic
extremist. The bill would award Purple
Hearts to the soldiers who were killed
or wounded in the attack, and award
the Secretary of Defense Medal of
Freedom to civilians who were Kkilled
or wounded in the attack.

This bill would provide benefits to
the victims of the attack who were
killed or wounded and their families,
deeming the killing or wounding to
have occurred:

For soldiers, in a combat zone and at
the hands of an enemy of the United
States;

For civilian DOD employees, by hos-
tile action while serving alongside the
Armed Forces during a contingency op-
eration and in a terrorist attack.

The possible benefits they will re-
ceive will be:

Combat-related
tion;

Maximum coverage under Service-
members’ Group Life Insurance;

Tax breaks after death in combat
zone or terrorist attack;

Special pay for subjection to hostile
fire or imminent danger;

special compensa-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Unearned portions of bonuses;

Combat-related injury rehabilitation
pay; and

Meals at military treatment facili-
ties.

————

HONORING MAJOR DREW DENNIS
DIX

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

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Major Drew Dennis Dix of the United
States Army who hails from the home-
town of heroes, Pueblo, Colorado.
Major Dix was a military adviser for
the Army of the Republic of Vietnam
and was awarded the Medal of Honor
for conspicuous gallantry in action on
January 31, 1968.

Major Dix led a force to rescue
trapped civilians from a city. When the
rescue team entered the city, they
were greeted with intense automatic
rifle fire and machine gun fire from the
Vietcong. Major Dix personally en-
gaged and killed six Vietcong in a
building where two civilians were
trapped. The following day, Dix assem-
bled a 20-man force to clear the Viet-
cong out of the city. The group cap-
tured 20 and attacked several who had
entered the residence of the deputy
province chief, successfully rescuing
the official’s wife and children.

It is for this indomitable heroism and
supreme bravery that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Major Drew Dennis Dix.

———

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL
RONALD ERIC RAY

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to honor the heroic efforts of Lieu-
tenant Colonel Ronald Eric Ray of the
United States Army. Lieutenant Colo-
nel Ray, who lives in Tarpon Springs,
Florida, was a platoon leader in the
25th Infantry Division and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for profound brav-
ery in action on June 19, 1969, in Viet-
nam.

When one of his patrol teams was
ambushed, Lieutenant Colonel Ray set
up a defensive perimeter while elimi-
nating multiple Vietcong positions
with grenades and rifle fire. Lieutenant
Colonel Ray then began directing air
and medical support into the area.
When a grenade fell between two of his
men, he threw himself upon it, shield-
ing them from the blast, but sustaining
multiple shrapnel wounds himself.
Though wounded, Lieutenant Colonel
Ray remained on the field and provided
effective fire support until the last of
his men were safely extracted.

It is for his courage and commitment
to his men that I am proud to honor
and remember the actions of Lieuten-
ant Colonel Ronald Eric Ray.
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HONORING SPECIALIST FIFTH
CLASS CLARENCE EUGENE SAS-
SER

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

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor the heroic efforts of
Specialist Fifth Class Clarence Eugene
Sasser of the United States Army.

A native Texan, from Rosharon, Spe-
cialist Fifth Class Clarence Sasser was
with the 9th Infantry Division and re-
ceived his Medal of Honor for actions of
immense gallantry on January 10, 1968,
in Vietnam.

While his company was making an
air assault, they were surrounded at
the landing zone and suffered 30 casual-
ties in the first few minutes. In order
to assist the wounded, Specialist Fifth
Class Sasser ran through open fire sev-
eral times. He ignored his own need for
medical attention in order to provide
care to his fellow men. When both of
his legs were immobilized, Sergeant
First Class Sasser dragged himself into
a position to assist others and then en-
couraged soldiers to crawl to safety
where he tended to their wounds until
evacuation.

It is for his upholding of the highest
military values that I am proud to
honor the actions of Specialist Fifth
Class Clarence Eugene Sasser.

I'm RANDY WEBER, and that’s the
way it is in America.

———

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS
ERNEST EDISON WEST

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

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Private First Class Ernest Edison West
of the United States Army.

Private First Class West served with
Company L, 256th Infantry Division and
was awarded the Medal of Honor for
conspicuous gallantry in action in
Korea on October 12, 1952.

When Private First Class West’s pa-
trol was ambushed, he ordered his fel-
low men to withdraw while he braved
enemy fire to reach and assist the pa-
trol leader. In the evacuation process,
he and his wounded leader came under
intense enemy attack. Private First
Class West used his body to shield the
wounded officer and killed the attack-
ing enemy. Although Private First
Class West lost his eye and was seri-
ously wounded, he returned again
through intense fire to help evacuate
more wounded soldiers.

Because of his valiant efforts and ex-
traordinary military spirit, I am proud
to honor and remember the actions of
Private First Class Ernest Edison West
of Kentucky’s Fourth District.
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HONORING SPECIALIST MICHAEL
JOHN FITZMAURICE

(Mrs. NOEM asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, today I rise
to honor a hero of our country and the
State of South Dakota, Specialist Mi-
chael John Fitzmaurice, of the United
States Army. Specialist Fitzmaurice,
serving in the 3rd Platoon, Troop D,
was awarded the Medal of Honor for his
bravery in action on March 23, 1971, in
Vietnam.

When three enemy explosive charges
landed in their bunker, Specialist
Fitzmaurice quickly removed two and
smothered the other charge with his
body and flak vest. Despite his injuries,
he charged the enemy, engaging at
times in hand-to-hand combat.
Fitzmaurice refused medical evacu-
ation and continued fighting.

It is because of his extraordinary
bravery and devotion to duty that I am
proud to honor the actions of Spe-
cialist Michael John Fitzmaurice
today.

———

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL
CHARLES CHRIS HAGEMEISTER

(Ms. JENKINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Lieutenant Colonel
Charles Chris Hagemeister of the
United States Army.

Lieutenant Colonel Hagemeister was
with the 1st Cavalry Division and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry in action on March
20, 1967, in Vietnam.

When Lieutenant Colonel
Hagemeister’s platoon came under at-
tack, he disregarded his own safety and
raced through deadly fire to provide
aid to two of his wounded comrades. He
then crawled forward to assist and en-
courage the platoon leader and other
soldiers.

While under fire at close range, the
lieutenant colonel took a rifle from a
fallen soldier, killed a sniper, three ad-
vancing soldiers, and silenced an
enemy machine gunner.

Unable to move the wounded, he
again braved enemy fire and returned
with help. Lieutenant Colonel
Hagemeister then continued to admin-
ister aid and help remove his wounded
brothers.

It is for his extraordinary bravery
and selflessness that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant Colonel Charles Chris
Hagemeister.

———

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS
ARTHUR J. JACKSON
(Mr. VALADAO 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. VALADAO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the valiant efforts of
Private First Class Arthur J. Jackson
of the United States Marine Corps.

Private First Class Arthur J. Jack-
son was awarded the Medal of Honor
for conspicuous gallantry and intre-
pidity above and beyond the call of
duty in action against the enemy in
Japan.

When Private First Class Arthur J.
Jackson’s platoon’s left flank advance
was held up by the fire of Japanese
troops, Private First Class Jackson
charged a large pillbox housing ap-
proximately 35 enemy soldiers. Pouring
his automatic fire into the opening of
the fixed installation to trap the occu-
pying troops, he hurled white phos-
phorous grenades and explosive charges
demolishing the pillbox and Kkilling the
enemies. He advanced two smaller posi-
tions and stormed one gun position
after another until he succeeded in
wiping out a total of 12 pillboxes and 50
Japanese soldiers. His gallant initia-
tive and heroic conduct in the face of
extreme peril reflect the highest credit
upon Private Jackson and the U.S.
Naval Service.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of Pri-
vate First Class Arthur J. Jackson.

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS
DON J. JENKINS

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

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Medal of Honor recipi-
ent Don J. Jenkins of the United
States Army for his brave service in
Vietnam.

Under heavy crossfire, Don Jenkins
maneuvered forward to an exposed po-
sition and began placing suppressive
fire on the enemy. He exposed himself
to extremely heavy fire when he re-
peatedly ran and crawled across open
terrain to obtain resupplies of ammuni-
tion until he had exhausted all that
was available for his machine gun. Dis-
playing tremendous presence of mind,
he then armed himself with two anti-
tank weapons and, by himself, maneu-
vered through the rapid, hostile fire to
within 20 meters of an enemy bunker
to destroy that position. After moving
back to the friendly defensive perim-
eter long enough to secure yet another
weapon, a grenade launcher, Don Jen-
kins moved forward to a position pro-
viding no protection and resumed plac-
ing accurate fire on the enemy until
his ammunition was again exhausted.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor the actions of Private First
Class Don J. Jenkins of Morgantown,
Kentucky. I have the great privilege of
knowing him personally, and I'm proud
to call him my friend.
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HONORING MASTER SERGEANT
RICHARD A. PITTMAN

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

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Master Sergeant Richard Allan Pitt-
man of the United States Marine
Corps.

Master Sergeant Pittman was with
Company I, 1st Division and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
summate gallantry in action on July
24, 1966, in Vietnam.

When the company fell under intense
enemy fire, Master Sergeant Pittman
grabbed a machine gun and rushed to-
ward the front to provide support.
Through withering enemy fire, Master
Sergeant Pittman rushed to the front
of the patrol and eliminated multiple
enemy positions. Master Sergeant Pitt-
man then charged an additional 50
yards to retrieve three downed ma-
rines. In establishing a defensive posi-
tion, he was able to engage and inflict
heavy casualties upon an enemy force
of 40 and successfully ward off their ad-
vance, saving the lives of many of the
company’s men.

It is for his bold fighting spirit and
extreme devotion to duty that I am
proud to honor and remember the ac-
tions of Master Sergeant Richard Allan
Pittman.

————————

HONORING SERGEANT ALLEN
JAMES LYNCH

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, it is
with great pride that I rise today to
honor a true American hero—Sergeant
Allen James Lynch of Gurnee, Illinois.

Sergeant Lynch received the Medal
of Honor for his brave actions in the
Vietnam war where he risked his life to
save three of his comrades.

On December 15, 1967, Lynch, serving
as a radio-telephone operator for the
United States Army, ran through open
enemy fire to rescue three wounded
soldiers. As the rest of the company
withdrew, he stayed behind and single-
handedly defended their position for 2
hours until reinforcements could be
sent to evacuate them. Sergeant Lynch
was just 22 years old at the time.

His meritorious actions extend far
beyond his service in Vietnam. He con-
tinues to serve as a staunch advocate
for disabled veterans and remains an
inspiration to the community, often
visiting with local schools and chal-
lenging students to be the next great
leaders in America.

I commend his actions and his con-
tinued service to my community and to
our country—a true inspiration.

I am proud to honor Sergeant Allen
James Lynch and his outstanding cour-
age.
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HONORING MAJOR JAMES ALLEN
TAYLOR

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

Mr. LAMALFA Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Major James Allen Taylor of the
United States Army. I have personally
known Major Taylor in the north State
for about a decade through personal in-
volvement with veterans issues and
events in the north State.

I also wish to extend my heartfelt
thanks to my colleague, Representa-
tive JARED HUFFMAN, whose district
Major Taylor actually resides in. Also,
Major Taylor had been a constituent of
mine for several years when I rep-
resented Trinity County.

Major Taylor was with the 1st Cav-
alry Regiment and awarded the Medal
of Honor for gallantry in action on
July 11, 1969, in Vietnam.

His men were engaged in an attack
on a fortified position when a cavalry
assault vehicle was hit and all five
crew members were wounded. Major
Taylor extracted the wounded despite
heavy enemy fire. When a second vehi-
cle was hit, Major Taylor moved for-
ward again to rescue the wounded.
While evacuating the wounded, Major
Taylor engaged the enemy, killing sev-
eral. At the evacuation point, a final
vehicle was hit. Again, Major Taylor
assisted in removing the wounded men
and ensured that all wounded were
safely evacuated.

I've met and known Major Taylor for
several years, and it is my privilege to
call him a friend.

It is through his selfless spirit and
service to his crew that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Major James Allen Taylor.

———

HONORING LIEUTENANT MICHAEL
EDWIN THORNTON

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

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor the heroic efforts of
Lieutenant Michael Edwin Thornton of
the United States Navy in Mont-
gomery, Texas.

Lieutenant Thornton was a senior
adviser to Vietnamese Navy SEAL pa-
trols and was awarded his Medal of
Honor for extreme bravery in action on
March 6, 1976, in Vietnam.

Lieutenant Thornton and his team
snuck behind enemy lines. At sunup,
the team made contact with an enemy
force and engaged in a furious firefight
with the enemy, inflicting many cas-
ualties before withdrawing. When some
of the men were cut off from the team,
Lieutenant Thornton went back in,
through enemy fire, to find the wound-
ed men and carry them to safety. In
killing several enemy combatants and
hauling the wounded out, Lieutenant
Thornton saved the life of his superior
officer.
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It is for his heroic spirit in service to
our Nation that I am proud to honor
and remember the actions of Lieuten-
ant Michael Edwin Thornton.

HONORING SPECIALIST FOURTH
CLASS GARY G. WETZEL

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

Mr. WENSTRUP. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
Specialist Fourth Class Gary George
Wetzel of the United States Army.

Specialist Fourth Class Wetzel served
in the 173rd Assault Helicopter Com-
pany and was awarded the Medal of
Honor for his extreme heroism in ac-
tion in Vietnam on January 8, 1968.

While going to the aid of his aircraft
commander, Specialist Fourth Class
Wetzel became critically wounded. Al-
though his left arm was severed, Spe-
cialist Fourth Class Wetzel held his po-
sition and engaged the enemy. After
eliminating three, he refused treat-
ment and attempted to assist his air-
craft commander. Due to the severity
of his wounds, Specialist Fourth Class
Wetzel lost consciousness. Once he re-
gained consciousness, he persisted in
his efforts to drag himself to the aid of
his fellow crewman and assisted in
bringing the commander to safety.

Because of his valiant efforts towards
his fellow crewmen, I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Specialist Fourth Class Gary George
Wetzel.

———
[0 1845

HONORING COLONEL JAMES
FLEMING

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

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of a man
from Manvel, Texas—an American
hero, Colonel James Fleming of the
United States Air Force.

Colonel Fleming was the pilot of a
helicopter in the 20th Special Oper-
ations Squadron. He was awarded the
Medal of Honor for gallantry in action
on November 26, 1968, in Vietnam.

On that day, Colonel Fleming was or-
dered to rescue a six-man Special
Forces patrol that was pinned down by
enemy fighters. Already aware of one
downed helicopter in the area, Colonel
Fleming dropped his helicopter into
the combat zone. Despite a failed first
attempt and low fuel, Colonel Fleming
did what every member of the U.S.
military is trained to do—he left no
man behind. He came back and hovered
with an open cargo door while his heli-
copter was being raked by enemy fire.
The six Green Berets jumped into his
helicopter with the enemy 10 feet be-
hind. Thanks to his heroic efforts, the
six Green Berets made it out alive.
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I am proud to honor and remember
the actions of Colonel James Fleming.

————————

HONORING COLONEL WALTER
JOSEPH MARM, JR.

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

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the heroic efforts of
United States Army Colonel Walter Jo-
seph Marm, Jr., of Fremont, North
Carolina.

Colonel Marm demonstrated indomi-
table courage and was awarded the
Medal of Honor during a combat oper-
ation in Vietnam.

As his company was moving to re-
lieve a surrounded friendly unit, he re-
alized that his platoon was receiving
intense fire from a concealed machine
gun. He deliberately exposed himself to
draw its fire. Colonel Marm charged 30
meters across open ground and hurled
grenades into the enemy position. Al-
though severely wounded, Colonel
Marm continued the momentum of his
assault on the position, and he killed
the remainder of the enemy, breaking
the enemy assault.

It is for his gallantry on the battle-
field and his extraordinary bravery at
the risk of his life that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Colonel Walter Joseph Marm, Jr.

—————

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL
HAROLD ARTHUR FRITZ

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

Mr. SCHOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Lieutenant Colonel
Harold Arthur Fritz, who served in the
United States Army and is a resident
of the 18th District of Illinois.

Lieutenant Colonel Fritz served in
Vietnam with the 11th Armored Cav-
alry Regiment and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extraordinary gal-
lantry in action on January 11, 1969.

While in Vietnam, Lieutenant Colo-
nel Fritz’ armored unit was ambushed,
and his vehicle took a direct hit. De-
spite being seriously wounded himself,
he fearlessly ran from vehicle to vehi-
cle, positioning, providing aid and re-

supplying his men. The enemy
attackers charged twice, but under
Lieutenant Colonel Fritz’ leadership,

the unit stood its ground. Following
the second charge, he led a brazen
counteroffensive, forcing the oncoming
enemy to withdraw. With the unit free
from attack, he selflessly made sure
that all of his men were cared for be-
fore allowing his own wounds to be
treated.

So I am honored to stand and to rec-
ognize Lieutenant Colonel Harold Ar-
thur Fritz for his undaunted courage,
extraordinary bravery and fearless
leadership.
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HONORING SPECIALIST FOURTH
CLASS PETER C. LEMON

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

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the valiant efforts of
Specialist Fourth Class Peter C. Lemon
of the United States Army.

Specialist Fourth Class Peter C.
Lemon was awarded the Medal of
Honor for conspicuous gallantry above
and beyond the call of duty in action
against the enemy in Vietnam.

When the base came under heavy
enemy attack, Sergeant Lemon en-
gaged a numerically superior enemy
with machine gun and rifle fire from
his defensive position until both weap-
ons malfunctioned. He then used hand
grenades to fend off the intensified
enemy attack launched in his direc-
tion. After eliminating all but one of
the enemy soldiers in the immediate
vicinity, he pursued and disposed of the
remaining soldier in hand-to-hand
combat. Lemon carried a more seri-
ously wounded comrade to an aid sta-
tion, and as he returned, was wounded
a second time by enemy fire. Dis-
regarding his personal injuries, he
moved to his position through a hail of
small arms and grenade fire. Sergeant
Lemon immediately realized that the
defensive sector was in danger of being
overrun by the enemy, and he
unhesitatingly assaulted the enemy
soldiers by throwing hand grenades and
engaging in hand-to-hand combat. He
was wounded yet a third time, but his
determined efforts successfully drove
the enemy from the area.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of

Specialist Fourth Class Peter C.
Lemon.
——
HONORING COLONEL DONALD E.
BALLARD

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

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor the valiant efforts of Colonel
Donald Everett Ballard of the Kansas
National Guard and formerly of the
United States Navy.

Colonel Ballard, a Corpsman Second
Class at the time, was with the 3rd Ma-
rine Division and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extreme fortitude
and gallantry in action on May 16, 1968,
in Vietnam.

Colonel Ballard’s company was am-
bushed as they were evacuating a land-
ing zone. Upon seeing wounded fellow
marines, Colonel Ballard braved enemy
fire to render medical assistance. As
they prepared to move the wounded
marines, an enemy soldier hurled a gre-
nade that landed near the marines.
After shouting a warning, Colonel
Ballard threw himself upon the grenade
to protect his fellow soldiers from the
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blast. When the grenade failed to deto-
nate, Colonel Ballard continued his
treatment and saved countless ma-
rines.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Colonel Donald Everett Ballard.

———

ROLL CALL OF HEROES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
YoHO). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2013, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY
DAVIS) is recognized for 60 minutes as
the designee of the majority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have b5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the subject of my Special
Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, it is again an honor for me to
be here today with my colleagues to
honor the 79 living Congressional
Medal of Honor recipients.

To continue what we started earlier,
I'd like to yield to my colleague from
the great State of Illinois (Mr. SHIM-
KUS).

HONORING CAPTAIN HOWARD V. LEE

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague and friend for
the recognition and for the opportunity
to recognize Captain Howard V. Lee
from Virginia Beach, Virginia.

Captain Lee was awarded the Medal
of Honor for conspicuous gallantry
above and beyond the call of duty in
action against the enemy in Vietnam.

When Lee realized that the unit had
suffered numerous casualties, depriv-
ing it of effective leadership, and being
fully aware that the platoon was even
then under more heavy attack by the
enemy, Major Lee took seven men and
proceeded by helicopter to reinforce
the beleaguered platoon. Major Lee dis-
embarked from the helicopter with two
of his men, and braving withering
enemy fire, led them into the perim-
eter, where he fearlessly moved from
position to position, directing and en-
couraging the overtaxed troops. Al-
though painfully wounded by frag-
ments from an enemy grenade in sev-
eral areas of his body, including his
eye, Major Lee continued undauntedly
throughout the night to direct the val-
iant defense, coordinate supporting fire
and apprising higher headquarters of
the plight of the platoon. The next
morning, he collapsed from his wounds
and was forced to relinquish command.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Captain Howard V. Lee. Semper Fi.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you, my good friend Mr. SHIM-
KUS.
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At this point, I would like to yield to
my colleague from the 20th Congres-
sional District of the great State of
New York (Mr. TONKO).

HONORING SERGEANT FIRST CLASS FRANCIS

SHERMAN CURREY

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Illinois and the
gentlewoman from Hawaii for bringing
us together in a bipartisan, spirited
way to recognize the living Medal of
Honor winners, who are much ap-
plauded and much recognized and deep-
ly loved by this Nation.

I rise this evening to honor the he-
roic efforts of Sergeant First Class
Francis Sherman Currey of the United
States Army.

Sergeant Currey served with the 30th
Infantry Division and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for acts of conspicuous
gallantry on December 21, 1944, near
Malmedy, Belgium.

While defending a strong point, Ser-
geant Currey’s platoon was overrun by
German tanks, leading to the with-
drawal of his platoon. Sergeant Currey
was able to obtain a bazooka despite
taking heavy fire from enemy tanks
and infantrymen just a short distance
away. Pushing forward, Sergeant
Currey eliminated one tank and
cleared three German soldiers from a
house. In discovering five trapped
American soldiers, Sergeant Currey ac-
quired several anti-tank grenades. In
driving the tank men from their vehi-
cles, he provided enough cover fire to
free the five soldiers.

It is for his indomitable heroism and
consummate devotion to duty that I
am proud to honor and remember the
actions of Sergeant First Class Sher-
man Currey. I thank you for the oppor-
tunity to share with you this evening
on behalf of this wonderful gentleman.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you, sir. Thank you very much
for being here to honor a true hero.

I would like to now yield to my col-
league from Florida (Mr. BUCHANAN).

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS HECTOR
ALBERT CAFFERATA, JR.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want to thank the
gentleman from Illinois and the gentle-
lady from Hawaii.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
Private First Class Hector Albert
Cafferata, Jr., of the United States Ma-
rine Corps.

Private Cafferata was awarded the
Medal of Honor for his bravery in ac-
tion in Korea on November 28, 1950,
while serving with the famed 1lst Ma-
rine Division.

As the only unwounded member of
his squad, he singlehandedly engaged
the enemy while under heavy fire from
machine guns, mortars and grenades.
For over 7 hours, he was able to suc-
cessfully fend off wave after wave of
enemy attacks until reinforcements
could arrive. However, as reinforce-
ments moved in, an enemy grenade
landed in his trench. The private im-
mediately grabbed the grenade and
threw it from the trench before it deto-
nated. Though wounded by the blast,
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he saved the lives of many of his men
serving with him that day.

It is for his supreme bravery and cou-
rageousness in carrying out his duties
that I am proud to honor and remem-
ber the actions of Private First Class
Hector Albert Cafferata, Jr.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you to my colleague from Flor-
ida.

I would like to now yield to my col-
league Mr. HECK from Washington’s
10th Congressional District.

HONORING SERGEANT FIRST CLASS LEROY
ARTHUR PETRY

Mr. HECK of Washington. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to add my
expression of gratitude both to the gen-
tleman from the State of Illinois and
to the gentlelady from the State of Ha-
waii for the honor of participating in
this.

I rise now to acknowledge the gal-
lantry of a couple of more residents of
Washington State’s 10th Congressional
District who are recipients of the Con-
gressional Medal of Honor. I've had the
great privilege of meeting both of these
gentlemen.

First, I rise to honor the heroic ef-
forts of Sergeant First Class Leroy Ar-
thur Petry of the United States Army.

Sergeant First Class Petry was with
the 75th Ranger Regiment and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for excep-
tional bravery in action on May 26,
2008, in Afghanistan.

Though seriously wounded following
an enemy attack, Sergeant First Class
Petry was able to move himself and a
companion to safety and communicate
the situation to the rest of the squad.
When another Ranger moved forward
to assist them, a grenade fell between
the men. Sergeant First Class Petry
unhesitatingly sprang for it and at-
tempted to throw it away. Although he
saved the lives of the two men with
him, the grenade exploded and seri-
ously wounded Sergeant First Class
Petry. Indeed, he lost a good part of his
right arm, and his right hand is a pros-
thetic.

O 1900

I've shaken that hand on multiple oc-
casions, and I cannot explain the magic
that it is among the warmest hand-
shakes I’ve ever experienced.

It is for his extraordinary heroism
and devotion to duty thought I'm
proud to honor and remember the ac-
tions of Sergeant First Class Leroy Ar-
thur Petry, a resident of Steilacoom,
Washington.

HONORING MASTER SERGEANT WILBURN KIRBY
ROSS

Mr. HECK of Washington. Finally,
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor the
heroic efforts of Master Sergeant
Wilburn Kirby Ross of the United
States Army.

Master Sergeant Ross was with the
3rd Infantry Division and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for conspicuous
gallantry in action on October 30, 1944,
near Saint-Jacques, France.

After his company had attacked a
German company, Master Sergeant
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Ross placed his machine gun in front of
their line in order to absorb the initial
impact of a counterattack. Master Ser-
geant Ross then fired with deadly ef-
fect on the assaulting force and re-
pelled it. He continued to man his ma-
chine gun, holding off six more German
attacks. Master Sergeant Ross killed 40
and wounded 10 of the enemy, broke
the assault single-handedly, and forced
the Germans to withdraw. Master Ser-
geant Ross remained at his post that
night and the following day for a total
of 36 hours.

In a coda to his story, he was a ca-
reerist in the United States Army and
was inadvertently shipped to Korea
after World War II, which was against
Department of Defense policy. Not dis-
covered until he was halfway to Korea,
his commanding officer asked him
what he was doing there. He said, Well,
I can hardly swim back now, sir. On
the very first day in Korea, Sergeant
Ross was wounded again, for which he
received the Purple Heart.

It is for his extraordinary bravery
that I'm proud to honor and remember
the actions of Master Sergeant Wilburn
Ross, a resident of Dupont, Wash-
ington.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I now yield to my good friend
from the great State of New Jersey
(Mr. LANCE).

HONORING COLONEL JACK H. JACOBS

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise this
evening to honor the military service
record of Colonel Jack H. Jacobs of Far
Hills, New Jersey.

Colonel Jacobs was awarded the U.S.
Army’s Medal of Honor for conspicuous
gallantry above and beyond the call of
duty in action against the enemy in
Vietnam.

Under intense heavy machine gun
and mortar fire from a Viet Cong bat-
talion, Colonel Jacobs called for and
directed air strikes on the enemy posi-
tions to facilitate a renewed attack.
Due to the intensity of the enemy fire
and heavy casualties to the command
group, including the company com-
mander, the attack stopped.

Although wounded by mortar frag-
ments, Colonel Jacobs assumed com-
mand of the allied company, ordered a
withdrawal from the exposed position,
and established a defensive perimeter.
He returned under intense fire to evac-
uate a seriously wounded adviser to the
safety of a wooded area where he ad-
ministered lifesaving first aid. He then
returned through heavy automatic
weapons fire to evacuate the wounded
company commander.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Colonel Jack H. Jacobs.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you, Mr. LANCE.

Mr. Speaker, since the first Medal of
Honor was given on March 25, 1863, only
3,461 men have also earned it. Today, as
has been mentioned, only 79 living re-
cipients remain.

In order to properly honor these he-
roes, as you know, we’ve invited our
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fellow Members of Congress in bipar-
tisan fashion to come to the floor and
speak on each one of the living recipi-
ents of this great Medal of Honor. But
I'd first would like to personally thank
my colleague, Congresswoman TULSI
GABBARD, for joining me in this effort
across the aisle. As a veteran and a
current member of the Hawaii National
Guard, Tulsi exemplifies the values and
discipline of our armed services.

I would also like to recognize Garrett
Anderson, my district staffer, who han-
dles veteran issues and who was able to
join me tonight for this special occa-
sion. Garrett is a veteran of the Iraq
war and has become a leader for all
veterans and wounded warriors not
only in his home community of Cham-
paign-Urbana, but throughout our Na-
tion.

Representative TULSI GABBARD and
Garrett Anderson are not only role
models to young folks across this great
country, but to my own children as
well. I'm honored to have their support
tonight.

I now yield to my colleague, TULSI
GABBARD.

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, I'm so
proud personally to be able to join with
my friend and colleague, Representa-
tive RODNEY DAVIS, as we lead this bi-
partisan Special Order to remember
and to honor the extraordinary sac-
rifice and displays of true love of coun-
try that have been exemplified by the
proud warriors who served in conflicts
past and present.

President Kennedy once said:

A Nation reveals itself not only by the men
it produces, but also by the men it honors
and the men it remembers.

I had the privilege last year as the
reunion was held in Hawaii for these
remaining living Medal of Honor re-
cipients. We had a dinner on the bow of
the Mighty Mo at Pearl Harbor, and it
was so incredible and moving to be
there in the presence of people I had
read about, been inspired by, and been
motivated by as a child but also
throughout my time training when
those days felt dark and you felt tired
and you felt like maybe I just can’t do
this. It was these men who truly exem-
plified and gave us, as we were train-
ing, energy to move forward.

Each of these 79 living veterans has
been awarded the Congressional Medal
of Honor, our Nation’s highest military
decoration for valor in combat. As we
stand here this evening, we represent
our constituents and the sentiments
and appreciation of a grateful Nation.

HONORING STAFF SERGEANT ALLAN JAY
KELLOGG, JR.

Ms. GABBARD. The select few, like
Staff Sergeant Allan Jay Kellogg from
my State of Hawaii, who also lives in
my hometown of Kailua, consciously
made the decision, at the point when it
mattered most, to do an extraordinary
thing: that if need be, they would give
their lives for others. And what is so
incredible about all of these men we
have had the honor to meet is they are
humble heroes who would do it in a
heartbeat again if necessary.
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They made tremendous sacrifices
protecting our ideals and freedoms to
keep our Nation safe. It’s because of
their sacrifice and their service that we
can be here today to speak our minds—
sometimes agreeing, sometimes dis-
agreeing—where we can practice our
faith, and pursue our dreams. That’s
the reason we gather today—Members
of Congress from both parties and from
across the country—to stand in awe of
their sacrifice and to pay tribute to
their heroic actions.

We also remember the parents and
the community that raised these he-
roes, the families that stood behind
them, the military that trained them,
and their battle buddies, the men and
women who served by their side.

I think I can safely say that I speak
for all Americans when I say that we
are incredibly grateful for what they
have done for us and what they have
done for our country. The courage they
have shown, the example they have set
for us is truly special. None of the
words that we can say will ever be
truly worthy of their sacrifice or their
service, but we do our best to pay our
tribute and express our gratitude.

HONORING SENATOR DANIEL K. INOUYE

Ms. GABBARD. While tonight we’re
honoring the remaining living veterans
who have been recipients of the Medal
of Honor, I would like to take a mo-
ment to remember a Medal of Honor re-
cipient who is near and dear to my
heart, to the State of Hawaii, to the
country, and who is no longer with us.

Senator Daniel K. Inouye enlisted in
the U.S. Army at age 17 just after the
attack on Pearl Harbor. He served with
E Company of the 442 Regimental Com-
bat Team, made up entirely of Ameri-
cans of Japanese ancestry at a time
when our country was putting Japa-
nese Americans in concentration
camps. In 1945, Senator Inouye lost his
arm and suffered multiple injuries as
he charged a series of German machine
gun nests on a hill in Italy. His selfless
acts during this battle later earned
him the Medal of Honor. Continuing
his lifelong commitment of service to
Hawaii and the Nation, Danny Inouye
was Hawaii’s very first Congressman
and served in the Senate since 1963.
Senator Inouye was a true servant
leader and an American hero of the
highest order, and he continues to be
an inspiration to me and countless oth-
ers around the world.

Congressman DAVIS and I now have
the honor to be joined by some of our
colleagues as we continue to honor
these courageous heroes.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you, Tulsi. It is an honor to be
standing here with you in this great
Chamber to honor our heroes.

I now yield to my good friend from
the great State of Washington (Mr.
KILMER).

HONORING SERGEANT JOHN HAWK

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank Representative DAVIS
and Representative GABBARD for orga-
nizing this important time.
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It’s my honor to stand on the floor
and recognize the heroic actions of two
distinguished recipients of the Medal of
Honor that I have the pleasure of rep-
resenting, John Hawk and Bruce
Crandall.

Sergeant Hawk was with the 90th In-
fantry Division and awarded the Medal
of Honor for conspicuous gallantry
while serving in France during World
War II and particularly for his actions
on August 20, 1944.

While manning a light machine gun,
Sergeant Hawk successfully pushed
back the infantry forces with his ma-
chine gun fire. When an artillery shell
knocked out his gun and wounded his
thigh, Sergeant Hawk secured a ba-
zooka and pursued the remaining
tanks, forcing them into a wooded sec-
tion. While organizing two machine
gun squads and facing intense enemy
fire and with tanks in close proximity,
Sergeant Hawk repeatedly climbed to
an exposed knoll in order to direct fire
until two of the tanks were knocked
out and the third was driven off. Even
while suffering a painful wound, Ser-
geant Hawk continued to direct fire
until the enemy surrendered.

He showed that day, like many of our
soldiers do, fearless initiative and he-
roic conduct.

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL BRUCE PERRY
CRANDALL

Mr. KILMER. That heroism was also
displayed by Lieutenant Colonel Bruce
Perry Crandall of the United States
Army. Assigned to A Company, 229th
Assault Helicopter Battalion, Lieuten-
ant Colonel Crandall was awarded the
Medal of Honor for his actions in Viet-
nam.

On November 14, 1965, then-Major
Crandall led the first major division
operation of air mobile troops into
Landing Zone X-Ray, bringing ammu-
nition and supplies and evacuating the
wounded. Flying more than 14 hours in
a single day in unarmed helicopters,
Major Crandall and his team rescued
more than 70 wounded soldiers. Under
the most extreme fire, his brave deci-
sion to land under fire instilled in the
other pilots the will to continue and
ensured that the ground forces would
be resupplied.

It’s for his indomitable heroism I'm
proud to honor and remember the ac-
tions of Lieutenant Colonel Bruce
Crandall.

Let me just say in closing that our
Nation is stronger for the service and
sacrifices of these two distinguished
Medal of Honor recipients, for all of the
recipients of the Medal of Honor, and
for all of those who serve our country.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you.

Now I yield to my colleague from the
great State of California (Mr. McCLIN-
TOCK).

HONORING SERGEANT MAJOR JON R. CAVAIANI

Mr. McCLINTOCK. I thank my friend
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the courageous acts of Sergeant Major
Jon R. Cavaiani. Sergeant Major
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Cavaiani earned his Medal of Honor
during the war in Vietnam.

On the morning of June 4, 1971, Ser-
geant Major Cavaiani’s camp came
under intense enemy fire. Repeatedly
exposing himself to that enemy fire in
order to move about the perimeter,
Cavaiani was able to direct the pla-
toon’s fire in a desperate fight for sur-
vival. When the platoon was called to
be evacuated, Sergeant Major Cavaiani
volunteered to remain on the ground
and to direct the evacuation. The fol-
lowing morning, the enemy attack con-
tinued. Unable to slow down the as-
sault, Sergeant Major Cavaiani ordered
his platoon to escape while he stayed
behind to provide cover fire, thus pro-
tecting the men of his platoon.

On behalf of a grateful Nation and a
respectful and loving community, I'm
proud to salute the heroism and re-
count the actions of Sergeant Major
Jon R. Cavaiani of Columbia, Cali-
fornia.
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Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you, Mr. MCCLINTOCK.

Right now I would like to yield to my
good friend from the great State of In-
diana (Mr. MESSER).

HONORING SERGEANT SAMMY L. DAVIS

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
honor the heroic efforts of a great Hoo-
sier, Sergeant Sammy L. Davis of the
United States Army. Sergeant Davis,
then Private First Class Davis, distin-
guished himself while serving in a re-
mote support base in Vietnam.

On November 18, 1967, Sergeant
Davis’ support base came under enemy
mortar attack, and he was also threat-
ened with a ground assault from across
the river. Detecting a nearby enemy
position, Sergeant Davis seized a ma-
chine gun and provided cover for his
gun crew. But the enemy managed a di-
rect hit. Ignoring warnings to seek
cover, Sergeant Davis returned to the
howitzer, which was burning furiously.

Although he was painfully injured by
enemy mortar, Sergeant Davis relent-
lessly continued firing. Disregarding
his injuries and his inability to swim,
Sergeant Davis crossed the river on an
air mattress, where he aided in return-
ing three soldiers to the support base.
Refusing medical attention for his own
wounds, he joined another gun crew,
firing at the enemy until they fled.

I am proud to honor and remember
the extraordinary heroism of Sergeant
Sammy L. Davis.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you, Mr. MESSER.

I would like to now yield to my col-
league from the great State of Texas
(Ms. JACKSON LEE).

HONORING CLARENCE EUGENE SASSER

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let
me thank my colleagues for allowing
me to join you this evening in what I
think is an enormously important trib-
ute.

As I present this distinguished gen-
tleman, this hero, I just want to make
mention of my friend Clarence Eugene
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Sasser, a Medal of Honor winner born
September 12, 1947, who received his
Medal of Honor for his actions in the
Vietnam War. He’s now passed, and I
know that those who live recognize
their fellow recipients for their her-
oism.

But we are honoring tonight those
who live. And so it is my privilege to
be able to salute Sergeant Major Ken-
neth E. Stumpf of Tomah, Wisconsin.
HONORING SERGEANT MAJOR KENNETH EDWARD

STUMPF

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to honor the heroic efforts of Ser-
geant Major Kenneth Edward Stumpf
of the United States Army. Sergeant
Major Stumpf was with Company C of
the 256th Infantry Division and received
the Medal of Honor for gallantry in ac-
tion on April 25, 1967.

Might I just say, Mr. Speaker, we
know that as our Vietnam vets came
home, the response was not an Amer-
ican response. I'm grateful to be able
to stand on the floor today to say that
their valiant service evidenced by so
many, and certainly through the hon-
oring of this great Medal of Honor win-
ner, now comes to the full attention of
America where we will never, never
welcome our soldiers home in any
other manner than to say ‘‘thank you.”

Sergeant Major Stumpf’s company
approached a village and encountered a
well-fortified bunker complex. Three
men were wounded in front of a hostile
machine gun emplacement. Sergeant
Major Stumpf and his squad success-
fully eliminated two bunker positions,
but one still remained a serious threat.

Armed with hand grenades, Sergeant
Major Stumpf ran through enemy fire,
and as he reached the bunker, he pulled
the pins on two grenades and directed
them directly into it. With the bunkers
eliminated, Sergeant Major Stumpf
was able to rescue the three wounded
servicemen.

It is for his fighting spirit and ulti-
mate concern for the lives of his fellow
soldiers that I am proud to honor and
remember the actions of Sergeant
Major Kenneth Edward Stumpf. We
will always remember the valiant ef-
forts of our soldiers. Wars have agree-
ment and disagreement, but no one, no
one in America ever disagrees with the
service, the sacrifice, the love, the val-
iant efforts of our men and women in
the United States military.

Sergeant Major Kenneth Edward
Stumpf, Medal of Honor winner, we sa-
lute you.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Thank you to the gentlelady from
Texas.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to now be
in the process where Ms. GABBARD and
I are going to read some of the remain-
ing speeches in honor of some of our
heroes who are living today. And I
would first like to go through a few for
my colleagues that are going to be sub-
mitted for the RECORD but are unable
to be here tonight due to extenuating
circumstances.
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HONORING SERGEANT FIRST CLASS GARY LEE
LITTRELL

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. My
good friend BILL YOUNG from Florida
submitted for the RECORD a speech in
honor of Sergeant First Class Littrell
of Florida. He was awarded the Medal
of Honor for conspicuous gallantry
above and beyond the call of duty in
the Republic of Vietnam on April 8,
1970.

Sergeant First Class Littrell was as-
signed to the United States Military
Assistance Command, and he distin-
guished himself while serving as a light
weapons infantry adviser with the 23rd
battalion.

HONORING COLONEL ROGER HUGH CHARLES

DONLON

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. I
would also like to submit for the
RECORD in honor of my colleague LYNN
JENKINS from the State of Kansas, to
honor Colonel Roger Hugh Charles
Donlon of Leavenworth, Kansas, who
was awarded the Medal of Honor in 1964
for distinguished service in Vietnam.
While defending a U.S. military instal-
lation against an attack by hostile
forces, Colonel Donlon directed the de-
fense operations in the midst of an
enemy barrage.

HONORING MAJOR GENERAL PATRICK HENRY

BRADY

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Also
submitting for the RECORD on behalf of
my colleague from Texas, LAMAR
SMITH, we are going to honor Major
General Patrick Henry Brady. Major
General Brady was awarded the Medal
of Honor for extreme heroism on Janu-
ary 6, 1968, in Vietnam as a member of
the 54th Medical Detachment. He res-
cued dozens of seriously wounded men
from an enemy-held territory
blanketed by fog and braved enemy fire
to save his comrades.

HONORING PETTY OFFICER ROBERT INGRAM

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Also,
on behalf of my colleague ANDER CREN-
SHAW from the great State of Florida, I
would like to honor Petty Officer Rob-
ert Ingram from Jacksonville, Florida,
for the valiant efforts of Hospital
Corpsman Third Class Robert Ingram,
who was in the United States Navy and
was awarded the Medal of Honor for
conspicuous gallantry and intrepidity
above and beyond the call of duty in
the Republic of North Vietnam on
March 28, 1966. He accompanied a point
platoon as it engaged an outpost of a
North Vietnamese battalion. As the
fighting moved from a ridge to a rice
paddy, the tree line exploded with a
hail of bullets from 100 North Viet-
namese regulars. In mere moments, the
platoon ranks were decimated, but he
proceeded to collect the ammunition
from the dead and offered aid to the
wounded.

I would also like to now yield to my
colleague from the great State of Ha-
waii to honor some more of our heroes.

Ms. GABBARD. Thank you. Also, on
behalf of two of my colleagues who un-
fortunately could not be here, I will
honor their honorees.
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HONORING FIRST LIEUTENANT BRIAN THACKER

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, on be-
half of CHRIS VAN HOLLEN from the
State of Maryland, I would like to
honor First Lieutenant Brian Thacker
of the United States Army. He was
with the 92nd Field Artillery Regiment
and received his Medal of Honor for ac-
tions on March 31, 1971, in Vietnam.

When his base was attacked, he as-
sisted in its defense and remained in
position when it became apparent that
the evacuation of the base was nec-
essary. He organized and directed the
withdrawal of the remaining friendly
forces with complete disregard for his
personal safety. Lieutenant Thacker
remained inside the perimeter alone to
provide covering fire until all friendly
forces had escaped. Due to his selfless
acts, he remained trapped behind
enemy lines for 8 days before he was fi-
nally rescued.

HONORING CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER FOUR
HERSHEL WOODROW WILLIAMS

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, also on
behalf of my colleague Congressman
RAHALL from West Virginia, I, with
great pleasure, rise to honor Hershel
Woodrow Williams and his heroic ef-
forts and service.

I had the honor of meeting Hershel
last year when he and the other Medal
of Honor recipients were in Hawaii and
heard directly from him. Even as he sat
in a wheelchair, his courageous and
bold spirit was alive and well. And it
was such an honor to meet him, I asked
him for his autograph.

He was with the Third Marine Divi-
sion when he was awarded the Medal of
Honor for gallantry on February 23,
1945, on the island of Iwo Jima.
Flanked by just four riflemen, time
and again Corporal Williams advanced
into the enemy defenses to set charges
and wipe out enemy positions with a
flamethrower. He brazenly charged
pillboxes and enemy defenses to pave
the way for his fellow soldiers. Truly,
his ‘“‘unyielding determination and ex-
traordinary heroism’ are legendary.

But Woody’s devotion did not end
there. Back home, upon returning to
his family, he served as a civilian coun-
selor and as a volunteer in his church,
community, and with veterans’ organi-
zations. He continued to dedicate his
life to repay those who gave all so that
he and countless others could come
home, resulting in a lifelong commit-
ment to service.

For his valiant devotion to our Na-
tion, I'm so proud to honor Chief War-
rant Officer Four Hershel Woodrow
Williams.

HONORING PRIVATE FIRST CLASS THOMAS J.

KINSMAN

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. I
would like to now, Mr. Speaker, rise
today to honor the valiant efforts of
Private First Class Thomas J. Kinsman
of the United States Army.

Private First Class Kinsman was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantly and intrepidity
above and beyond the call of duty in
action against the enemy in Vietnam.
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As his company was proceeding up a
narrow canal in armored troop car-
riers, it came under sudden and intense
rocket attack, automatic weapons and
small arms fire from a well-entrenched
Vietcong force. The company imme-
diately beached and began assaulting
the enemy bunker complex. As they
were moving through heavy enemy fire
to effect a link-up, an enemy soldier in
a concealed position hurled a grenade
into their midst. Mr. Kinsman imme-
diately alerted his comrades of the
danger, then unhesitatingly threw him-
self on the grenade and blocked the ex-
plosion with his body. As a result of his
courageous action, he received severe
head and chest wounds.

Through his indomitable courage,
complete disregard for his personal
safety, and profound concern for his
fellow soldiers, Private First Class
Kinsman averted loss of life and injury
to the other seven men of his element.
It is for his courage and unwavering de-
votion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of Pri-
vate First Class Thomas J. Kinsman.

HONORING LIEUTENANT COLONEL JOE M.
JACKSON

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Lieu-
tenant Colonel Joe M. Jackson was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry and intrepidity
above and beyond the call of duty in
action against the enemy in Vietnam.

Colonel Jackson volunteered to at-
tempt the rescue of a three-man U.S.
Air Force combat control team from
the Special Forces camp at Kham Duc.
Hostile forces had overrun the forward
outpost and established gun positions
on the airstrip. The camp was engulfed
in flames, and ammunition dumps were
continuously exploding and littering
the runway with debris. To further
complicate his landing, the weather
was deteriorating rapidly, thereby per-
mitting only one airstrike prior to his
landing.

Although fully aware of the extreme
danger and likely failure of such an at-
tempt, Lieutenant Colonel Jackson
elected to land his aircraft and attempt
the rescue. Displaying superb
airmanship and extraordinary heroism,
he landed his aircraft near the point
where the combat control team was re-
ported to be hiding. Once that team
was onboard, Colonel Jackson suc-
ceeded in getting airborne despite the
hostile fire.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant General Joe M. Jackson.

HONORING CHAPLAIN ANGELO J. LITEKY

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the val-
iant efforts of Chaplain Angelo J.
Liteky of the United States Army.
Chaplain Liteky was awarded the
Medal of Honor.

Chaplain Liteky was participating in
a search and destroy operation when
Company A came under intense fire
from a battalion-size enemy force. Ob-
serving two wounded men, Chaplain

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Liteky moved to within 15 meters of an
enemy machine gun position to reach
them, placing himself between the
enemy and the wounded men. Inspired
by his courageous actions, the com-
pany rallied and began placing a heavy
volume of fire upon the enemy’s posi-
tions. In a magnificent display of cour-
age and leadership, Chaplain Liteky
began moving upright through the
enemy fire, administering last rites to
the dying and evacuating the wounded.
Upon the unit’s relief on the morning
of December 7, 1967, it was discovered
that, despite his painful wounds in the
neck and foot, Chaplain Liteky had
personally carried over 20 men to the
landing zone for evacuation during the
savage fighting. Through his indomi-
table inspiration and heroic actions,
Chaplain Liteky saved the lives of a
number of his comrades and enabled
the company to repulse the enemy.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Chaplain Liteky. And for reasons unbe-
knownst to many of us, Chaplain
Liteky has renounced his Medal of
Honor, but still on this floor of the
House deserves to be honored for the
heroism that he demonstrated that day
in 1967.

HONORING MASTER SERGEANT NICHOLAS ORESKO

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Master
Sergeant Nicholas Oresko was a pla-
toon leader with the Company C, 94th
Infantry Division of the United States
Army and was awarded the Medal of
Honor for his action on January 23,
1945, in Germany.

While Company C was conducting an
attack, it came under heavy enemy fire
from its flanks, pinning the unit down.
Master Sergeant Oresko swiftly moved
forward alone, engaging the first bunk-
er at point blank range and elimi-
nating the enemy. Despite being
wounded by grenade shrapnel, he
pushed forward and managed to elimi-
nate a second bunker with a grenade
and clearing the remaining enemy with
rifle fire.
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Although severely wounded, Master
Sergeant Oresko refused to leave the
field until the mission was complete.
It’s for his quick thinking, indomitable
courage, and devotion to duty in this
attack that I'm proud to honor and re-
member the actions of Master Sergeant
Nicholas Oresko.

HONORING SERGEANT EINAR H. INGMAN, JR.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to submit, for the
RECORD, on behalf of my colleague
from the great State of Wisconsin (Mr.
DUFFY), in honor of the valiant efforts
of Sergeant Einar H. Ingman, Jr., of
the United States Army.

Sergeant Ingman’s company was
pinned down by enemy fire that wound-
ed all squad leaders and several other
men. Then-Corporal Ingman assumed
the command, reorganized and com-
bined the two trapped squads, and pro-
ceeded to charge the enemy machine
guns alone.
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He took out one crew with a grenade
before being hit by a second machine
gun. Seriously injured, and with in-
credible courage and stamina, Corporal
Ingman rose and killed the entire gun
crew, using only his rifle, before falling
unconscious from his wounds.

As a result of this singular action,
the defense of the enemy was broken,
his squad secured its objective, and
more than 100 hostile troops abandoned
their weapons and fled in disorganized
retreat.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion that I'm proud to honor, on
behalf of my good friend and colleague
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY), and re-
member the actions of Sergeant Einar
H. Ingman, Jr.

HONORING PRIVATE GEORGE TARO SAKATO

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Private
George Taro Sakato served with the
442nd Regimental Combat Team, the
most highly decorated unit in the
United States Army’s history to this
day. He was awarded the Medal of
Honor for extreme gallantry on Octo-
ber 29, 1944, in France.

During a devastating assault by his
platoon, Private Sakato killed five
enemy soldiers and captured four.
When his unit became pinned down by
enemy fire, and without regard for that
enemy fire surrounding him, Private
Sakato charged forward and encour-
aged his squad to advance as well.

During the maneuver, Private
Sakato’s squad leader was Kkilled. In
taking charge, Private Sakato relent-
lessly pushed his men forward. Private
Sakato and his unit were ultimately
victorious in halting the enemy’s at-
tack. During this entire action, he
managed to Kkill 12 enemy soldiers,
while wounding two others.

It is for his gallant courage and
fighting spirit that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of Pri-
vate George Taro Sakato.

HONORING LIEUTENANT THOMAS ROLLAND
NORRIS

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the he-
roic efforts of Lieutenant Thomas Rol-
land Norris of Hayden Lake, Idaho, on
behalf my colleague from Idaho (Mr.
LABRADOR.)

Lieutenant Norris was a SEAL Advi-
sor, and was awarded the Medal of
Honor for supreme bravery in action
from April 10 to April 13, 1972, in Viet-
nam.

During the 3-day period, Lieutenant
Norris and a 5-man team established a
Forward Operating Base deep within
heavily-controlled enemy territory to
conduct a rescue of several downed pi-
lots. Although the first pilot was lo-
cated and rescued on the evening of the
first night, a second pilot was missing.

On the last day, Lieutenant Norris
and one Vietnamese, dressed in fisher-
men disguises, traveled in a sampan
up-river and located the last pilot.
Lieutenant Norris and his companion
were then able to safely return the
pilot for medical care and evacuation.

It is for his outstanding display of
leadership and courage that I am proud
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to honor and remember the actions of

Lieutenant Thomas Rolland Norris.

HONORING PRIVATE 1ST CLASS ROBERT ERNEST
SIMANEK

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Private
1st Class Robert Ernest Simanek was
serving in Company F, 2nd Battalion,
5th Marines, 1st Marine Division, and
received his Medal of Honor for his he-
roic actions in Korea on August 17,
1952.

When his unit came under attack by
mortar and small arms fire, this pri-
vate displayed an enormous level of
commitment to his fellow troops by
throwing himself on a grenade that was
hurled in the midst of his unit. Al-
though sustaining serious wounds, Pri-
vate 1st Class Simanek’s valiant action
saved his fellow Marines from serious
injury and death.

It is for his act of great personal
valor and service to his country that I
am so proud to honor the actions of
Private 1st Class Robert Ernest
Simanek.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I now yield to my friend and
colleague from the great State of
South Carolina (Mr. SANFORD).

HONORING MAJOR GENERAL JAMES EVERETT

LIVINGSTON

Mr. SANFORD. I thank both of you
for what you’re doing tonight.

Mr. Speaker, as we well know, there
are many heroes from across this coun-
try. Most recently we’ve seen them
here in the Capitol with the tragedy of
the Naval Yard. But I think that you
all are doing something very special by
recognizing military heroes in their
different acts of heroism and courage
over the years.

I'd like to single out a resident from
my home State of South Carolina,
Major General James Everett Living-
ston. And his story’s an interesting
one, as are so many of the stories that
you’ve read.

But back on May 2 of 1968, he found
himself as a young captain in the most
unenviable of positions, in that a Ma-
rine company had been, basically, par-
titioned and was separated, and he and
other men courageously went in to ba-
sically extract that Marine company.

In the process, he was hit twice by
grenade shrapnel, but he, himself, de-
clined medical help until they were
able to go in, extract those Marines,
and get them out.

I think it’s in keeping with the mili-
tary tradition of never leaving a man
or a woman behind, and it says a lot
about his personal courage, that he
would, again, keep in the fight, even
after withstanding personal injury,
until those Marines were, again, up,
out and extracted.

And so with that, I would simply like
to single out his 33 years in the Ma-
rines, single out his wife, Sara, and his
daughters, Melissa and Kimberly, for
what they know, which is they have a
hero for a dad and, indeed, a recipient
of the Medal of Honor.

Thank you again for what you all are
doing.
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HONORING LIEUTENANT JOSEPH R. KERREY

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Lieu-
tenant Joseph Kerrey, of the United
States Navy, was awarded the Medal of
Honor for conspicuous gallantry in
taking action against the enemy in
Vietnam.

Kerrey led his SEAL team on a mis-
sion to capture important members of
the enemy’s area political cadre,
known to be located on an island in the
bay of Nha Trang.

Splitting his team into two elements,
and coordinating both, Lieutenant
Kerrey led his men in the treacherous
downward descent to the enemy’s
camp. Just as they neared the end of
their descent, intense enemy fire was
directed at them, and Lieutenant
Kerrey received massive injuries from
a grenade which exploded at his feet
and threw him backward onto the jag-
ged rocks.

Utilizing his radioman, Lieutenant
Kerrey called in the second element’s
fire support, which caught the confused
Viet Cong in a devastating crossfire.
Lieutenant Kerrey resolutely directed
his men, despite his near unconscious
state, until he was eventually evacu-
ated by helicopter.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am so proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant Joseph R. Kerrey.

HONORING COLONEL BERNARD FRANCIS FISHER

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, on behalf of my colleague
from the great State of Idaho (Mr. LAB-
RADOR), I rise to honor the heroic ef-
forts of Colonel Bernard Francis Fisher
of the United States Air Force and of
Kuna, Idaho.

Colonel Fisher was with the 1st Air
Commando Squadron, and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for his conspicuous
gallantry on March 10, 1966, in the Re-
public of Vietnam.

A Special Forces camp was under at-
tack, and hostile troops had positioned
themselves between the airstrip and
the camp. Colonel Fisher observed a
fellow airman crash on the airstrip. In
the belief that the pilot was injured
and in danger of capture, Colonel Fish-
er decided to land and attempt a res-
cue. Directing his own cover, he landed
and taxied the full length of the run-
way to rescue the pilot.

Colonel Fisher’s aircraft was struck
19 times. In the face of fire, he applied
power and took off at the overrun air-
strip.

It is for the risking of his life above
the call of duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Colonel Bernard Francis Fisher.

HONORING LIEUTENANT THOMAS G. KELLEY

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Lieu-
tenant Thomas G. Kelley was awarded
the Medal of Honor for his actions, and
going above and beyond the call of
duty, against the enemy in Vietnam.

Lieutenant Kelley was in charge of a
column of eight river assault aircrafts
which were extracting one company of
U.S. Army infantry troops on the east
bank of the Ong Muong Canal in Kien
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Hoa province when one of the armored
troop carriers reported a mechanical
failure of a loading ramp.

At approximately the same time,
Viet Cong forces opened fire from the
opposite bank of the canal. After
issuing orders for the crippled troop
carrier to raise its ramp manually and
for the remaining boats to form a pro-
tective cordon around the disabled
craft, Lieutenant Commander Kelley,
realizing the extreme danger to his col-
umn and its inability to clear the am-
bush site until the crippled unit was re-
paired, boldly maneuvered the monitor
in which he was embarked to the ex-
posed side of the protective cordon, in
direct line with the enemy’s fire, and
he ordered the monitor to commence
firing.

Sustaining serious head wounds from
the blast which hurled him to the deck
of the monitor, Lieutenant Commander
Kelley disregarded his severe injuries
and attempted to continue directing
the other boats.

It is for his courage and unwavering
devotion to duty that I am proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant Thomas G. Kelley.

HONORING MASTER SERGEANT RONALD E.
ROSSER

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today on behalf of my
colleague from Ohio (Mr. STIVERS) to
honor the heroic efforts of Master Ser-
geant Ronald Eugene Rosser of the
United States Army.

Master Sergeant Rosser was serving
with the 2nd Infantry Division and re-
ceived his Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry in action on Janu-
ary 12, 1952, in Korea.

When Master Sergeant Rosser’s pla-
toon came under heavy enemy fire
from two sides, he charged the enemy’s
positions, taking the hill, and killing
seven. Master Sergeant Rosser then de-
scended to rearm and retake the hill
once more, while eliminating enemies
along the way.

After he had taken the hill a third
time, and killed at least 13, Master Ser-
geant Rosser helped retrieve the
wounded men and make a successful
withdrawal.

It is for his gallant actions and cou-
rageous and selfless devotion to duty
that I am proud to honor and remem-
ber the actions of Master Sergeant
Ronald Eugene Prosser.

HONORING CORPORAL TIBOR RUBIN AND 2ND

LIEUTENANT WALTER DAVID EHLERS

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, it is on
behalf of my colleague from California,
ALAN LOWENTHAL, that I am proud to
honor two of his constituents who’ve
been recipients of this prestigious
Medal of Honor.

The first is Corporal Tibor Rubin,
who served in the United States Army
with the 1st Cavalry Division and re-
ceived his Medal of Honor for his ac-
tions on July 23, 1950, to April 20, 1953,
in Korea.

While the regiment was withdrawing,
Corporal Rubin singlehandedly held off
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enemy charges, allowing the 8th Cav-
alry to complete its withdrawal. On Oc-
tober 30, a number of Chinese forces
mounted an assault on Corporal
Rubin’s unit. He maintained his firing
position until he had exhausted all of
his ammunition.

Although inflicting heavy casualties
on the enemy, Corporal Rubin was
eventually captured. While in prison
camp however, the Corporal continued
his resistance and selflessness by car-
ing for his sick comrades.

Also from Congressman LOWENTHAL’S
district is one of our heroes, 2nd Lieu-
tenant Walter David Ehlers. He served
with the 1st Infantry Division of the
United States Army and was awarded
the Medal of Honor for his service in
France.

Second Lieutenant Ehlers was part of
the second wave on D-day. When the
first wave became pinned down, his
unit was sent forward to assist. On
June 9, he led his unit’s attack against
German forces and defeated several
enemy machine gun nests.

The very next day his platoon came
under heavy fire, and he singlehand-
edly diverted enemy fire so his fellow
servicemen could withdraw. Despite
being wounded, 2nd Lieutenant Ehlers
carried another wounded rifleman to
safety. Even after he was treated, he
refused to be evacuated so that he
could return to leading his squad.

It’s for his display of indomitable
courage that I'm so proud to honor and
remember the actions of 2nd Lieuten-
ant Walter David Ehlers.

HONORING TECHNICIAN 5TH GRADE ROBERT D.

MAXWELL

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise on behalf of my col-
league from the great state of Oregon
(Mr. WALDEN) to honor Technician 5th
Grade Robert Dale Maxwell of the
United States Army.

Technician 5th Grade Maxwell was in
the 3rd Infantry Division and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for su-
preme bravery in action on September
7, 1944, in France.

Technician 5th Grade Maxwell and
three others, armed only with .45 cal-
iber sidearms, defended the battalion
headquarters against an overwhelming
onslaught by an enemy platoon. De-
spite withering enemy fire, Maxwell
aggressively fought off the advancing
enemy and inspired his fellow soldiers
to continue. When an enemy hand gre-
nade landed among the squad, Mr. Max-
well unhesitatingly hurled himself
upon it, using his blanket and body to
absorb the full force of the explosion.
The act of incredible heroism perma-
nently maimed Technician 5th Grade
Maxwell but saved the lives of his com-
rades and enabled vital communica-
tions to continue during the with-
drawal from the headquarters.

It is for his valiant efforts and relent-
less spirit that I am proud to honor and
remember the actions of Technician
5th Grade Robert Dale Maxwell.

HONORING CAPTAIN THOMAS J. HUDNER, JR.

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Captain
Thomas Jerome Hudner, Jr., served
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with the United States Navy’s Fighter
Squadron 32 and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for his brave actions on
December 4, 1950, in the air over Korea.

When Captain Hudner’s wingman was
shot from the air and crash-landed be-
hind enemy lines, he courageously cir-
cled his comrade and attempted to
fight off enemy advancing on his
wingman’s position. Upon noticing
that his wingman was stuck in his
burning plane, Captain Hudner crash-
landed his own plane into the rough
mountains and in close proximity to
the enemy’s position in an attempt to
save his buddy. Captain Hudner ran to
his wingman’s position and attempted
to free him from the burning wreckage.
Unable to free him, Captain Hudner re-
turned to his aircraft to call in a res-
cue helicopter and support personnel.

It is for his exceptionally valiant ac-
tions that I am proud to honor and re-
member the actions of Captain Thomas
Jerome Hudner, Jr.
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HONORING SERGEANT GARY BURNELL BEIKIRCH

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the
bravery and courage of Sergeant Gary
Burnell Beikirch of the United States
Army.

Sergeant Beikirch was with the 1st
Special Forces and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extreme gallantry
in action on April 1, 1970, in Vietnam.
When an enemy force launched an at-
tack, the allied defenders suffered a
multitude of casualties. Without re-
gard for his own well-being, Sergeant
Beikirch sprinted from position to po-
sition to treat the wounded service-
men. Upon receiving notice that an
American officer had been wounded and
left exposed, Sergeant Beikirch
charged through enemy fire and carried
the officer to safety. Instead of allow-
ing for his own wounds to be treated,
Sergeant Beikirch continuously ran be-
tween the aid station and the field of
battle to retrieve the wounded.

It is for his complete and utter devo-
tion to the welfare of his fellow sol-
diers that I'm proud to honor the ac-
tions tonight of Sergeant Gary Burnell
Beikirch.

HONORING LIEUTENANT GENERAL ROBERT

FRANKLIN FOLEY

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Lieu-
tenant General Robert Franklin Foley
served in the United States Army,
where he received the Medal of Honor
for leading his unit, Company A, 2nd
Battalion, 27th Infantry 25th Division,
on November 5, 1966, in the Republic of
Vietnam. While moving to aid a be-
sieged unit, Lieutenant General Fo-
ley’s company clashed with a strong
enemy defense post. Lieutenant Gen-
eral Foley, directing three platoons,
was able to attend to the wounded sol-
diers while advancing them. Coming
under intense fire, the Lieutenant Gen-
eral, alone, continued to advance until
the wounded had been evacuated. Then,
after being struck by a grenade him-
self, Lieutenant General Foley refused
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medical aid and led an assault to de-
stroy three enemy positions.

It is for his outstanding leadership
and selflessness that I'm so proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant General Robert Franklin
Foley.

HONORING COLONEL HARVEY CURTISS BARNUM,
JR.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the su-
preme heroism of Colonel Harvey Cur-
tiss Barnum, Jr., of the United States
Marine Corps. Colonel Barnum was
with the 3rd Marine Division and was
awarded the Medal of Honor for con-
spicuous gallantry in action on Decem-
ber 18, 1965, in Vietnam.

Colonel Barnum’s company became
pinned down by enemy fire. Upon dis-
covering the company commander and
radio operator were seriously wounded,
he took control of the radio and as-
sumed command of the rifle company.
Colonel Barnum began positioning the
men into firing positions and began
identifying targets to engage. Behind
his leadership, the units maintained
their composure in the face of extreme
danger and potential disadvantage.
Colonel Barnum took point and led the
platoon on a successful counterattack,
eliminating key positions, and evacu-
ated the wounded.

It is for his extraordinary courage
that I'm proud to stand here to honor
and remember the actions of Colonel
Harvey Curtiss Barnum, Jr.

HONORING COLONEL GORDON RAY ROBERTS

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Colonel
Gordon Ray Roberts was a rifleman in
the 101st Airborne Division and award-
ed the Medal of Honor for his service
on July 11, 1969, in Vietnam.

Colonel Roberts’ platoon was sent to
provide assistance to a sister company.
When his platoon became pinned down
by heavy gun and grenade fire, Colonel
Roberts, with utter disregard for his
own well-being, charged forward be-
yond the perimeter and safety of his
unit. Without fear or concern, Colonel
Roberts eliminated four enemy posi-
tions and linked up with the imperiled
company. He assisted with evacuating
the wounded and supervised the with-
drawal from the position before return-
ing to his own unit.

It is for his gallant and selfless ac-
tions contributing directly to saving
the lives of his fellow soldiers that I'm
proud to honor and remember the ac-
tions of Colonel Gordon Ray Roberts.

HONORING LIEUTENANT JOHN JAMES MCGINTY,

I

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor Lieuten-
ant John James McGinty, III, of the
United States Marine Corps, who is
from Beaufort, South Carolina. He was
with Company K and was awarded the
Medal of Honor for gallantry in action
on July 18, 1966, in Vietnam.

While providing rear security to
guard the withdrawal of the battalion,
Lieutenant McGinty’s 32-man platoon
came under heavy fire. During the bar-
rage, two of McGinty’s squads became
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separated. Disregarding his own safety,
McGinty ran through automatic weap-
ons and mortar fire to convene with
the separated squads. Upon arriving, he
found 20 men wounded and the medical
corpsman Kkilled. He quickly reloaded
ammunition for the wounded men and,
though wounded, continued to encour-
age his troops and direct their fire.
Through multiple close encounters,
Lieutenant McGinty was able to adjust
artillery and effectively fight off the
enemy.

It is for his indomitable heroism and
devotion to duty that I'm proud to
honor and remember the actions of
Lieutenant John James McGinty, III.

Mr. Speaker, I want to yield to Ms.
GABBARD for some closing comments.

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, it has
truly been a privilege and a high note
of my service as a Member of Congress
to be able to stand here with my friend
and colleague, Congressman DAVIS, to
be able to read the highlights of the
courageous actions of heroes whose
service has allowed us to be here today.
This is a moment that I will never for-
get—a moment that I look forward to
sharing with many of my battle bud-
dies, my servicemembers back home.

It’s a time for us to reflect. As we’ve
heard through reading through these
courageous actions, it’s like reading
through a storybook. These are the ac-
tions of heroes and legends that maybe
we imagined as children. But we know
that these are living heroes who not
only put their lives on the line in the
service of our country overseas, but
have come home and continued that
service. They have only accepted this
Medal of Honor in a humble way, and
we honor those who did not make it
home.

I look forward to us in our work here
in Congress to be able to live up to the
standard that they have set and to
honor their service and sacrifice as we
do our best working in the people’s
House to serve our country.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, this would not happen with-
out great people helping to put this in-
formation together to honor these true
heroes. I want to thank some folks who
have worked with me: Nick Cozzo, Jor-
dan  Wellinghoff, Cathryn  Ayers,
Shontee Pant, Jenny Baldwin, Drew
Collins, Frank Santana, and Osborne
Crosby, among many others that I'm
sure I'm going to forget to mention to-
night.

Remember, this is an honor tonight.
We are not Republicans. We are not
Democrats. We are Americans coming
together to honor in a bipartisan fash-
ion 79 individuals who fought to pro-
tect the freedoms that we enjoy and to
be able to stand here on this House
floor in freedom and to be Americans
and to govern.

It is with great pride that I was able
to be joined tonight by my colleague,
my friend, TULSI GABBARD, also a mem-
ber of our military today. Thank you
for your service, TULSI. Thank you for
your service to your country here and
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your service as a member of the Hawaii
National Guard.

It is with great privilege that I was
honored to stand here tonight to recog-
nize so many true American heroes.
And it’s a privilege that I will never
forget throughout my career.

I yield back the balance of my time.

HONORING COLONEL BERNARD F. FISHER

Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of Colonel Bernard
Francis Fisher of the United States Air Force.

Colonel Fisher was with the 1st Air Com-
mando Squadron and was awarded the Medal
of Honor for his conspicuous gallantry on
March 10, 1966 in the Republic of Vietnam.

A Special Forces camp was under attack
and hostile troops had positioned themselves
between the airstrip and the camp. Colonel
Fisher observed a fellow airman crash on the
airstrip. In the belief that the pilot was injured
and in danger of capture, Colonel Fisher de-
cided to land and attempt a rescue. Directing
his own cover, he landed and taxied the full
length of the runway to rescue the pilot. Colo-
nel Fishers’ aircraft was struck 19 times. In the
face of fire, he applied power and took off at
the overrun airstrip.

It is for the risking his life above the call of
duty that | am proud to honor and remember
the actions of Colonel Bernard Francis Fisher.

HONORING LIEUTENANT THOMAS R. NORRIS

Mr. LABRADOR. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of Lieutenant Thom-
as Rolland Norris of the United States Navy.

Lieutenant Norris was a SEAL Advisor and
was awarded the Medal of Honor for supreme
bravery in action from April 10 to April 13,
1972 in Vietnam.

During the three-day period, Lieutenant Nor-
ris and a 5-man team established a Forward
Operating Base (“FOB”) deep within heavily
controlled enemy territory to conduct a rescue
of several downed pilots. Although the first
pilot was located and rescued on the evening
of the first night, a second pilot was still miss-
ing. On the last day, Lieutenant Norris and
one Vietnamese, dressed in fishermen dis-
guises, travelled in a sampan up-river and lo-
cated the last pilot. Lieutenant Norris and his
companion were then able to safely return the
pilot for medical care and evacuation.

It is for his outstanding display of leadership
and courage that | am proud to honor and re-
member the actions of Lieutenant Thomas
Rolland Norris.

HONORING FIRST LIEUTENANT BRIAN THACKER

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of First Lieutenant
Brian Thacker of the United States Army.

First Lieutenant Thacker was with the 92nd
Field Artillery Regiment and received his
Medal of Honor for actions of great gallantry
on March 31, 1971 in Vietnam.

When First Lieutenant Thacker's base was
attacked he assisted in its defense and re-
mained in position when it became apparent
that evacuation of the base was necessary.
He organized and directed the withdrawal of
the remaining friendly forces with complete
disregard for his personal safety. First Lieuten-
ant Thacker remained inside the perimeter
alone to provide covering fire until all friendly
forces had escaped. Due to his selfless acts,
First Lieutenant Thacker remained trapped be-
hind enemy lines for eight days before he was
finally rescued.
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It is for his valiant efforts and selfless spirit
in service to our nation that | am proud to
honor and remember the actions of First Lieu-
tenant Brian Thacker.

HONORING CORPORAL TIBOR RUBIN

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of Corporal Tibor
Rubin of the United States Army.

Corporal Rubin was with the 1st Cavalry Di-
vision and received his Medal of Honor for ex-
traordinary heroism in action from July 23,
1950 to April 20, 1953 in Korea.

While the Regiment was withdrawing, Cor-
poral Rubin single-handedly held off enemy
charges allowing the 8th Cavalry to complete
its withdrawal. On October 30, 1950, a num-
ber of Chinese forces mounted an assault on
Corporal Rubin’s unit. Corporal Rubin main-
tained his firing position untii he had ex-
hausted all his ammunition. Although inflicting
heavy casualties on the enemy, Corporal
Rubin was eventually captured. While in a
prison camp, however, the Corporal continued
his resistance and selflessness by caring for
his sick comrades.

It is for his unyielding courage and bravery
that | am proud to honor and remember the
actions of Corporal Tibor “Ted” Rubin.
HONORING TECHNICIAN FIFTH GRADE ROBERT D.

MAXWELL

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Technician Fifth Grade Robert Dale
Maxwell of the United States Army.

Technician 5th Grade Maxwell was in 3rd
Infantry Division and was awarded the Medal
of Honor for supreme bravery in action on
September 7, 1944 near Besancon, France.

Technician 5th Grade Maxwell and 3 others,
armed only with .45 caliber side arms, de-
fended the battalion headquarters against an
overwhelming onslaught by an enemy platoon.
Despite withering enemy fire Maxwell aggres-
sively fought off the advancing enemy and in-
spired his fellow soldiers to continue. When an
enemy hand grenade landed among the
squad, Technician 5th Grade Maxwell
unhesitatingly hurled himself upon it, using his
blanket and body to absorb the full force of
the explosion. The act of incredible heroism
permanently maimed Technician 5th Grade
Maxwell, but saved the lives of his comrades
and enabled vital communications to continue
during the withdrawal from the headquarters.

It is for his valiant efforts and relentless spir-
it that | am proud to honor and remember the
actions of Technician Fifth Grade Robert Dale
Maxwell.

HONORING SERGEANT FIRST CLASS GARY LEE

LITTRELL

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to honor the Congressional Medal of
Honor Society, comprised solely of Medal of
Honor recipients. During this week, the recipi-
ents will assemble to honor and remember all
who have served our country and to further
the brotherhood among one another. This
year, Gettysburg, Pennsylvania has been cho-
sen as the site for the convention and Ser-
geant First Class Litterell of the United States
Army and his valiant efforts will be recognized
and he will be the featured hero of this year’s
convention.

Sergeant First Class Littrell was awarded
the Medal of Honor for conspicuous gallantry
and intrepidity above and beyond the call of
duty in Kontum province, Republic of Vietnam,
on 4-8 April 1970. Sergeant First Class Littrell
was assigned to the United States Military As-
sistance Command, Vietnam, and Advisory
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Team 21. He distinguished himself while serv-
ing as a Light Weapons Infantry Advisor with
the 23d Battalion, 2d Ranger Group, Republic
of Vietham Army, near Dak Seang. After es-
tablishing a defensive perimeter on a hill on
April 4, the battalion he was assigned was
subjected to an intense enemy mortar attack
which killed the Viethamese commander, one
advisor, and seriously wounded all the advi-
sors except Sergeant First Class Littrell. Dur-
ing the ensuing four days, Sergeant First
Class Littrell exhibited near superhuman en-
durance as he single-handedly bolstered the
besieged battalion. Repeatedly abandoning
positions of relative safety, he directed artillery
and air support by day and marked the unit’'s
location by night, despite the heavy, con-
centrated enemy fire. His dauntless will in-
stilled in the men of the 23rd Battalion a deep
desire to resist. Assault after assault was re-
pulsed as the battalion responded to the ex-
traordinary leadership and personal example
exhibited by Sergeant First Class Littrell as he
continuously moved to those points most seri-
ously threatened by the enemy, redistributed
ammunition, strengthened faltering defenses,
cared for the wounded and shouted encour-
agement to the Vietnamese in their own lan-
guage. When the beleaguered battalion was fi-
nally ordered to withdraw, numerous am-
bushes were encountered. Sergeant First
Class Littrell repeatedly prevented widespread
disorder by directing air strikes to within 50
meters of their position. Through his indomi-
table courage and complete disregard for his
safety, he averted excessive loss of life and
injury to the members of the battalion. The
sustained extraordinary courage and selfless-
ness displayed by Sergeant First Class Littrell
over an extended period of time were in keep-
ing with the highest traditions of the military
service and reflect great credit on him and the
U.S. Army. It is for his courage and unwaver-
ing devotion to duty that | am proud to honor
and remind our fellow Americans of the ac-
tions of Sergeant First Class Littrell.

HONORING SECOND LIEUTENANT WALTER D.

EHLERS

Mr. LOWNETHAL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the heroic efforts of Second Lieuten-
ant Walter David Ehlers of the United States
Army.

Second Lieutenant Ehlers was with the 1st
Infantry Division and was awarded the Medal
of Honor for conspicuous gallantry in action
near Goville, France.

Second Lieutenant Ehlers was of part of the
second wave on D-Day. When the first wave
became pinned down, his unit was sent for-
ward to assist. On June 9th he led his unit's
attack against German forces and defeated
several enemy machinegun nests. The next
day, his platoon came under heavy fire and he
singlehandedly diverted enemy fire so his fel-
low servicemen could withdrawal. Despite
being wounded, Second Lieutenant Ehlers
carried another wounded rifleman to safety.
After treatment, he refused to be evacuated
and returned to leading his squad.

It is for his display of indomitable courage
that 1 am proud to honor and remember the
action of Second Lieutenant Walter David
Ehlers.

HONORING CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER FOUR
HERSHEL WOODROW WILLIAMS

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor Hershel Woodrow Williams and his he-
roic efforts and continued selfless service to
his fellow veterans.
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Corporal Williams was with the 3rd Marine
Division when he was awarded the Medal of
Honor for conspicuous gallantry in action on
February 23, 1945, on the island of Iwo Jima.
Flanked by only four riflemen, time and again,
Corporal Williams advanced into the enemy
defenses to set charges and wipe out enemy
positions with a flamethrower. He brazenly
charged pillboxes and enemy defenses to
pave the way for his fellow soldiers. His
“unyielding determination and extraordinary
heroism” are legendary.

But Woody’s devotion nor did he feel his
duty ended there. Back home he served as a
civilian counselor and as a volunteer in his
church, community and with veterans’ organi-
zations. A lifetime dedicated to repay those
who gave all so that he and countless others
could come home; a lifelong commitment to
assisting veterans, their spouses and children.

For all his valiant devotion to our Nation, |
am proud to honor Chief Warrant Officer Four,
Hershel Woodrow Williams.

HONORING SERGEANT EINAR H. INGMAN, JR.

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor the valiant efforts of Sergeant Einar H.
Ingman, Jr. of the United States Army.

Sergeant Einar H. Ingman, Jr. was awarded
the Medal of Honor for conspicuous gallantry
and intrepidity above and beyond the call of
duty in action against the enemy in Korea.

Members of Sergeant Ingman’s company
were pinned down by pinned down enemy fire
that wounded all squad leaders and several
other men. Then Cpl. Ingman assumed com-
mand, reorganized and combined the two
trapped squads, and proceeded to charge the
enemy machine guns alone. He took out one
crew with a grenade before being hit by a sec-
ond machine gun. Seriously injured, and with
incredible courage and stamina, Cpl. Ingman
rose and killed the entire gun crew using only
his rifle before falling unconscious from his
wounds. As a result of this singular action, the
defense of the enemy was broken, his squad
secured its objective, and more than 100 hos-
tile troops abandoned their weapons and fled
in disorganized retreat.

It is for his courage and unwavering devo-
tion to duty that | am proud to honor and re-
member the actions of Sergeant Einar H.
Ingman, Jr.

HONORING MAJOR GENERAL PATRICK HENRY

BRADY

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, today we
honor Major General Patrick Henry Brady of
the United States Army.

Major General Brady was awarded the
Medal of Honor for extreme heroism on Janu-
ary 6, 1968, in the Republic of Vietnam as a
member of the 54th Medical Detachment.

Major General Brady rescued dozens of se-
riously wounded men from an enemy-held ter-
ritory blanketed by fog. He braved heavy
enemy fire and risked his own life to save the
lives of them. By the end of the day, Major
General Brady had employed three different
aircraft to evacuate 51 wounded men, most of
whom would otherwise have perished.

It is for his unwavering courage that we are
proud to honor and appreciate the actions of
Major General Patrick Henry Brady, who lives
in New Braunfels, Texas.

HONORING COLONEL ROGER HUGH CHARLES

DONLON

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor the heroic efforts of Colonel Roger
Hugh Charles Donlon of the United States
Army.
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Colonel Donlon was with Army Special
Forces Detachment A—726 and awarded the
Medal of Honor for supreme gallantry in action
on July 1964, in Vietnam.

While defending a U.S. military installation
against an attack by hostile forces, Colonel
Donlon directed the defense operations in the
midst of an enemy barrage.

He marshaled his forces and ordered the re-
moval of needed ammunition from a blazing
building. He then dashed through small arms
fire, detected the enemy and quickly dis-
patched them.

Colonel Donlon sustained a severe stomach
wound and disregarded his own injury for the
wellbeing of his men.

As daylight brought defeat to the enemy,
Colonel Donlon reorganized his defenses and
administered first aid to the wounded.

It is for his extreme display of bravery that
| am proud to honor and remember the ac-
tions of Colonel Roger Hugh Charles Donlon.

HONORING PETTY OFFICER ROBERT R. INGRAM

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to honor the valiant efforts of Hospital Corps-
man Third Class Robert R. Ingram of the
United States Navy.

Petty Officer Ingram was awarded the
Medal of Honor for conspicuous gallantry and
intrepidity above and beyond the call of duty
in Republic of North Vietham on 28 March
1966.

Petty Officer Ingram accompanied a point
platoon as it engaged an outpost of a North
Vietnamese battalion. As the fighting moved
from a ridge to a rice paddy, the tree line ex-
ploded with a hail of bullets from 100 North Vi-
etnamese regulars.

In mere moments, the platoon ranks were
decimated. Oblivious to the dangers, Petty Of-
ficer Ingram crawled across the bullet-spat-
tered terrain to reach a downed Marine.

Ingram was injured, but he proceeded to
collect ammunition from the dead and offered
aid to the wounded.

From 4 pm until just prior to sunset, Petty
Officer Ingram pushed, pulled, cajoled, and
doctored his Marines. Despite pain and the
probability of his own death, Petty Officer
Ingram’s actions, initiative and dedication to
duty saved many lives.

In 2001, | was honored to be able to dedi-
cate the Medical clinic at our local Navy base
in honor of his courage and unwavering devo-
tion to duty.

In Jacksonville, he continues his work as a
nurse and is considered a local hero. | am
proud to recognize the bravery and heroism of
Petty Officer Ingram.

HONORING MASTER SERGEANT RONALD E.
ROSSER

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
honor the heroic efforts of Master Sergeant
Ronald Eugene Rosser of the United States
Army.

Master Sergeant Rosser was serving with
the 2nd Infantry Division and received his
Medal of Honor for conspicuous gallantry in
action on January 12, 1952 in Korea.

When Master Sergeant Rosser’s platoon
came under heavy enemy fire from two sides,
he charged the enemy’s positions, taking the
hill, and kiling 7. Master Sergeant Rosser
then descended to rearm and retake the hill
once more while eliminating enemies along
the way. After he had taken the hill a third
time and killed at least 13, Master Sergeant
Rosser helped retrieve the wounded men and
make a successful withdrawal.
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It is for his gallant actions and courageous
and selfless devotion to duty that | am proud
to honor and remember the actions of Master
Sergeant Ronald Eugene Rosser.

——

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
PERSONS WHO COMMIT, THREAT-
EN TO COMMIT, OR SUPPORT
TERRORISM—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 113-63)

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 prior to 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. In accord-
ance with this provision, I have sent to
the Federal Register for publication the
enclosed notice stating that the na-
tional emergency with respect to per-
sons who commit, threaten to commit,
or support terrorism declared in Execu-
tive Order 13224 of September 23, 2001,
is to continue in effect beyond Sep-
tember 23, 2013.

The crisis constituted by the grave
acts of terrorism and threats of ter-
rorism committed by foreign terror-
ists, including the terrorist attacks on
September 11, 2001, in New York and
Pennsylvania and against the Pen-
tagon, and the continuing and imme-
diate threat of further attacks on
United States nationals or the United
States that led to the declaration of a
national emergency on September 23,
2001, has not been resolved. These ac-
tions continue to pose an unusual and
extraordinary threat to the national
security, foreign policy, and economy
of the United States. For this reason, I
have determined that it is necessary to
continue the national emergency de-
clared in Executive Order 13224 with re-
spect to persons who commit, threaten
to commit, or support terrorism.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 18, 2013.
———
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE PAR-

TIES TO THE NORTH ATLANTIC

TREATY FOR COOPERATION RE-

GARDING ATOMIC INFORMA-

TION—MESSAGE FROM THE

PRESIDENT OF THE TUNITED

STATES (H. DOC. NO. 113-64)

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:
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I am pleased to transmit to the Con-
gress, consistent with sections 123 and
144 b. of the Atomic Energy Act, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 21563 and 2164(b)),
the text of the Agreement Between the
Parties to the North Atlantic Treaty
for Cooperation Regarding Atomic In-
formation, including a technical annex
and security annex (hereinafter collec-
tively referred to as the ‘“ATOMAL
Agreement’’), as a proposed agreement
for cooperation authorizing the ex-
change of U.S. Restricted Data and
Formerly Restricted Data within the
context of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) between the
United States of America and the fol-
lowing member of NATO: the Republic
of Croatia (hereinafter the ‘“New
Party™).

In addition, I am pleased to transmit
my written approval, authorization,
and determination concerning the
ATOMAL Agreement with respect to
the New Party, with a copy of the
memorandum of the Secretary of De-
fense with respect to the agreement.
The ATOMAL Agreement entered into
force on March 12, 1965, with respect to
the United States and the other NATO
members at that time. The Czech Re-
public, the Republic of Hungary, the
Republic of Poland, Spain, the Repub-
lic of Bulgaria, the Republic of Esto-
nia, the Republic of Latvia, the Repub-
lic of Lithuania, Romania, the Slovak
Republic, and the Republic of Slovenia
subsequently became parties to the
ATOMAL Agreement. The New Party
has signed this agreement and has indi-
cated its willingness to be bound by it.
The ATOMAL Agreement with respect
to the New Party meets the require-
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended. Although the
ATOMAL Agreement continues in force
with respect to the United States and
the other current parties to it, it will
not become effective as an agreement
for cooperation authorizing the ex-
change of atomic information with re-
spect to the New Party until comple-
tion of procedures prescribed by sec-
tions 123 and 144 b. of the Atomic En-

ergy Act of 1954, as amended.
For more than 40 years, the ATOMAL

Agreement has served as the frame-
work within which NATO and the other
NATO members that have become par-
ties to this agreement have received
the information that is necessary to an
understanding and knowledge of, and
participation in, the political and stra-
tegic consensus upon which the collec-
tive military capacity of the Alliance
depends. This agreement permits only
the transfer of atomic information, not
weapons, nuclear material, or equip-
ment. Participation in the ATOMAL
Agreement will give the New Party the
same standing within the Alliance with
regard to nuclear matters as that of
the other current parties to the
ATOMAL Agreement. This is impor-
tant for the cohesiveness of the Alli-

ance and will enhance its effectiveness.
I have considered the views and rec-

ommendations of the Department of
Defense (DOD) and other interested
agencies in reviewing the ATOMAL
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Agreement and have determined that
its performance, including the pro-
posed cooperation and the proposed
communication of Restricted Data
thereunder with respect to the New
Party, will promote, and will not con-
stitute an unreasonable risk to, the
common defense and security. Accord-
ingly, I have approved the ATOMAL
Agreement with respect to the New
Party and authorized the DOD to co-
operate with the New Party in the con-
text of NATO upon satisfaction of the
requirements of section 123 of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amend-
ed.

The 60-day continuous session period
provided for in section 123 begins upon
receipt of this submission.

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, September 18, 2013.

————

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION
REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CARDENAS) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Speaker, it is a
great honor to be here on the floor to
speak to America and those around the
world who watch and understand all
that we try to do in this Congress. It
gives me great pleasure and honor to
speak tonight about a very important
issue that faces America but is just as
important to people from all over the
world.

The United States of America is the
country where dreams come true. It’s
not hard to see that citizenship is a
cornerstone of that American Dream.
We’re a Nation of immigrants—and im-
migration remains one of the great
strengths of our great Nation.

Yesterday, we celebrated Citizenship
Day and were reminded of the impor-
tant contributions immigrants have
made to America—immigrants from all
over the world.

As Congress continues to delay the
passage of comprehensive immigration
reform, we’re again reminded that the
inclusion of a pathway to citizenship is
essential to ensuring that all immi-
grants are able to fully contribute to
our economy, workforce, and to our
communities.

One of the major reasons that we
have so many undocumented workers
in this great Nation is because our
legal immigration system is broken.
We should work as hard as possible to
ensure that hardworking men and
women who simply want to live the
American Dream can do so—and that
they can do so as American citizens.

What happens when immigrants are
able to become citizens rather than
just seeing their immigration status le-
galized? The answer is simple. We—all
of us in America—will have a stronger
and more integrated Nation, a stronger
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economy, and stronger communities.
The economic benefits of citizenship
are undeniable. Research shows failure
to include a path to citizenship would
have significant economic costs in
terms of lost opportunity for growth,
earnings, tax revenues, and jobs for
Americans.

Providing only legal status with no
pathway to citizenship would result in
$668 billion less in national produc-
tivity and $321 billion less in total in-
come, 820,000 fewer total jobs would be
created, and Federal and State govern-
ments would lose out on $75 billion in
additional tax revenue, according to
outside estimates.

O 2000

Refusing immigrants the opportunity
to become U.S. citizens hurts America.
It hurts Americans as well. It hurts our
economic interests as a country.

I want to fix our immigration system
and to give those who are willing to
work hard for this Nation and sacrifice
of themselves an opportunity to do so
as Americans. This is why I will con-
tinue to work with Democrats, Repub-
licans, and anyone willing to listen to
pass an immigration reform bill that is
comprehensive and includes a path to
citizenship.

At this time, I would like to take the
opportunity to introduce Congressman
STENY HOYER, the minority whip from
Maryland. Maryland is one of the ear-
liest States where immigrants landed.
Even your State, Congressman HOYER,
has a flag that represents those immi-
grants and their contributions to
Maryland; correct?

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

He is absolutely correct, of course.
The Maryland flag, which I think is
one of the more distinctive State flags,
has four quadrants, two of which rep-
resent the Baltimore family to which
the Royal charter was given, as the
gentleman observed, and two represent
the Crossland family, which was the
wife of Liord Baltimore. So I appreciate
the gentleman referring to that. And of
course all of us live in States that were
started by immigrants.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to join my friend,
Representative CARDENAS, and other
distinguished Members who are here
tonight to pay tribute to the immi-
grant heritage of our country.

“From her beacon hand glows world-
wide welcome,” wrote the poet Emma
Lazarus. She went on with her poem to
say:

‘““Keep, ancient lands, your storied pomp,”
cries she with silent lips. ‘“Give me your
tired, your poor, your huddled masses yearn-
ing to be free, the wretched refuse of your
teeming shores. Send these, the homeless,
the tempest-tossed, to me, I lift my lamp be-
side the golden door.”

That iconic image we see so often is
a symbol of America’s welcome to
those who would participate in making
it better. But the poet was wrong. It
was not the wretched refuse of the
teeming shores that came to America.
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It was some of the most risk-taking,
courageous, entrepreneurial people. It
took courage to leave their land, to
leave their language, and to come to
America. But because they had ambi-
tion and vision and hope, they came.
And they helped to build the greatest
Nation the world has ever seen. Those
words engraved on the Statue of Lib-
erty are a creed of which our Nation
must always keep faith.

For Americans, citizenship means
more than belonging to a place. It rep-
resents a sacred bond not only between
those who carry it, but a sacred duty to
make sure others can earn it who share
our devotion to liberty and justice for
all. Yes, those immigrants, they be-
lieved that declaration intoning pur-
suit of happiness. What a wonderful
concept that ‘“we hold these truths to
be self-evident.” Pursuit of happiness
is one of those values that we hold
forth to all the world.

You know, we hear a lot of talk, Mr.
Speaker, on this floor and in our na-
tional discourse about what makes
America exceptional, about what
makes us unique and special among the
nations of the world. The answer, I be-
lieve, is that we have brought together
the best of all the nations of the world.
Those who come seeking shelter on our
shores do so because they want to work
hard to succeed. They’re willing to
take the risk of leaving all that they
know just for a chance to make it in
America. That is why the Congress
must pursue, Mr. Speaker, comprehen-
sive immigration reform that includes
a path to citizenship.

Mr. Speaker, 40 percent of all the
Nobel Prize winners in America were
born on foreign shores. They came
here, contributed here, excelled here,
and made our country better. Those
who have come here to build a strong
America—and those who were brought
here as children and have known no
other home—deserve a chance to keep
contributing to this country through
their hard work and their service to
our communities.

Mr. Speaker, I am the son of an im-
migrant, an immigrant from Denmark.
Serving with me in this Chamber are
the sons and daughters, grandsons and
granddaughters, great-grandsons and
great-granddaughters, and yes, even
more generations before. Grandsons of
immigrants from Mexico, from Italy,
from China, from Africa, from Eastern
Europe, from the Caribbean, from
Asia—indeed, from every land in this
world.

In marking Citizenship Day, which
was yesterday, it is up to us to make
sure that our exceptional American
idea of citizenship continues to mani-
fest itself as an extended hand to all
who love freedom, are committed to
justice, and wish to build a strong
America for all its people. Comprehen-
sive immigration reform will enable us,
as it has in the past, to keep that hand
extended and bring into our society
and economy those who believe in the
power of the American Dream.

September 18, 2013

Mr. Speaker, let us work together,
not as Democrats and Republicans, but
as fellow immigrants. First, second,
third, fourth, fifth, however many gen-
erations, we are the children of immi-
grants. Let us work together to fix our
immigration system and ensure that
the lamp beside the golden door con-
tinues to shine its light to enrich our
Nation and continue to offer hope and
inspiration for all the world.

I want to thank my colleague, TONY
CARDENAS, from California. He is a new
Member, but an extraordinarily experi-
enced Member. He knows about immi-
gration firsthand. I want to thank him
for taking this Special Order because it
is important for America to keep that
lamp lifted. And to do so, Mr. Speaker,
we need, as Mr. CARDENAS has said, to
pass a comprehensive immigration bill.
And, Mr. Speaker, we ought to pass it
this year.

I thank the gentleman for taking the
time. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me the time.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you very
much, Congressman HOYER. I appre-
ciate those eloquent words and also the
fact that you pointed out that you are
definitely a proud American, yet at the
same time you are proud to say that
you’re the son of immigrants. That’s a
beautiful thing for us to welcome and
embrace in this country. I hope and
pray that we do, in fact, pass com-
prehensive immigration reform and
pass it soon. So thank you so much for
your leadership.

Next, Mr. Speaker, I would like to in-
vite to share a few words with all of us
my colleague, MARC VEASEY, from the
Dallas/Fort Worth metroplex area.

Congressman VEASEY, I know Texas
is a State of proud patriots, and they
must have been very proud when we
read from the Constitution earlier this
year at the beginning of our session.
That document is the basis of a lot of
what makes our country so appealing
to those people from all over the world
who want to come here and contribute
to this great Nation; isn’t it?

Mr. VEASEY. Absolutely.

Mr. CARDENAS. Why don’t you tell
us a little bit about what being a cit-
izen is like and what it means to you
and the folks in your district, many of
whom protect and defend our great Na-
tion.

Mr. VEASEY. Congressman
CARDENAS, I thank you very much for
doing this. I would like to thank my
friend from the Golden State of Cali-
fornia for leading this important dis-
cussion. I'm also very proud that this
is a very diverse group that is here
today to talk about the importance of
citizenship and diversity.

As it was pointed out a minute ago
by STENY HOYER, our whip, he talked
about his background and him being a
first-generation American. So many of
the contributions and so many of the
things that make America what it is
today is because of immigrants. This
discussion is very important. And Con-
gressman HOYER is right; we need to
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pass a comprehensive immigration re-
form bill because it’s the right thing to
do.

When you talk about the growth and
you look at the gross domestic prod-
uct, U.S. personal income, I can tell
you in my own personal State of Texas
what immigrants mean to our vibrant
economy. We have so many people that
are moving to our State every day. And
much of that success that we are expe-
riencing in Texas, the Lone Star State,
particularly in Dallas/Fort Worth
metroplex, is because of immigrant
growth.

This week we celebrate 226 years
since the U.S. Constitutional Conven-
tion was signed into law. Since that
time, America’s Constitution has been
seen as the backbone for the rights and
freedoms of all U.S. citizens. The U.S.
Constitution is the epitome of what it
means to be an American citizen in our
country. September 17, the day it was
adopted, is a day to celebrate what this
document means for those who have
become or who aspire to be U.S. citi-
Zens.

Throughout our Nation’s history, im-
migrants have embraced the spirit of
liberty, justice, and equality for all.
These were the same principles that
guided the Framers of the Constitution
as they built a stronger republic. The
Founding Fathers felt that the people
who immigrated and spent years build-
ing lives in this country deserved citi-
zenship. We should have that same
spirit today in this body.

They were keenly aware that making
new immigrants wait a long time for
citizenship denied them the very rights
that Americans had just fought to
claim for themselves. By guaranteeing
a uniform rule of naturalization, the
Constitution presupposes an immigrant
nation. Let’s join the Framers by
pledging to support and defend the
Constitution and the laws of the
United States of America.

BEach year during Citizenship Day, we
recognize the newest members of the
American family as they pledge alle-
giance to our Constitution in natu-
ralization ceremonies across our great
country. This week, U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration Services will welcome
over 18,000 new TU.S. citizens during
more than 180 naturalization cere-
monies hailed across the country.

As thousands take their first step to-
wards the American Dream, we must
all recognize the obstacles that still
exist for so many others who long to
contribute to the mnext chapter of
America’s story. The steps toward be-
coming a citizen are riddled with dif-
ficult, confusing, and very expensive
hurdles. In addition to the cost and bu-
reaucracy, there are also some individ-
uals in the community preying on im-
migrants, taking their money and tell-
ing them they are guaranteed citizen-
ship.

Our national, economic, social, and
cultural vibrancy are the direct result
of labor and efforts of generations of
immigrants. According to the Center
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for the Study of Immigrant Integration
at the University of Southern Cali-
fornia, income rises an average of 8 to
11 percent when immigrants become
citizens.

Delaying and ignoring real problems
in our broken immigration system for
political purposes has not brought so-
lutions; it has only brought heartache
for the many families who wish to as-
similate and make America stronger.

In the spirit of Citizenship Day, I
stand with my colleagues to recognize
the many benefits that immigrants
bring to the United States of America.

Mrs. Velasquez-Acosta came to this
country from El Salvador and became a
naturalized U.S. citizen. Now her son
Sam works in the office of a Member of
the United States House of Representa-
tives. In fact, he serves the constitu-
ents of the 33rd Congressional District
in the congressional office that I rep-
resent. He is truly a living person that
can tell you the benefits of immigra-
tion—he and his family.

I believe that there is a level of opti-
mism because I see it in Sam and I see
it in so many others who reside in the
33rd Congressional District, the level of
optimism that immigrants have his-
torically brought to this country and
to our State. When you bring new peo-
ple into the American family, you en-
ergize and get others involved.

0 2015

We must focus on the urgency of
helping the almost 9 million legal per-
manent residents who are eligible for
citizenship in this country. We must
help them take those final steps to-
ward the American Dream so they can
fully become a part of the Democratic
process. That’s what it’s all about.

Today, we must rededicate ourselves
to pass comprehensive immigration re-
form. This fair, commonsense system
would include a pathway to citizenship
for those here now, a family reunifica-
tion system, and a market-based struc-
ture that meets legitimate labor needs,
protecting both the interest of Amer-
ican workers and industry.

As a nation of immigrants, let us cel-
ebrate the long line of aspiring citizens
who have had a positive impact on our
history. Immigrants have enriched our
character, contributed to our economy
by founding businesses and creating
jobs, and have sacrificed their liveli-
hoods so that they could defend our
freedoms and secure a brighter future
for our children.

The men who signed our Constitution
226 years ago—226 years ago—envi-
sioned the United States as a land of
opportunity. Today, as legislators, we
are charged with building on that same
vision, and our Nation will be stronger
for it.

I thank my friend from California for
using this time to talk about some-
thing that is so important to our coun-
try. We can no longer wait. The time is
now. }

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you very
much, Congressman VEASEY. Thank
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you for sharing those words with all of
us.

Mr. Speaker, next I would like to in-
troduce KYRSTEN SINEMA from Arizona.
She knows what dreams are made of
and what it takes to be a participant in
making those dreams come true.

Ms. SINEMA. Thank you, Mr.
CARDENAS, for holding this event this
evening. I appreciate the time.

Mr. Speaker, many others who will
be speaking this evening will spend
time talking about the numbers or the
benefits of changing our immigration
laws in our country.

I'm going to tell just one brief story
about my district. When I was elected
to Congress earlier this year, I was in-
vited, as many Members of Congress
are, to address and welcome newly
sworn-in citizens. As the swearing-in
ceremony was happening on a day that
I was in Washington, a member of my
team back in Phoenix joined that citi-
zenship ceremony and spoke on my be-
half.

After the event was over, I asked her
how it went. It was her first time
speaking publicly on behalf of our of-
fice, and I asked her what it was like.
She answered by telling me about her
experience.

The staffer who went to the citizen-
ship ceremony on my behalf is a young
woman named Erika Andiola. Erika
Andiola is a Dreamer. She was born in
Mexico and brought to this country as
a young person. She went to junior
high and high school in Phoenix, Ari-
zona. She later went to Arizona State
University and graduated with high
honors. She now works for me in my
office as an outreach director.

Erika spoke to the individuals who
had just become citizens at the citizen-
ship ceremony and welcomed them as
new citizens to our country. What she
said to me afterwards was that one day
she hopes to sit in that citizenship
ceremony herself and to become a cit-
izen of these United States.

Mr. CARDENAS, members of the Ninth
District, fellow citizens of this coun-
try, this is the reason we must get the
immigration reform. Young people like
Erika Andiola have lived in this United
States for almost their entire lives and
know no other country. While they
watch others become citizens, they
still dream for that day themselves.

Mr. CARDENAS, we must make that
happen for Erika.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you very
much, Congresswoman SINEMA.

Next, I would like to invite to share
a few words with all of us Congressman
O’ROURKE from Texas.

Congressman, a lot of us have talked
about citizenship and what it means
when you raise your hand and swear al-
legiance to this country, and the many
ways that immigrants have contrib-
uted to our great Nation. But for you I
think it touches a little closer to
home.

I've heard there’s a new American
citizen in your district who has made a
major contribution to your congres-
sional office. Can you share with us
that story?
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Mr. O'ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, I am
very honored to be here today to speak
on the topic of immigration reform,
immigration reform that is humane,
that is rational, that is fiscally respon-
sible, and to be doing so with the guid-
ance and leadership of Congressman
CARDENAS, my friend from California,
who despite his short tenure in Con-
gress has really emerged as a leader on
this very important issue—important
to me, important to the community I
represent in El Paso, Texas, important
to our State, and important to our
country. Frankly, just to extend it one
more time, important to the world, be-
cause I think the world’s eyes are on us
today, they’re on us as we decide how
we are going to respond to this oppor-
tunity, this once in a 20- or 30-year op-
portunity to make meaningful, positive
changes in our broken immigration
system, because as STENY HOYER said
earlier, ‘“‘we are proudly a Nation of
immigrants.”’

I'm sure it is this way for the gen-
tleman from California, but for me the
moral and ethical reasons are the most
compelling—to do the right thing for
those people who are already in our
communities, for the people who have
so much to offer who have yet to come
to our shores and will add to the econ-
omy, to the civic strength of our com-
munities and make the places that we
live in and the country that we call
home a better place.

I think of Edgar Falcon, a con-
stituent of mine, a U.S. citizen, who is
working. While he’s working, he’s also
going to nursing school to improve his
life, his ability to compete in the mar-
ketplace, his opportunity to contribute
back to the community that we live in.

To complete his life beyond his edu-
cation and his work and everything
that he has done in the community, he
wants to marry the woman of his
dreams, a woman named Maricruz, who
currently lives in Durango, Mexico,
who would love to be here with the
man that she loves.

But unfortunately, because of our
current broken immigration system,
she’s unable to live here in the United
States with the man that she loves.
He’s unable to bring her here because
when she was a child, her sister, while
they were crossing into the United
States, falsely claimed citizenship for
the both of them. Under our current
broken immigration system, that has
earned her a lifetime ban from reentry
to the United States.

So despite the fact that an American
citizen, someone I represent, someone
who pays taxes into our government,
someone who is by all measures doing
everything he can to make our commu-
nity and our country a better place, he
cannot be with the woman he loves be-
cause of what I think to be a very arbi-
trary and unhelpful law that is sepa-
rating two people who deeply love each
other.

What we need to do is correct this
through comprehensive immigration
reform and through a measure that
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we’ll be introducing this week, the
American Families United Act, that
will allow judges some level of discre-
tion in cases like these where we have
someone who poses no threat to our
country, who can pay a fine, do some
sort of penance for a mistake they
made or a family member made on
their behalf, and then if it makes sense
for our community and our security is
secured, they are able to join our com-
munity, the person that they want to
marry, a U.S. citizen.

I hope that we’ll have others who will
join us in cosponsoring this legislation
that we’ll introduce this week because
there are literally thousands upon
thousands of American families, fami-
lies of U.S. citizens, who are affected
negatively by this immigration law.

As 1 said earlier, we want to do the
right thing for the right reasons, for
the moral imperative. Coming from El
Paso, Texas, we really have been the
Ellis Island for much of Latin America,
including Mexico. The people who came
through our ports of entry ended up in
Los Angeles, they ended up in Cali-
fornia, they went to Chicago, they
went to New York, they went to all
points east, west and north, and then
many tens of thousands, hundreds of
thousands, chose to stay in El Paso.

It is because of those immigrants,
both legal and unauthorized immi-
grants I would argue, that El Paso
today is the safest city in the United
States. It was the safest city last year
as well, it was the safest city the year
before that. For the last 10 years, El
Paso has been one of the top five safest
cities in the United States.

When we hear people, who I think out
of ignorance, say that we need to se-
cure the border before we move forward
with comprehensive immigration re-
form, I tell them that today we are
spending $18 billion on border security,
more than we are spending on all other
Federal law enforcement agencies com-
bined, that we’ve built hundreds of
miles of fencing, that net migration
last year from Mexico was actually
zero, that El Paso is the safest city,
San Diego is the second-safest. The
U.S. side of the U.S. border compared
to the rest of the country is far safer.
We do not have a border security prob-
lem today. The border has never been
more secure or more safe.

For all of those reasons, all of the
moral ones and all of the commonsense
ones that I just cited, we should do the
right thing. Yet that is not enough for
some people.

I will conclude by saying this. It is in
our moral interest as a country that
wants to do the right thing. It makes
all the common sense in the world to
do the right thing. But if we look at
our economic self-interest, today it is
already proven that immigrants, in-
cluding unauthorized immigrants, con-
tribute far more to our economy, they
contribute far more to our tax base,
they contribute far more to job oppor-
tunities and quality of life than they
take in benefits. That has, I think,
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been proven beyond a shadow of a
doubt.

What we also know is that if some
form of the current proposal for com-
prehensive immigration reform passes,
the CBO has scored it such that within
the first 10 years these new immigrants
to our country who will be on a path to
citizenship will be able to reduce our
deficit by more than $150 billion. In the
next 10 years, those same immigrants
will reduce our deficit an additional
$800 to $900 billion. They’ll also be con-
tributors into Social Security, one of
the pillars of our social safety net, one
that is unable to meet its obligations
in the not too distant future. This is
surely going to help us to shore up So-
cial Security as well.

So whether we look at the moral dy-
namic, whether we look at what makes
common sense for our communities and
our country, or whether we look at our
economic self-interest, comprehensive
immigration reform that is rational,
that is humane, and that is fiscally re-
sponsible makes sense for this country.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you very
much, Congressman O’ROURKE. We ap-
preciate the opportunity to hear a per-
spective from your part of Texas and
our great country.

Next, I would like to welcome and
talk a little bit with Congressman BILL
FOSTER of Illinois, a little bit right
now.

Congressman FOSTER, part of the
American Dream is owning a home. I,
myself, was a real estate broker before
getting involved in elected office, and I
know that it’s tough for those people
who want to own a home if they don’t
have their documentation in order or
their citizenship in order. We have a
lot of vacant homes around the coun-
try, and I know we have some in your
district and in my district.

Do you think that more American
citizens working hard and contributing
to our economy would help our home-
buying market?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise today to highlight the
many important contributions that im-
migrants make to our Nation and our
economy, to our scientific progress,
and to say a few special words on the
positive impact that comprehensive
immigration reform will have on the
real estate market in our country.

We are a Nation of immigrants. Many
of us are second- or third-generation
Americans, and we have all benefited
from the sacrifices that our ancestors
made in search of a better life in Amer-
ica.

In fact, my wife is a first-generation
Asian-American who came to the
United States to pursue her education,
and was able to become a legal immi-
grant and a citizen and a Ph.D., in fact,
but who knows that even our legal im-
migration system does not work as
well as it should.

Every day, families come to this
country in search of the American
Dream—better jobs, better education,
and a better life for their families.
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I am proud to represent many of
these families, but would like to share
just one incredible story of one of my
constituents, Juventino Cano. Growing
up, Juventino lived on a farm in Co-
lima, Mexico, with his parents and six
brothers and sisters. Their home didn’t
have lights or electricity, and they all
worked long hours on the family farm
to make ends meet.

When he was 17 years old, his step-
brothers encouraged him to come to
Aurora, Illinois, and told him about
the wonderful opportunities that
awaited him in America. He was able
to get a job with his stepbrothers at a
packaging company.

By 1986, Juventino not only held a
steady job and had learned English, but
he had opened his own company, Cano
Container Corporation, in Aurora, Illi-
nois. What started with a single ma-
chine and three employees has now
grown into a company with over $20
million a year in annual sales. Today,
not only is Juventino the president and
CEO of the Cano Container Company,
he also serves on the board of directors
for the United States Hispanic Cham-
ber of Commerce and as the president
of the board of directors of the Aurora
Hispanic Chamber of Commerce.
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Cano Container Company has also re-
ceived its share of accolades, including
being named the minority manufac-
turer of the year by the United States
Department of Commerce in 2007.

The city and the economy of Aurora,
Illinois, have greatly benefited from
Juventino’s many contributions to the
community. His story reminds us that
immigration reform is good for eco-
nomic growth. More than 40 percent of
Fortune 500 companies were founded by
immigrants or children of immigrants.
These American companies represent
seven of the 10 most valuable brands in
the world and collectively employ
more than 10 million people and gen-
erate annual revenue of $4.2 trillion.
That’s a quarter of our economy.

Additionally, immigrants have a
huge impact on our housing market,
and passage of comprehensive immi-
gration reform will have a huge posi-
tive impact on our still-recovering real
estate markets. A study from Harvard
University found that in recent years,
foreign-born households accounted for
30 percent of the overall growth in the
housing sector.

According to the ‘2012 State of His-
panic Homeownership’’ report, it is
likely that comprehensive immigration
reform would generate 3 million new
Hispanic home buyers over the next
several years. Every day that we fail to
pass comprehensive immigration re-
form, we are forfeiting millions of dol-
lars of economic growth and tax rev-
enue and slowing the recovery of our
housing markets.

If we passed immigration reform that
provides a pathway to citizenship for
undocumented immigrants, it would
increase State and local tax collections
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by almost $150 million a year in Illinois
alone. On the other hand, if all unau-
thorized immigrants were removed
from Illinois, the State would lose $25.6
billion in economic activity, $11.4 bil-
lion in gross State product, and ap-
proximately 120,000 jobs.

As a scientist, I've also seen first-
hand the valuable contributions that
immigrants make. For 20 years, I
worked as a physicist at Fermi Na-
tional Lab in Illinois, and every day
the flags from dozens of countries flew
outside the facilities representing the
nationalities of all of the scientists
performing experiments at Fermilab.

Thousands of students from other
countries have come to the U.S. to get
their Ph.D.s and training at our re-
search facilities, and it has been the
policy of our country to turn most of
them away when the work is done and
their education is complete. While this
may have made sense in the years after
World War II when we were trying to
avoid the brain drain from countries
trying to rebuild themselves, times
have changed. The economic winds are
now blowing in both directions, and we
need to stop pushing our accomplished
scientists and researchers out of our
country and instead encourage them to
stay here and to build businesses, ex-
pand their research, and help grow our
economy. The comprehensive immigra-
tion bill passed by the Senate does ex-
actly that: it encourages the best and
brightest scientists and researchers to
stay here and add to our economy and
our R&D capabilities.

As we contemplate a pathway to citi-
zenship for the 11 million undocu-
mented immigrants and consider re-
forming our legal immigration system,
let’s remember all of the contributions
that immigrants, past and present,
have made to our country.

Our Nation has a long and proud his-
tory of welcoming immigrants in
search of a better life for themselves
and their families, but our current im-
migration system is broken. We now
have a historic opportunity to bring 11
million people out of the shadows.

We have to remember that at any
moment we are just 5 days away from
passing immigration reform and having
it be the law of the land. All it will
take is for Speaker BOEHNER to wake
up one morning and listen to the voices
of his church, listen to the voices of
the chambers of commerce, listen to
the voices of business and ordinary
people all over this country and decide
to bring the Senate immigration bill
up for a vote where it will pass with a
bipartisan majority and be signed into
law by the President.

This would be a historic moment and
exactly the kind of bipartisanship that
people expect from their elected rep-
resentatives. If and when Speaker
BOEHNER decides to act and allow the
House a vote to pass the Senate immi-
gration bill, we could boost our econ-
omy, including our real estate mar-
kets, reduce our national debt and,
most importantly, bring 11 million peo-
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ple out of the shadows. We cannot let
this opportunity pass us by.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you very
much.

Next I would like to yield to Con-
gresswoman LoOIS CAPPS.

Congresswoman, both of us are from
California, and we’ve seen the incred-
ible impact that immigrants have
made in our great State of California.
Recognizing those contributions is not
a partisan matter for us in California
now, is it?

One thing that I'd like for you to
share with us, please, is your perspec-
tive on whether or not this is a par-
tisan issue.

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague
from California, TONY CARDENAS. And,
yes, I do have a letter that I will share,
but I want to discuss the matter in
general first and thank my colleague
for organizing all of us to be here to ad-
dress a topic that is of central impor-
tance to our State of California and the
entire country.

I join my colleagues in strong sup-
port for comprehensive immigration
reform. We honor the many contribu-
tions that immigrants have made to
our country during Citizenship Day
this week, but we cannot forget the
millions of immigrants left behind by
our broken immigration system. These
are the immigrants who contribute to
key sectors of our economy. They are
such a vital part of agriculture, hous-
ing, manufacturing, retail, hospitality,
tourism, engineering, technology, and
on and on.

These are hardworking people, immi-
grants who often face separation from
their families, lower wages, and face
the fear of deportation; and this forces
them to take their skills often to our
competitors at great disadvantage to
our own economy. We can all agree
that our current immigration system
is not working. It’s holding back our
country and our economy, and now is
the time to fix it.

While I've been traveling in my con-
gressional district, I've heard person-
ally from business sectors of our econ-
omy on the central coast of California
that are hurt on a daily basis by this
broken immigration system. There are
high-tech companies in Goleta, Cali-
fornia, frustrated by seeing many of
our brightest UC Santa Barbara grad-
uates being sent back to their native
countries to work for competitive com-
panies and countries because of a lack
of high-skilled worker visas.

I've met with growers in California’s
agriculture industry who are so impor-
tant in my local economy, critical to
our national economy, and who strug-
gle to find a stable and a consistent
workforce. This threatens the sustain-
ability of our crops.

I've met with workforce and labor or-
ganizations who want to ensure work-
ers can earn fair wages and contribute
to our economy and our communities.
We must act now to establish a fair,
but tough, pathway to citizenship to
provide the security and stability our
economy needs.
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I now refer to the chart which indi-
cates so graphically the difference be-
tween a path to legalization only and
the strong advantages of that pathway
to citizenship.

Comprehensive reform would boost
California’s economy alone by $7.3 bil-
lion. It would create nearly 77,000 new
jobs in our State of California just next
year. This should be one of our Na-
tion’s top priorities.

Mr. Speaker, I would also note for
the record that while Members of my
party are very enthusiastic about ad-
vancing comprehensive immigration
reform, this is an issue with strong bi-
partisan support. For example, the
Senate passed comprehensive immigra-
tion reform on a strong bipartisan vote
not too long ago, and just last week a
number of Republican members of the
California State legislature made their
voices heard on this issue—and that’s
the letter to which you referred. They
sent a letter to their Federal counter-
parts urging us to take action in the
House. These are Republican legisla-
tors from California on comprehensive
immigration reform. I would like to
now submit this letter into the
RECORD.

This letter outlines components of
comprehensive reform that most of us
agree need to be included, that is, the
opportunity for undocumented resi-
dents to earn their way to citizenship.

Wisely, the California State Repub-
lican legislators wrote—and this is a
quote from their letter:

There is no policy debate more important
to the future of California and of America
than passing comprehensive immigration re-
form.

I could not agree more.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, it is
time that we have the opportunity here
on the floor of the United States House
of Representatives to debate and to fi-
nally have a vote on comprehensive
immigration reform. Our country, our
economy simply cannot wait any
longer.

Thank you for the time, my col-
league from California.

CALIFORNIA STATE
REPUBLICAN LEGISLATORS
To: California Republican Congressional Del-
egation:
Doug LaMalfa, 1st District
Tom McClintock, 4th District
Paul Cook, 8th District
Jeff Denham, 10th District
David Valadao, 21st District
Devin Nunes, 22nd District
Kevin McCarthy, 23rd District
Buck McKeon, 256th District
Gary Miller, 31st District
Ed Royce, 39th District
Ken Calvert, 42nd District
John Campbell, 45th District
Dana Rohrabacher, 48th District
Darrell Issa, 49th District
Duncan Hunter, 50th District

We, the undersigned California State legis-
lative Republicans, strongly support federal
comprehensive immigration reform and urge
our state Republican Congressional delega-
tion to encourage Speaker John Boehner to
call a vote on immigration reform.

Components should include thoughtful and
strong border security, employer sanctions,
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and opportunity for undocumented residents
to earn their way to full citizenship, but
only behind those who have applied to be-
come citizens through the current citizen-
ship process.

There is no policy debate more important
to the future of California and America than
passing comprehensive immigration reform.
By providing legal clarity to the status of
millions of people in California, we can spur
an economic renaissance, solidify families,
and create an entirely new population of full
taxpayers, many of whom who have strong
entrepreneurial and work ethics.

We stand with the business community,
the labor community, farmers, manufactur-
ers, communities of faith, and most impor-
tantly Californians, in our call for Congress
to act on reform this year to put this chal-
lenge behind us as a state and nation. We
strongly urge House Republicans to demand
a vote.

While some members in Congress may not
support the legislation, every member de-
serves the opportunity to vote. We under-
stand that members have divergent views on
reform, but this is the time to address the
many serious issues immigrants and their
employers face every day.

This group of Republican legislators is ask-
ing our friends in business, labor and agri-
culture, who work with these immigrants in
their fields, homes and factories every day to
join us in asking Congressional Leaders to
“Call the Vote.”

Respectfully,

Senator Anthony Cannella, SD 12; Senator
Steve Knight, SD 21; Senator Bill Emmerson,
SD 27; Senator Tom Berryhill, SD 14.

Assembly Republican Leader Connie
Conway, AD 26; Assemblymember Jeff
Gorell, AD 44; Assemblymember Kristin

Olsen, AD 12; Assemblymember Rocky Cha-
vez, AD 76; Assemblymember Katcho
Achadjian, AD 35; Assemblymember Jim
Patterson, AD 23; Assemblymember Allan
Mansoor, AD 74; Assemblymember Don Wag-
ner, AD 68; Assemblymember Brian
Maienschein, AD 77; Assemblymember Eric
Linder, AD 60; Assemblymember Brian
Dahle, AD 1.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you very
much, Congresswoman CAPPS.

I now yield to Dr. RAUL RUIZ, who
represents the southern part of Cali-
fornia, to express some of his under-
standing of why comprehensive immi-
gration reform is good for America and
good for Americans.

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
good gentleman from California, Con-
gressman CARDENAS.

Immigrants from all over the world
have made tremendous contributions
to our society and our economy since
the birth of our Nation. Our immigrant
families are an invaluable part of our
country.

For far too long, Congress has failed
to act on a comprehensive plan for im-
migration reform.

I believe that any immigration re-
form plan would be bipartisan, secure
our borders, uphold the immigration
laws we already have, protect our
workers and businesses, and include a
pathway to citizenship for those who
work hard and play by the rules.

Passing a commonsense comprehen-
sive immigration reform bill would
lead to an economic boom in the
Coachella Valley and across the coun-
try.
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Nonpartisan, independent studies
have shown that comprehensive immi-
gration reform will reduce the deficit
by nearly $850 billion over the next 20
years and reduce our Federal debt. It
will also increase economic growth and
strengthen our economy by expanding
our labor force, increasing investment,
and increasing overall productivity. It
will also provide a significant boost to
our tourism and agriculture sectors,
two of the top industries in my district
in the Coachella Valley.

In the Coachella Valley, tourism in-
dustries will benefit substantially from
some of the provisions in the bipar-
tisan Senate bill, like the Visa Waiver
Program. Additionally, our U.S. agri-
culture output and exports will grow
once our farmers have access to the
stable workforce they need.

Comprehensive immigration reform
means more jobs and more opportunity
for people in my district and across the
country, but only if we act.

I stand ready to work with both
Democrats and Republicans toward a
comprehensive immigration system
that is rooted in common sense. It is
time to put aside the political games
and work together in a bipartisan ef-
fort to address this critical challenge.

Thank you, Congressman CARDENAS,
for this session.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you so much,
Congressman RUIZ.

Before I call up our next Congress-
man from Florida, I'd like to share a
story with everyone, Mr. Speaker,
about economics and innovation.

Cesar Millan was born in 1969 in
Culiacan, Sinaloa, Mexico. He grew up
working with animals on his grand-
father’s farm in Sinaloa.

Young Millan crossed the border in
the U.S. without a visa at the age of 21.
He spoke no English and did not know
anyone in this country. He first worked
in a dog grooming store working with
the most aggressive dogs that nobody
else would want to work with.

Mr. Millan became a permanent resi-
dent in the year 2000. He was focused on
rehabilitating especially aggressive
dogs and founded the Dog Psychology
Center in south Los Angeles, and he
held that center there from 2002 to 2009,
which, in fact, was a business.

He started a television series, ‘“The
Dog Whisperer with Cesar Millan,”
which was broadcast in more than 80
countries around the world between
2004 and 2012. The show became Na-
tional Geographic’s number one show
during its first season.

Starting in January 2013, Cesar
Millan has hosted another series,
“Cesar Millan’s Leader of the Pack.”
Cesar Millan has written three books,
all of which became New York Times
bestsellers. In 2009, Cesar Millan
launched ‘‘Cesar’s Way’’ magazine in
the United States and Canada, which
combines advice from Cesar and arti-
cles about relationships between dogs
and humans. It is the number one sell-
ing dog magazine in North America.
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In 2007, Cesar and Ilusion Millan cre-
ated the Cesar and Ilusion Millan
Foundation, a not-for-profit to aid and
support the rescue, rehabilitation, and
placement of abused and abandoned
dogs. Cesar Millan has also supported
other projects, including K-9 Connec-
tion for at-risk teens, Pups on Parole
for inmates, and It Gets Better that
supports at-risk LGBT youth as well.

I was present in 2009—and it was a
proud moment for me and a proud mo-
ment for Cesar Millan and his family—
when he raised his hand and was sworn
in as a United States citizen in 2009 in
Los Angeles, California. And I can tell
you, his efforts and his contributions
to this great Nation go much further.

While watching television, my wife,
Norma, looked at the TV and she said,
You know what, Tony? You need to
meet Cesar Millan. He looks like a
good man, and he looks like somebody
who can help you create good legisla-
tion for the city of Los Angeles, when
I was on the city council of Los Ange-
les.

So I invited him to my office, and im-
mediately he said he’d be more than
happy to help me. And as a result of
that one meeting, he helped me create
the first spay and neuter program in
the largest city in the United States of
America. Now it’s the model for cities
around the country. And it was his ad-
vice and his expertise that allowed me
to do that.

Los Angeles, for over 20 years, had
not prosecuted one person for cruelty
to animals, and it was Cesar Millan
who urged me that we need to put an
end to that. And with that, in Los An-
geles, I was able to pass an ordinance
that created an animal cruelty task
force. And today, we have prosecuted
over 200 individuals with felony
charges for cruelty to animals.

Basically what I'm saying is it was
an undocumented immigrant who came
to this country who taught me, an
American-born citizen, how I can take
my craft as an elected official to a
level that had never been done before.
And it’s that kind of example that I be-
lieve we have example after example
after example in this country that im-
migrants who come to this country,
documented or undocumented, seize
the opportunity of the atmosphere that
we’ve created in this great country.
And they are tremendous contributors
not only to our economy, but to good
legislation and making our commu-
nities a better place.

And now I would like to invite to
speak a few words Congressman JOE
GARCIA from Florida to share what his
perspective on comprehensive immi-
gration reform means to this country
and why it’s so important to our great
Nation.

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I have the
great opportunity to come from a com-
munity that, in large part, has been
built by immigrants. I am the son of
refugees to this great country. And
here’s what we know:
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We know that immigrants add to
America’s way of life; they create more
opportunity for all; they make our
country better; they make American
citizens richer.

Here’s what we know:

We know that in the next 10 years, if
we find a pathway for legalization, over
$100 billion of additional capital will be
added to our country. What we know is
that in the next 20 years, that will be
over $870 billion. In fact, what we know
is that they will almost provide $1 tril-
lion of economic growth over the next
20 years.

It’s important to understand that im-
migrants bolster our country, make
our country better, and they add to it.

I lived in south Florida during very
tough times for immigrants. I remem-
ber, as a young man, seeing bumper
stickers on the back of cars that said,
“Would the last American leaving
Miami please bring the flag.” What I
know is that the flag still flies high in
Miami. It is a leading beacon for work
and opportunity in our country be-
cause people didn’t give up on the
dream of our country. They continued
to work and they continued to make a
difference.

And that is exactly what we have to
understand is that immigrants bolster
our country. They bolster America’s
private sector by consuming more
goods, more services, providing in-
creased income. All this, in turn, cre-
ates more jobs and greater income for
all Americans.

What we know is that by 2022, over
820,000 more workers will be created be-
cause of the need, $321 billion of in-
creased income for all Americans. The
GDP increases by $568 billion if all non-
citizens, undocumented and those ille-
gal residents in the country, were to be
legalized. This is a boon for our coun-
try. It creates opportunity. It makes
for a better America.

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia for doing this because of course
what he’s doing is trying to save this
country, to make it better. There has
never been a great country, a great na-
tion in the history of the world that
was shedding citizens. In fact, all great
countries welcome opportunity. They
welcome those who come to provide.

We need a comprehensive immigra-
tion system not only because we need
more workers, but we need the intellec-
tual capital that they bring. We need
that drive, that vigor that they add to
our country. And the fight for com-
prehensive immigration reform is one
that makes all Americans better,
makes our country richer, and makes
opportunity for all, creating the motto
that lives in our country.

So again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from California for his efforts. I
know he’s one of many in the House.
And what we do know is that if a bill
came to this floor, it would have ma-
jority support. The Senate passed it,
and this House could pass it if the lead-
ership would allow it to get to the
floor.
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More than enough of the Members of
this Chamber understand the benefits
of immigration, understand that it is
necessary for our country’s greatness,
and understand that it is what we will
do inevitably. Let’s do it now. Let’s do
it right. Let’s get it done.

Mr. CARDENAS. Thank you, Con-
gressman GARCIA. I really appreciate
that perspective and your sharing with
America those perspectives.

I would like to share another story of
someone that I'm friends with and
someone who has a business in my dis-
trict and also lives in my district.

Alonso Arellano was born in 1966 in
Tijuana, Mexico. He came to America
when he was 10 years old with his
mother and stepdad and brother. His
family settled in Huntington Park,
California, where his father worked at
a factory job and his mother sold goods
to make some extra money. He had to
withdraw from high school in the 10th
grade because of the family’s economic
hardships and began working to help
support his family. But he had a pas-
sion for learning and was determined
to get an education, so he completed
high school by taking night classes
while working full-time, and went on
to take courses at a junior college to
continue his education.

In 1986, he got married. And when he
found out his wife was pregnant a cou-
ple of years later, he began to reevalu-
ate his life and what he was going to do
next for his family. So he joined the
United States Air Force in 1988, where
he won the Airman of the Quarter
Award three times, received a com-
mendation medal, and graduated from
training with honors. He was granted
the permission to take classes at East-
ern New Mexico University nearby the
base where he was stationed, and he
eventually earned a bachelor’s degree
in physics and a master’s degree in
mathematics.

After the war, Alonso applied for and
was granted U.S. citizenship, which
opened the door for his future career.
When he left the military in 1994, he
began training at UCLA to become a
radiation medical physicist while
working part time at UCLA at a cancer
research center. He currently works as
a radiation medical physicist at a pri-
vate hospital. In addition to that, he
owns and runs a restaurant called
Rocio’s Mole de los Dioses. And right
now, he’s planning on opening up an-
other business, creating jobs for Ameri-
cans, creating jobs in our community,
our corner of America.

I think it’s important for people to
understand that immigrants have such
an insatiable appetite to appreciate
their surroundings, appreciate their op-
portunities, just like Alonso, who had
to get out of school at the 10th grade,
who worked full-time, went to night
school to get his education, went on to
get a bachelor’s degree, a master’s de-
gree, and now is contributing in a
health care facility for patients with
cancer, who is actually contributing by
opening several businesses where he
employs American citizens.
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I want to thank my colleagues for
joining me tonight on this floor to
share the stories of truth and the sto-
ries about how important comprehen-
sive immigration reform is to the econ-
omy of America. Once again, 82,000
more jobs if we allow these new Ameri-
cans to become citizens, $568 billion
more growth in GDP to the United
States economy if we allow them to be-
come citizens, $75 billion more in rev-
enue to local States and governments
if we allow them to become citizens,
$321 billion of growth in dollars in the
pockets of American families that will
be spent throughout our communities
in America.

As I close, I would like to thank
NALEO, NCLR, and countless other
businesses, chambers, labor, civil
rights, religious, and law enforcement
organizations, individuals who are con-
tinuing to push for the truth, to push
Congress to please have comprehensive
immigration reform meet the floor of
both Houses so we can reconcile this,
fix our broken immigration system,
and put it on the desk of the President
of the United States, and we will see an
economic boon that this country has
not seen for decades.

Americans deserve for us to operate
in these Chambers the way we should,
to put aside the partisan bickering, to
look at the economic benefit of every
community in our country, to do the
right thing, to live the spirit of what
the United States of America portends
to be around the world. We need to
start at home and realize that we have
11 million hardworking people in this
country who are doing the toughest
jobs, changing the diapers of our chil-
dren, working in the kitchens of every
nice, wonderful restaurant in America,
people who are working with our
grandparents to help them live a better
life. Many of those individuals deserve
the opportunity to come out of the
shadows, and not only come out of the
shadows, but to contribute to this
great Nation with more economics that
we need to see. We have an ailing econ-
omy, ladies and gentlemen. And with
that, Mr. Speaker, we will see growth
in America. We will see more Ameri-
cans go to work if we do the right
thing and pass comprehensive immi-
gration reform.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It’s been a
wonderful hour of truth and message to
the American people, and I hope and
pray that in these Chambers we have
the opportunity to vote for comprehen-
sive immigration reform.

I yield back the balance of my time.

——————

SMART SPENDING CUTS STARTING
WITH THE CENSUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BARR). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2013, the Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. CoLLINS) for 30 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, it is good to be back here working
on the floor of this House. As we have
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gotten back started, there are a lot of
issues, there are a lot of things being
debated, even here tonight being spo-
ken of from a factor of truth and
things that I think the American peo-
ple sent us here to do.

They sent us here to look after the
people’s House, to do the business of
America and make sure that the im-
portant interests that they care about,
which are their lives and their busi-
nesses, their families, those are the
things that we need to be about. And I
know from our prospects on the Repub-
lican side, that is exactly what we’re
looking at to foster jobs and create
growth and to do the things that mat-
ter.

But while I was home over the Au-
gust work period, I got a lot of ques-
tions from longtime friends and also
folks that had I not met. Over the time
frame, we spoke to more groups than I
could count. We talked to individuals,
whether they be in the Kroger shopping
center, whether they be in a coffee
shop, whether they were in town hall
meetings or all over, we experienced
the Ninth District again as we went
out and listened to our constituency.
And what I had learned about the first
few months was a lot of things that
they wanted to ask me about.

You see, I have got questions about
the budget. I have got questions about
taxes. I have got questions about how
we were going to prevent ObamaCare
from going into effect. And I'm glad to
stand here tonight and say that this
Friday we’re living up to the promise,
as we have already worked to repeal
parts of this legislation and to put this
back on a foundation which the Presi-
dent can no longer just do by executive
order whatever he would like, even in
contradiction to black letter law.

When we 1look at the issues of
ObamaCare going forward on Friday on
this House floor, we are going to move
forward with a continuing resolution
to keep this government functioning
while, at the same time, protecting
Americans from a bad health care law.

O 2100

Do not let anyone—if you’re watch-
ing tonight, do not let anyone tell you
any different. Republicans want to
keep the government functioning and
protect Americans at the same time.
We can do that. That’s why we were
sent here.

All those things that we were asked
questions about, from ObamaCare to
taxes to budget, but also Benghazi and
IRS. And a little over a year ago, on
the floor of this House, and all of
America, we were horrified at the
sights of Benghazi. And to know that
this week we’re continuing to look and
to find the truth, so not just we look
backwards and remember, but that we
look forward so that we can put into
place things that matter and things
that will help those from the Ninth
District of Georgia and all over the
country who want to go into Foreign
Service, who want to serve their coun-
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try, so that when they go overseas to
serve, they will know that if trouble
comes we have their back. Those are
the things that the Ninth District were
talking to me about, and those are the
things that this Congress and this Re-
publican majority are putting a pri-
ority on.

But while I was at home, I was also
fortunate enough to get to talk to peo-
ple who don’t have time to focus on in-
side-the-Beltway issues. In fact, they
really don’t look to inside the Beltway
to determine how they’re going to get
up and live each day.

In fact, when I go home and visit con-
stituents in hardware stores and phar-
macies and small businesses where reg-
ular Americans go on a daily basis, I'm
reminded of why my constituents
elected me to be here. These are the
places populated by the people who
don’t ask for much for their govern-
ment. They just pay their taxes. They
pay their bills.

They get up in the mornings, they
send their kids to school, and they go
to work, and they come back home in
the evenings and they go to ball games
and they go to their parents’ house.
They take care of their relatives, they
take of their neighbors. They look
after their schools. They look after
their communities.

And what they want is just a govern-
ment that leaves them alone, that does
what it’s supposed to do, while they do
what they’re supposed to do.

You see, they don’t believe that gov-
ernment is the solution to all prob-
lems. In fact, they don’t look to Wash-
ington for their solution. They look for
Washington to do what it was supposed
to do, as the Founders intended: to be
a form of limited government, a place
that provides a healthy playing field,
but it only provides it within the lim-
ited confines of the Constitution and
what the Founders intended this orga-
nization and this government to be.

When we look at this, they look
around, they scratch their head and
they say, when they see Washington
not working, when they see it over-
reaching, when they see it getting into
their lives and affecting their busi-
nesses and keeping their business from
expanding by regulation that continues
to tear down the fabric of new business
growth through our banking sector and
others, through our manufacturing sec-
tor, and removing the jobs at the ex-
pense of growing government jobs, they
want to know, they say, ‘“‘Doug, can
Washington be fixed?”’

Fixing the small things sometimes is
not real vogue in this town. And when
we think about that, and when they
ask me the question, can Washington
be fixed, I’'m able to tell them that we
can fix Washington, but it’s going to
take hard work and a lot of focus,
which the people of the Ninth District
of Georgia know a lot about, and also a
lot of our country. In fact, our country
is based on hard work and focus, and
that’s what makes this country great.

First of all, we’re going to have to
start by fixing the small things. They
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sent us here to Washington to fix it,
but we often get so focused on the big
ticket items of the day that we miss
out on reforming the small things that
are right in front of us, the things that
can actually be fixed without a drawn-
out, partisan fight.

And I say so many times, people say,
what are you fighting about? And
many times it’s hard to explain. But
there are some things that we can do
that we can all agree upon. There are
spending categories all over the Fed-
eral Government where billions of dol-
lars are being wasted and not put to
good use.

In fact, in my time here looking back
through the reports from the Govern-
ment Accountability Office, you see
the same programs listed as high risk
year after year. We’re ignoring billions
of dollars in savings by overlooking the
small things.

I am a big believer that if you do the
small things regularly and consist-
ently, they become habit. And we, as a
government, if we would focus on the
small things, if we focused on the
things that mattered and the things
that we could get agreement on, then
the American people would, slowly but
surely, begin to rebuild the trust that
they have in this institution.

You see, one of the things I want to
talk about tonight, I serve on the Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee, and I serve on the Sub-
committee on Federal Work Force,
U.S. Postal Service and the Census.

Now, I have to admit, when I first
was assigned to this subcommittee I
thought to myself, what does this com-
mittee do, and why am I on it?

And then I began to look into it, and
I began to see what it actually works
toward, and what are the things that
are under its jurisdiction, whether it be
the Federal work force and the issues
involved there, or it’s the Postal Serv-
ice, which affects every American, or
the census. Yes, the census.

One small thing that we spend money
on is actually a pretty big thing. It’s a
decennial census. Using inflation-ad-
justed dollars, the cost of the census
that the government administers every
10 years has risen over 600 percent
since 1970.

If you look at this chart right here,
you can see, since 1970, see the growth
that has happened in the cost of the
census. The census cost just $17 per
household in 1970, but it’s almost dou-
bled in cost every 10 years, to the point
that the 2010 census cost $115 for every
household in America.

Now, I'm going to stop right here for
just a second. And I’'m sure that maybe
if you are tuning in tonight you’re
going to say, maybe you would ask if
you’re watching this on another me-
dium, and I’'m sure a lot of you are ask-
ing right now, why is DouG COLLINS on
the floor talking about the census?

I'm here because the census is a great
example of how we can start to save
taxpayer money by reforming the
small things.
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This government has a spending
problem. We spend money on more
agencies and bureaus than most Ameri-
cans can possibly comprehend. All
these pieces add up to budget problems
that we face today. And if we don’t
start fixing the small pieces now, how
will we ever begin to address the big
ones?

We spent almost $15 billion on the
census in 2010, $15 billion. And if we
don’t start planning now, some projec-
tions indicate we could spend as much
as $25 billion in 2020, $25 billion in 2020,
a little over 10 years, we’re again add-
ing 10, and some estimates think it
could go as high as $30 billion.

In a subcommittee of the Oversight
and Government Reform Committee
last week, we heard from the new Di-
rector of the Census Bureau about
steps that can be taken to keep these
costs from going up.

However, the National Academy of
Sciences has stated that it is possible
that the 2020 census could cost even
less than the 2010 version. With the
technological developments that have
taken place over the last decade, we
now have the ability to utilize the
Internet and mobile devices in ways
that can dramatically cut costs.

We know that the younger genera-
tion of Americans is the most difficult
to obtain responses from when the cen-
sus is issued. They’re mobile, they’re
busy, and they just have no interest in
filling out surveys with a pencil and
paper and mailing it back.

They are much more comfortable
using the Internet than any previous
generations. They’re digital natives. It
comes natural to them.

Luckily, we have the ability to uti-
lize the Internet for responses in 2020.
We already allow individuals to file
their income tax returns online. Imple-
menting an online option for the cen-
sus is a no-brainer. Instead of sending
out multiple mailings, and sending an
hourly worker to gather the data, the
Census Bureau can use a secure online
survey.

This also cuts down on the time it
would take for someone to transcribe a
written response into an electronic
record. Both of these measures have
the potential to cut labor costs and,
most importantly, to save taxpayer
money.

Another way that we can encourage
people to take part in the census is
through incentives. At a cost of over
$100 per household, we need to consider
creating incentives to reduce follow-up
responses.

Improving the initial response rate
by just 1 percent saves $85 million in
taxpayer money. Remember, taxpayer
money. It’s a word thrown around up
here in Washington a lot, but let’s just
make it very simple: taxpayer money
is what’s in your wallet right now.
That is all that we have to run on, un-
less we’re borrowing it or printing it.

We need to remember where our
money comes from and why it’s impor-
tant to save it.
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Whether it is through a small tar-
geted incentive, or a partnership with a
local school or community, or some-
thing that we have not even thought of
yvet, beginning these discussions now
will prepare us to implement them in
time for the 2020 census.

This is important because many of
you say it’s still several years away.
But I'm often amazed, as when I was
pastoring, I used to talk to people all
the time who would find themselves in
March and April, and they could not
understand why they were in debt.

And I would often hear them make
this statement. They made the state-
ment that, you know, Christmas and
the holidays just snuck up on me this
year. And I’d think to myself, it’s the
same time every year. How did it sneak
up on you?

And in 10 years, we do the census
every year. Why aren’t we putting our
thought into it now?

And I'm glad to see that our com-
mittee is doing that.

When we heard from the Census Bu-
reau at a hearing, we also learned that
some of the built-in costs of the census
come from needing to ask questions re-
quested by congressional committees.
We have the power to add questions,
but we should also consider using that
same power to remove some.

Every question asked on the census
adds more cost to the process and re-
quires taxpayer funding.

I hear from constituents often that
the census and the American Commu-
nity Survey are too long and too intru-
sive. While we can debate this issue at
another time, there is no doubt that we
should consider the cost-saving poten-
tials of revisiting these questions
asked because people do not have time
to fill out long surveys that they find
too intrusive and too over-the-top and
too overbearing, accompanied with
that famous, If you don’t fill it out,
you’re under a penalty of criminal law.

We’ve got to get back to what really
matters. And one of the things is sav-
ing money and time.

Another area of savings we should be
looking into is technology based on
mapping software. As anyone who has
had a smartphone really can attest, the
mapping technology in a small device
is truly remarkable.

A significant cost that adds to the
census is when surveyors drive their
cars through urban and suburban areas
and then have to get out and walk to
individual houses.

Oftentimes they have to deal with
traffic, depending on the time of day or
the part of town that they may be in.
As mapping technology is evolving, we
now have the ability to minimize the
amount of time census employees
spend in traffic.

We have seen this technology in ac-
tion in the private sector. You would
expect the private sector to know how
to save money and to earn the profit.
That’s exactly what they’re in business
to do.

A company like UPS has been able to
develop software that optimizes the ef-
ficiency of their employees so that
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they take as few left turns as possible.
A driver might make three right turns
to avoid making a left turn.

While this seems counterintuitive,
they found that it actually saves
money. The employees spend less time
sitting at traffic lights and are able to
service more households per day. If the
census can an employ a mobile tech-
nology along these same lines, the bu-
reau has the ability to save taxpayer
dollars.

Now, understand something: none of
these cost-saving measures are truly
revolutionary. None of them will shock
people or cause a partisan divide. I
doubt that our offices will be flooded
with constituent calls asking us to
adopt them.

But simply put, they’re all common-
sense measures that will save taxpayer
money. The ideas have worked in other
areas of government, and have worked
in the private sector.

Sometimes it doesn’t take a revolu-
tionary idea to be a good one. It often
takes a group of leaders deciding to
focus on an issue and keep pushing it
until the process improves. We have a
chance to improve the census and to
rein in the costs.

As previously stated, we have the
ability to save $10 billion in future tax-
payer cost. As I said earlier, the big
things will always work themselves
out. We can even run from crisis to cri-
sis up here, and people will focus on the
big things, and we will continue to
work on those because they matter.

But it’s time we gave some consider-
ation to the small things. When we add
the small pieces together, we start to
actually reduce the deficit and get this
country back on solid financial ground.

This is not a small thing. This is
what matters to the people back home.
This is what matters when they come
up to me in the grocery store and they
talk about Washington being broken.
They want to know how it affects them
at their table, at their homes, and with
their families.

When we start focusing on the small
things, the big things get in perspec-
tive even clearer, and we’re up here
doing exactly what we are supposed to
be. And the Republican majority is fo-
cused on limited government, focusing
on jobs, and getting America back to
work again with a government that
does what it’s supposed to do and gets
out of the way.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I thank you
for allowing me to speak on this sub-
ject tonight, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF

H.R. 687, SOUTHEAST ARIZONA
LAND EXCHANGE AND CON-
SERVATION ACT OF 2013; PRO-

VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1256, RESTORING HEALTHY
FORESTS FOR HEALTHY COMMU-
NITIES ACT; PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3102, NU-
TRITION REFORM AND WORK OP-
PORTUNITY ACT OF 2013; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. CoLE, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 113-215) on the resolution (H.
Res. 351) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 687) to facilitate the effi-
cient extraction of mineral resources
in southeast Arizona by authorizing
and directing an exchange of Federal
and non-Federal land, and for other
purposes; providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 1526) to restore employ-
ment and educational opportunities in,
and improve the economic stability of,
counties containing National Forest
System land, while also reducing For-
est Service management costs, by en-
suring that such counties have a de-
pendable source of revenue from Na-
tional Forest System land, to provide a
temporary extension of the Secure
Rural Schools and Community Self-De-
termination Act of 2000, and for other
purposes; providing for consideration
for the Bill (H.R. 3102) to amend the
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008, and for
other purposes; and for other purposes,
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
THE JOINT RESOLUTION, H.J.
RES. 59 CONTINUING APPROPRIA-
TIONS RESOLUTION, 2014

Mr. CoLE, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 113-216) on the resolution (H.
Res. 352) providing for consideration of
the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 59) mak-
ing continuing appropriations for fiscal
year 2014, and for other purposes, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

———
0O 2115
REVIEWING THE BASICS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the

gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. FOR-
TENBERRY) for 30 minutes.
Mr. FORTENBERRY. Mr. Speaker,

this morning, I met with a group of Ne-
braskans, as we do every week. It’s
called the Nebraska Breakfast. It’s
about a 70-year tradition that we have
here in the Congress where the House
Members and the Senators get to-
gether. We’ve been doing that decade
after decade. It’s a wonderful way to
welcome people to Washington and one
of the highlights of our week. What we
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do as a delegation is talk about the
issues of the day and hear from our
constituents as well.

This morning, Mr. Speaker, I thought
it might be important to just review a
few basics. Some of the terminology
and some of the language that we
throw around here with great ease is
often, I think, disconnected from peo-
ple out there in the country—words
and phrases like continuing resolu-
tions; the Affordable Care Act, known
as ObamaCare; sequestration, and debt
limits. The reason that I point all this
out is there is a convergence of all of
these factors right now that is creating
the great debate and this moment of
drama in the United States Congress.

So let’s take those one at a time.

First of all, the continuing resolu-
tion. What does that mean? Well, each
year, if it worked in an ideal fashion
and a proper fashion, the President
submits a budget to Congress. Congress
can take that budget up or not. The
House passes a budget. The Senate
passes its own budget. The two are rec-
onciled. We set a budgetary goal, and
then the appropriations committees go
to work on various aspects of funding
the government, whether that’s the De-
fense Department, military services,
labor and health and human services,
transportation, financial, agriculture
support, and the rest of the so-called
appropriations bills. Basically, the
budget sets up a fence and then the ap-
propriations bills divide up how that
money is to be spent each year. That,
again, is in an ideal world, which has
become very broken of late.

When Congress cannot seem to get a
budget agreement between the House
and Senate, we come to the end of the
fiscal year, which ends this September,
and we have to figure out a way to fund
the government going forward or else
it shuts down. When the government
shuts down, there is the potential for
planes not to fly, trains not to run, and
veterans not to get their services. It’s
not a proper way to govern. It’s not
good for the country to have this un-
certainty looming out there. We want
to do everything we can to try to avoid
a government shutdown while moving
forward on fiscally responsible policies
that return us to what we call ‘‘regular
order” here and try to get back in
place a system of governance that
gives some proper planning horizons
for the communities at large out there
across America and brings it back into
an orderly process here.

So if we are not able to pass a budg-
et, the continuing resolution is a vote
by both the Senate and the House as to
how to move forward either in a tem-
porary fashion or a long-term fashion
based upon what current government
policies are.

The frustration here is that each
year of late we’ve been going through
all of these difficult decisionmaking



September 18, 2013

processes, particularly through the ap-
propriations process, about which pro-
grams are important, which are nec-
essary public policies to help bring es-
sential services to the American peo-
ple, and which programs are older, an-
tiquated, no longer effective and should
either be reduced or eliminated.

We’ve gone through a number of
those processes this year; but because
of the disagreements between the two
bodies, because of the deep philo-
sophical divide in this Chamber, we
have not been able to find a resolution
that gets us to what we call regular
order—passing appropriations bills
under a budgetary framework. So now
we are faced with a continuing resolu-
tion—the decision as to how to fund
the government, moving forward, ei-
ther for a short term—a month or 2,
maybe a few weeks, or even a few
days—or long term.

The continuing resolution means we
just pick up government where it is
and move it forward, basically spend-
ing the same amount of money that we
did last year and not getting any of the
reforms. So it might come to that, but
that’s an unfortunate way to govern.
And I know it’s adding cynicism, Mr.
Speaker, in the American people’s per-
spective as they watch this deep philo-
sophical divide play itself out on the
House floor and seemingly not being
able to get anything constructively de-
cided.

Mr. Speaker, I'm from Nebraska. We
have a saying, Let’s get ’er domne. I
think that’s what most Americans
want. Let’s find a constructive way, a
proper and balanced way, to appro-
priately reduce spending in areas that
are necessary to do so, perhaps even
the right type of tax reform to get this
fiscal house in order.

Now why is this important? Well, we
have a $600-plus billion deficit this
year. Year after year, because we’ve
had these deficits, we’ve piled up debt.
There’s now $17 trillion of debt. By
some measures, it’s approximating the
size of the output of the entire econ-
omy. It’s a real red flag.

That’s why it is so imperative that
this body strive to work together,
again, in a constructive manner, to fig-
ure out the right type of spending and
tax policies that deliver essential serv-
ices, reduce the overspending, increase
accountability in effective and smart
government and delivery of policy,
while also having a fairer and simpler
Tax Code. That should be the objective,
and I think it is for most Members
here. But, unfortunately, the system is
working very dysfunctionally at the
moment and we’re going to be faced
with eleventh-hour decisions as to how
to fund the government in the short
term so that it doesn’t shut down.
That’s called the continuing resolu-
tion.

Complicating that this year is the
whole debate about the future of health
care in America. A couple of years ago,
the Affordable Care Act was passed. I
did not support it. It’s now known as
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ObamaCare. We do need the right type
of health care reform in our country—
a health care reform that is going to
improve health care outcomes while re-
ducing costs. I think most Americans
are beginning to see and realize this
now because it’s hitting them and it’s
hurting them. Instead, what we have in
the new health care bill is a shift to
more unsustainable costs and an ero-
sion of health care liberties, and a sig-
nificant amount of Americans are ex-
periencing not affordable care but an
escalating cost of their premiums.

Now, there’s some components of the
health care law that I think are rea-
sonable; and as we move forward, we
should retain them, such as Kkeeping
kids on health insurance up to the age
of 26. I supported that policy before the
health care bill. Removing caps on
health insurance in case a family
would cap out, that doesn’t save the
system any money. The family simply
has to go find another job and an insur-
ance provider, creating great duress.
That doesn’t make sense. Appro-
priately dealing with the problem of
preexisting conditions. There have
been a number of Americans who were
priced out of the insurance market,
who could not find affordable, quality
insurance. And that’s a real crack in
our market system, so that it’s nec-
essary that public policy deal with
that.

But what we’ve gotten instead is a
massive turning over of our entire
health care system. It’s creating havoc.
Prices are going up. People aren’t sure
as to whether or not they can Kkeep
their doctor or their health care plan.
Some people are experiencing unem-
ployment as companies either don’t ex-
pand or have to reduce numbers be-
cause they want to get under the
threshold by which they have to pro-
vide health insurance for their employ-
ees. And some employees are having re-
duced hours. This is a very big prob-
lem.

Another component of this is that
the President and the administration
have exempted certain entities. Re-
cently, the implementation of the busi-
ness demand that they provide health
care has been delayed. It’s really not
fair because individuals are saying, if
you can delay the business mandate,
the corporate mandate, why not the in-
dividual mandate?

The fullness of ObamaCare, the Af-
fordable Care Act, is coming into full
force very shortly. So this is colliding
as well with our budgetary discussion,
and it’s creating dramatic dynamics as
we end the month here at the end of
the fiscal year.

The other aspect of this is called se-
questration. A couple of years ago, we
were in a very similar situation in
which we were faced with raising the
debt ceiling—and I'll return to that
Washington phrase in a moment—or
not. A special committee was set up to
review the Tax Code and to review
spending, and they were going to come
up with a process by which there was a
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fair and balanced approach to spending
and taxes going forward.

But that supercommittee failed. The
incentive for them to act in a construc-
tive manner was something called ‘‘se-
questration,” which is the implementa-
tion of automatic budget cuts, pri-
marily affecting the defense of our
country, and what we call nondefense
discretionary spending.

Nondefense discretionary spending is
basically everything else the govern-
ment does, other than the defense and
veterans and retirement and health se-
curity programs—basically, Social Se-
curity, Medicare, and Medicaid. So a
third of the entire budget is what is
being affected by sequestration, and
many Members of Congress have seen
the furloughs in their districts and cut-
backs on vital programs.

I think there’s widespread support,
particularly where I come from, on,
again, ensuring that we have the right
type of spending reductions while there
is also a proper delivery of important
essentials. We have to do this in a
smart manner. The sequestration does
it across the board. It’s a very clumsy,
awkward way to do this. It’s not judi-
cious. It’s not using discretion. It’s not
taking the best judgment through our
normal processes of considering a budg-
et and appropriations bills and saying,
that program may have been good at
one time, but it no longer fits modern
needs. Let’s get rid of it and save that
money and bring down spending or
apply it to something new that’s inno-
vative that can really help people.

That’s what sequestration is doing.
That’s what it did this year. Because
that supercommittee failed to meet its
goal, there were automatic budgetary
reductions put in place. They will con-
tinue unless, again, we can come to an
agreement as to how we replace seques-
tration with a more prudent form of
spending reduction that would hope-
fully be coupled, again, with the right
type of tax reform.

Let me talk about that fourth Wash-
ington phrase, those two words, the
“‘debt ceiling.” We used to never hear
much about this. The debt ceiling was
something that kind of came and went.
Congress has to give the authority to
the President to go out and borrow
money. Usually, that was automatic;
but because our debt has gotten so
large, so severe, at $17 trillion, most
Members of Congress are saying this is
so severe that it demands creative
thinking and bold resolve, or else we
will undermine not only our economic
well-being but also national security.

Now, how so? What does $17 trillion
of debt mean?

Mr. Speaker, we are a people that
self-governs. This debt is not sitting
out there as somebody else’s problem.
It’s America’s problem. So if you di-
vided it all up between every man,
woman, and child i