
Congressional Record
UNUM

E PLURIBUS

United States
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 113th

 CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

b This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., b 1407 is 2:07 p.m.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

.

H137 

Vol. 160 WASHINGTON, FRIDAY, JANUARY 10, 2014 No. 6 

Senate 
The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, January 13, 2014, at 2 p.m. 

House of Representatives 
FRIDAY, JANUARY 10, 2014 

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

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving and gracious God, we give 
You thanks for giving us another day. 

We ask today that You bless the 
Members of this assembly to be the 
best and most faithful servants of the 
people they serve. Purify their inten-
tions that they will say what they be-
lieve and act consistently with their 
words. 

Help them, indeed help us all, to be 
honest with themselves so that they 
will be concerned not only with how 
their words and deeds are weighed by 
others, but also with how their words 
and deeds affect the lives of those in 
need, and those who look to them for 
support, help, strength, and leadership. 

May all that is done this day in the 
people’s House be for Your greater 
honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

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. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. KILMER) come 

forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

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

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

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-

tain up to 5 requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

AMEND THE AFFORDABLE CARE 
ACT 

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

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, this 
week I introduced legislation that will 
amend the Affordable Care Act, better 
known as ObamaCare, to prohibit a 
bailout for the insurance industry that 
is currently authorized under section 
1341 and section 1342 of the Affordable 
Care Act. 

The American people have had 
enough of bailouts for Big Business. It 
is time for this culture of corporate 
cronyism that has become a dominant 
part of Washington, D.C., to stop. My 
legislation, No Bailouts for the Insur-
ance Industry Act of 2014, would amend 
the Affordable Care Act to repeal sec-
tion 1341, the ‘‘reinsurance’’ fund, and 
section 1342, the ‘‘risk corridor’’ provi-
sion. 

Together, both can provide for a mas-
sive taxpayer bailout to cover the in-

surance industry losses. The taxpayers 
should not be on the hook for the fail-
ures of ObamaCare. Any reasonable 
person can see that this scheme isn’t 
going to work, and the American peo-
ple should not be forced to bail it out 
once it fails. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the passage of 
the No Bailouts for the Insurance In-
dustry Act of 2014. 

f 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFITS 
EXTENSION 

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

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to speak on the devastating loss 
of unemployment benefits for 1.3 mil-
lion Americans already and 1.9 million 
more at risk of losing benefits if Con-
gress fails to act soon. 

I have heard from constituents across 
my region who will be impacted by 
this, including a veteran who has been 
unemployed for 8 months. Losing bene-
fits will make it harder for him to 
complete the training program that he 
is enrolled in with the hopes of finding 
a new job. 

While our economy has made 
progress since the depths of recession, 
we still have too many people around 
this country struggling to find work. 
Congress needs to get focused on job 
creation, but withdrawing support to 
unemployed people as they seek work 
is no way to boost this economy. 

In fact, the Council of Economic Ad-
visers estimates that failing to extend 
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unemployment benefits will cost my 
State, Washington State, nearly 6,200 
jobs. That is worth repeating. Doing 
nothing will cost us jobs. For the sake 
of middle class families who have lost 
their jobs through no fault of their 
own, for the sake of the economic re-
covery, we need to extend the Emer-
gency Unemployment Compensation 
program immediately. 

f 

OBAMACARE—HOW IT AFFECTS A 
SINGLE MOM IN TEXAS 

(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, this 
week I got a call from a concerned fa-
ther in Crosby, Texas. His daughter is a 
single working mom with 3 young chil-
dren ages 3 through 13. She recently re-
ceived bad news from her health insur-
ance provider. She and her children 
will be dropped from their current 
plan. 

The new plan required under 
ObamaCare had a 40 percent more ex-
pensive premium. As a result, she and 
her children had to move out of their 
home and in with their father and 
mother. She no longer can afford to 
make it on her own. 

The father said: ‘‘Texans are suf-
fering. It hurts us. She got a 40 percent 
increase in her premium payments 
while she’s already struggling to make 
ends meet. Her policy was great before, 
but now it’s gone.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, this single working 
mom in Texas is being punished under 
ObamaCare. The President sold 
ObamaCare to the American people on 
the false promise that if they liked 
their plan they could keep it. Now, this 
single mother and her children and 
others are learning the hard way that 
this was just one more Washington lie. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

BENEFIT CUTS TO MILITARY 
RETIREES 

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

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, during 
my first year in office, I have made it 
a priority to put politics aside and 
focus on working with both Democrats 
and Republicans. My goal is to find 
commonsense solutions that benefit 
the people of my region of Illinois. 

I was encouraged to see both parties 
come together last month to pass a bi-
partisan deal that prevented another 
government shutdown, eased the harm-
ful impact of sequestration, and pro-
tected Illinois jobs and the economy. 

Compromises are rarely perfect. This 
budget is no different. It is not perfect. 
That is why I helped to introduce the 
Military Retirement Restoration Act. 
It would repeal the military retiree 
cost-of-living adjustments included in 
the budget deal. This bill is fully paid 
for and would repeal those costs to 

military retirees by closing unfair tax 
loopholes for offshore corporations. 

As someone who will always honor 
and support those who have given their 
lives in service to our country, I will 
continue to oppose proposals that aim 
to balance our budget on the backs of 
the brave men and women who have 
served us. 

I urge Democrats and Republicans to 
join me in supporting this common-
sense effort to ensure our military re-
tirees get the benefits that they have 
earned and deserve. 

f 

EXCHANGE AND COMMISSARY 
PROGRAM 

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

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to express my support for the 
military exchange and commissary 
program. 

The Defense Commissary Agency in 
the Department of Defense operates an 
efficient, worldwide chain of com-
missaries providing affordable gro-
ceries to military personnel and their 
families, and retirees. This benefit is 
critical for the men and women of the 
military and their families. It helps 
military personnel adequately provide 
for their families’ nutrition and well- 
being, both here at home and across 
the globe. 

While our Federal budget is under 
pressure, the benefits to our military 
personnel must not be targeted as a 
means to reduce our national debt. The 
exchange and commissary program is 
essential for retention, well-being, and 
our Nation’s military readiness. This is 
a vital service, and I will continue to 
fight for these services to be preserved 
here, and especially across the globe. 
This program is critical to our Nation’s 
military readiness and must be main-
tained. 

f 

CARE ACT 

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

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
we have a solemn duty to protect the 
privacy of all Americans. I think all of 
us here believe that, too. 

I am committed to helping southern 
Arizonans have access to the Afford-
able Care Act through the 
healthcare.gov Web site, and we must 
ensure that their personal and medical 
information is protected. 

That is why I will be introducing the 
CARE Act, which will require that the 
Department of Homeland Security de-
velop the highest cybersecurity stand-
ards for healthcare.gov, and for Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services to 
implement these standards within 90 
days. 

In a recent hearing in the Committee 
on Homeland Security, we learned that 
too little has been done to protect the 

privacy of Americans accessing the 
Web site. My constituents and the peo-
ple across this country deserve to know 
that when they interact with this Web 
site, their personal information will be 
safe and secure. That is what my bill 
ensures. 

I urge my colleagues, both Demo-
crats and Republicans alike, to join me 
in support of this critical legislation. 

f 

AAPS ENDORSEMENT 

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
nearly 4 years ago, the President 
signed into law his massive takeover of 
our health care system, and now Amer-
icans are seeing the lies and deceptions 
of ObamaCare. They deserve better. 
Now, more than ever, they are looking 
for a solution. Fortunately, there is a 
solution. It is H.R. 2900, my Patient 
OPTION Act. 

The Patient OPTION Act is the only 
health care bill that completely re-
moves the government from the doc-
tor-patient relationship and puts pa-
tients back in charge of their health 
care decisions. It will make health in-
surance cheaper for everyone. It pro-
vides access to good, quality care for 
all Americans, and it will save Medi-
care from going broke. 

This week, I am honored to announce 
that the Association of American Phy-
sicians and Surgeons has endorsed my 
Patient OPTION act. With the support 
of associations like AAPS and through 
the voice of ‘‘we the people,’’ we can 
work to put in place true conservative 
solutions like my Patient OPTION Act. 

f 

REPEAL MILITARY COST-OF- 
LIVING CUT 

(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, although 
the recent budget compromise has 
given our economy a measure of sta-
bility—and we are all thankful for 
that—it did so at the cost of vital bene-
fits for our military and their families. 

The budget deal cut $6 billion by re-
ducing the crucial cost-of-living ad-
justment, or COLAs, for thousands of 
veterans in south Florida and across 
the country. This is a miniscule part of 
the Federal deficit—less than 0.1 per-
cent—but it makes a huge difference 
for those who have given so much. 

Cost-of-living adjustments help sen-
iors and veterans keep up with the ris-
ing costs and basic needs like groceries 
and clothing. There are a lot of places 
to cut the Federal deficits, but it 
shouldn’t be in aiding those men and 
women who have sacrificed so much. 

That is why I have cosponsored legis-
lation to repeal this cut, and I urge my 
colleagues to join me in support of our 
Nation’s heroes. 
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POVERTY 

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, it has been 
more than 50 years since President 
Johnson declared war on poverty. I 
don’t doubt that President Johnson 
had good intentions, but intentions 
don’t win wars, and poverty is a stub-
born opponent. Fifteen percent of 
Americans still live below the poverty 
line, after trillions spent by the gov-
ernment. 

In December, I brought together 
community leaders and national ex-
perts to discuss how we can reinvigo-
rate the city of Reading and other cit-
ies in the 16th District of Pennsyl-
vania. From this conference, we are 
moving forward to get institutions to 
work together strategically and think 
differently about attacking the prob-
lem. 

Government at every level and com-
munities leaders need to cooperate and 
make sure there are opportunities to 
start new businesses and attract more 
development. 

Perhaps most importantly, we need 
smart strategies to help kids get a 
good education. This has to include 
building strong families, since statis-
tics show that children raised by only 
one parent are far more susceptible to 
temptations of drugs and gangs and 
other problems. 

It is time we rethought our strategy 
and rededicate ourselves to try helping 
needy Americans by removing barriers 
for wealth creation. 

f 

b 0915 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
EXTENSION 

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

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to extend 
the critical unemployment insurance 
lifeline to the 1.3 million Americans 
who have already lost coverage. 

Tragically, another 1.9 million Amer-
icans are set to lose benefits over the 
first 6 months of this year if we do not 
act. In California alone, over 214,000 
people have already lost their unem-
ployment coverage, including 19,000 
people in San Diego County and 3,500 
people in Imperial County. 

Approximately 326,000 more Califor-
nians stand to lose their coverage in 
the first 6 months of 2014. With unem-
ployment unacceptably high, now is 
not the time to take money out of the 
pockets of those who are struggling. 

For jobless Americans, unemploy-
ment benefits are used to purchase 
basic lifeline needs like food and shel-
ter and immediate necessities. The 
time is clicking. Let’s do the right 
thing. 

HEALTH EXCHANGE SECURITY 
AND TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2014 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 3811. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to 

House Resolution 455, I call up the bill 
(H.R. 3811) to require notification of in-
dividuals of breaches of personally 
identifiable information through Ex-
changes under the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 455, the bill is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 3811 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Health Ex-
change Security and Transparency Act of 
2014’’. 
SEC. 2. NOTIFICATION OF INDIVIDUALS OF 

BREACHES OF PERSONALLY IDENTI-
FIABLE INFORMATION THROUGH 
PPACA EXCHANGES. 

Not later than two business days after 
the discovery of a breach of security of any 
system maintained by an Exchange estab-
lished under section 1311 or 1321 of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act (42 
U.S.C. 18031, 18041) which is known to have 
resulted in personally identifiable informa-
tion of an individual being stolen or unlaw-
fully accessed, the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services shall provide notice of such 
breach to each such individual. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) 
and the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE) each will control 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in the days leading up 
to Christmas, hackers stole millions of 
credit card numbers from the servers of 
retail giant Target. I imagine that at 
least a few here in this Chamber may 
have had their own credit cards re-
placed to prevent theft. 

What if Target had not bothered to 
tell anyone? 

What if they had waited until people 
noticed fraudulent charges popping up 
on their statements? The damage 
would certainly be worse. 

It may shock some people to learn 
that there is no legal requirement that 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services notify an individual if his or 
her personal information is breached or 
improperly accessed through the Af-
fordable Care Act’s exchanges. 

While HHS has said that it will no-
tify individuals in such a case, the 
American people have a right to know 
that their government is required by 
law to contact them if their personal 
information is compromised. 

H.R. 3811, the Health Exchange Secu-
rity and Transparency Act, would sim-
ply ensure Americans receive notifica-
tion from HHS when their personally 
identifiable information has been com-
promised through the exchanges. Spe-
cifically, the bill requires HHS to no-
tify individuals no later than two busi-
ness days after discovery of a breach of 
an exchange system. 

Since the disastrous rollout of the 
healthcare.gov Web site, congressional 
oversight has uncovered that end-to- 
end security testing of healthcare.gov 
did not occur before the October 1 
launch, and that high-ranking adminis-
tration officials were told of the secu-
rity risks before the Web site went live. 

Teresa Fryer, the chief information 
security officer for the agency running 
the exchange system, even stated in a 
draft memo that the Federal exchange 
‘‘does not reasonably meet security re-
quirements’’ and ‘‘there is also no con-
fidence that personal identifiable infor-
mation will be protected.’’ 

A recent article in Information Week 
discussed a report released by Experian 
entitled ‘‘2014 Data Breach Industry 
Forecast,’’ which stated that ‘‘the 
health care industry, by far, will be the 
most susceptible to publicly disclosed 
and widely scrutinized data breaches in 
2014.’’ 

According to Information Week, the 
author of the study said he is basing 
this prediction at least partly on re-
ports of security risks posted by the 
healthcare.gov Web site and the health 
insurance exchanges established by 
various States. The Web infrastructure 
to support health insurance reform was 
‘‘put together too quickly and hap-
hazardly.’’ 

The most glaring problem for these 
sites has been their inability to keep 
up with consumer demand. The organi-
zational infrastructure behind the im-
plementation of ObamaCare is also 
complex, meaning that many parties 
have access to the personal data and 
could misuse or mishandle it. 

So we have volume issues, security issues, 
multiple data handling points, all generally 
not good things for protecting protected 
health information and personal identity in-
formation. 

Given the lack of security testing 
and the risk associated with 
healthcare.gov, and the administra-
tion’s repeated misrepresentation of 
the Web site’s readiness and 
functionality, H.R. 3811 is a reasonable 
step to ensure Federal officials are re-
quired to notify individuals in case of a 
breach. 

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

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

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
point out that Republicans are using 
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out-of-context quotes from an adminis-
tration, or from administration offi-
cials, to mislead the public about the 
security of healthcare.gov, the Web 
site. 

The same official they keep quoting 
went on to say: 

The added protections that we have put 
into place are best practices above and be-
yond what is usually recommended. And no 
Web site is 100 percent secure. But this effort 
to scare people from signing up for coverage 
is simply wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I am afraid the bill be-
fore the House today is simply an ef-
fort by Republicans to continue to im-
pede the efforts of implementing the 
Affordable Care Act by instilling mis-
information and fear in the American 
public. It is an egregious bill that 
would, in my opinion—let me point 
this out, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday, I was 
in the Rules Committee, and I pointed 
out that, to some extent, I was pleased, 
I guess, that I don’t see the Repub-
licans actually coming to the floor 
today to act on another repeal or out-
right repeal of the Affordable Care Act. 
I mean, we are not seeing that. We 
didn’t see it in Rules. And hopefully, I 
will say to my colleague, the chairman 
of the Health Subcommittee, that we 
don’t see it again, either in the com-
mittee, in Rules, or on the floor. 

So maybe there is some progress 
here, and at least the Republicans are 
not out there trying to repeal the Af-
fordable Care Act anymore—at least I 
hope so. 

But they are now moving to these 
other methods of trying to put fear in 
the public so that they don’t sign up or 
they don’t go on the Web site. And the 
fact of the matter is that these secu-
rity measures that they are talking 
about are addressing a reality that is 
not there. 

Do I think that security measures 
are critical for the Web site? 

Yes, absolutely. But let’s recap the 
last few years since the ACA passed. 
Republicans claim the ACA kills jobs; 
but since the law has passed, we have 
added nearly 8 million jobs. 

Republicans claim that the ACA 
causes health costs to increase, but the 
last 4 years we have seen the slowest 
health care cost growth in 50 years. 

Republicans claim we need to address 
the deficit; yet they repeal the law at 
every turn, which increases the deficit 
by over $1.5 trillion. 

Well, now they say that 
healthcare.gov is going to result in 
widespread breaches of people’s per-
sonal information, and that is simply 
not true. There have been no successful 
security attacks on healthcare.gov, 
and no one has maliciously accessed 
personal information. 

No Web site, public or private, is 100 
percent secure, but healthcare.gov is 
subject to strict security standards. It 
is constantly monitored and tested, 
and its security and privacy protec-
tions go beyond Federal IT standards. 

And the Health and Human Services 
Department has standards in place, 

just like every other government agen-
cy, to notify individuals if their per-
sonal information is breached. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is important that 
I note for everyone that House Demo-
crats have always previously supported 
legislation to require consumer notifi-
cation in the event of a breach of gov-
ernment and private sector computer 
systems. We still do. 

By expressing concern for the mock-
ery of this bill, it does not mean that 
I don’t support requiring the adminis-
tration to notify individuals of 
breaches of their information, but this 
not is a serious effort to strengthen 
privacy laws or to strengthen the 
health care Web site. 

The Republican strategy is to scare 
people away from going to the Web site 
and signing up for health care, and I 
urge Members and the American pub-
lic, do not be fooled by what they are 
doing. 

It is a good thing that they are not 
seeking to outright repeal the Afford-
able Care Act anymore, at least that 
appears to be the case, based on what 
happened in Rules the other night. But 
that doesn’t mean that they are not 
going to continue with these efforts to 
try to make hay over security and 
other matters. 

And I can’t stress enough that every 
one of the scare tactics they use, 
whether it is saying that the ACA is 
going to increase the deficit, which it 
doesn’t, it actually decreases the def-
icit; or whether they say that it is 
going to increase health costs, which 
we know it doesn’t, it actually de-
creases health costs. 

This is just another one of those 
scare tactics. And I just hope that my 
colleagues, both Democrats and Repub-
licans, are not fooled by this. 

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this time 
I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ISSA), 
the distinguished chairman of the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, famously, 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt said, We 
have nothing to fear but fear itself. 
That is not true here and, sadly, the 
last speaker is entitled to his opinion, 
but the facts do not bear out his con-
clusions. 

The truth is that actual interviews 
and depositions taken of the highest- 
ranking people that helped develop this 
Web site, both public and private, show 
there was no end-to-end testing. It did 
not meet the spirit of any definition of 
a secure Web site. 

In fact, the highest-ranking person, 
Teresa Fryer, on September 20, was un-
willing to recommend this site go ac-
tive, and said under oath that if it had 
been within her authority to stop it, 
she would have. 

It is very clear, even from the White 
House’s statements in the last few 
days, that they claim to have miti-
gated or have a plan to mitigate sig-

nificant security risks. The American 
people need to understand a plan to 
mitigate means they have not miti-
gated security risks. 

This is the situation we are in, in 
which no private sector company, in-
cluding Target, would go live with a 
system that has known failures and un-
known failures because of a failure to 
do end-to-end. 

All we are asking for is, since Sec-
retary Sebelius, under oath, has been 
wrong on multiple occasions, I have 
called for her to make clear that she 
made false statements. The fact is 
what we need is a law that makes it 
clear that they should do the right 
thing, not say they have always done 
the right thing and they will do the 
right thing, because in the case of 
healthcare.gov, they launched a site 
that was neither functionally ready, 
nor had it been security tested, and it 
had known failures that were not miti-
gated prior to the launch. 

Those are the facts, Mr. Speaker, and 
I ask for support of this bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Col-
orado (Ms. DEGETTE). 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, some 
mornings in Congress I wake up and I 
say, now here is a solution in search of 
a problem; and this morning is one of 
those days. 

We are hearing about how the Web 
site is not secure, how there can be se-
curity breaches. Ironically, we are 
hearing about security breaches with a 
private company, Target, and how ter-
rible it is, and that is why we have to 
do a bill. 

But, in fact, we haven’t seen any se-
curity breaches with healthcare.gov or 
the Web sites around the Affordable 
Care Act. And I want to stress that. 

b 0930 

I am the ranking Democrat on the 
Oversight and Investigations Sub-
committee of Energy and Commerce, 
and we have had a number of hearings, 
and we have had classified briefings. 
Here is some information that is not 
classified information. 

There has been not one successful 
hack into www.healthcare.gov. Let me 
say that again. Nobody has success-
fully been able to breach 
www.healthcare.gov. Furthermore, as 
we have recently learned in a briefing, 
www.healthcare.gov, interestingly, has 
not been targeted any more than any 
other Federal Web site for hackers. 

So why are we doing this bill? I have 
got to associate myself with Ranking 
Member PALLONE’s comments, that the 
only reason we could be doing this bill 
is to try to have a chilling effect 
against people signing up to get health 
insurance through the Web sites. 

Let me say it again. There have been 
no successful breaches of 
www.healthcare.gov. 

Now, if we really wanted to do a bill 
that would strengthen privacy, I would 
be all for that. I think that consumer 
privacy is one of the most important 
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things we can do. But really, when you 
look at the details of this bill, there is 
nothing here that furthers consumer 
notification or consumer privacy. 

First of all, there is no exemption or 
consideration of law enforcement. 
What if law enforcement found a poten-
tial breach and needed to investigate 
it? What if they needed more than 48 
hours to make sure that, in fact, there 
was a breach before they notified peo-
ple? Consider the harm that would 
occur if law enforcement did not have 
enough time and resources to fully in-
vestigate a security breach before it 
went public. The consequences of hasty 
and incorrect notification could just 
make the problem worse. 

Secondly, based on how the bill is 
drafted, if there is a data breach in a 
State that has chosen to run its own 
exchange, like my home State of Colo-
rado, HHS seems to bear an unneces-
sary burden of reporting the breach in 
the State exchange having nothing to 
do with the Federal exchange. 

Might I remind my colleagues, State 
exchanges are entirely independent 
from www.healthcare.gov. HHS does 
not run them. HHS did not build their 
Web sites, and HHS did not develop 
their security protocols. So why should 
HHS have to get involved in the State- 
run exchanges? 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Colorado. 

Ms. DEGETTE. So security for these 
State-based exchanges should be the 
responsibility of the States that are 
running them. 

I could go on and on. There are more 
problems with this bill than pages in 
the bill. 

So let’s get real. Instead of bringing 
legislation like this to the floor with-
out any committee action, why can’t 
we sit down together in a bipartisan 
way and improve the way the Afford-
able Care Act works for our constitu-
ents? That is what our constituents 
want. They want affordable health in-
surance. They want health care. And 
they don’t want unwarranted scare tac-
tics and attacks. So let’s sit down. 
Let’s work together. Let’s fix this leg-
islation. And let’s get real. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased, at this time, to yield 2 min-
utes to the distinguished gentlelady 
from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK), who is an 
expert on this issue. 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of this legislation to 
provide basic diligence to the Federal 
ObamaCare exchange. 

If someone’s personal information 
has been breached, the Federal Govern-
ment should be accountable and be re-
quired to notify them so that they can 
protect themselves from either iden-
tity theft or cyber threats. 

This is common sense, as data breach 
notification is required on most of the 
State-run exchanges, and there are 
laws that require notification by pri-

vate businesses as well. Yet, when HHS 
was asked to insert notification provi-
sions into the final rule for 
ObamaCare, they specifically declined 
to do so. This is an astonishing failure 
on the part of the administration 
though, sadly, characteristic of how 
they have proceeded at every turn with 
implementation of this train wreck 
legislation. 

www.healthcare.gov has been de-
scribed by former Social Security Ad-
ministrator Michael Astrue as a ‘‘hack-
er’s dream,’’ and last month, HHS re-
ported that there had been 32 security 
incidents since its launch. The Federal 
exchange potentially puts at risk 
Americans’ names, addresses, phone 
numbers, dates of birth, email address-
es, and even Social Security numbers. 

Last month, I introduced similar 
data breach notification legislation, 
and I am pleased to join my House col-
leagues now to pass this important bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I can’t imagine explain-
ing to my constituents that I voted 
against this commonsense measure to 
protect hardworking Americans from 
identity theft and cyber attacks, and 
this is why I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CUMMINGS), the ranking 
member of the House Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman 
from New Jersey for yielding. 

I would like to make two very, very 
simple points. 

First, the Affordable Care Act is 
working. Hello. It is working. It went 
into full effect, if you didn’t know, on 
January 1, and now millions of people— 
millions—are getting health insurance 
that they didn’t have before. 

Imagine what this means to families. 
Not only are they receiving critical 
medical care, but they have the secu-
rity of knowing they will not go bank-
rupt if they get into an accident or 
they get sick. That is major. 

The law also put in place key protec-
tions for consumers. Insurance compa-
nies are now prohibited from discrimi-
nating against people with cancer, dia-
betes, or other preexisting conditions. 
Some young people in my district said, 
Well, Congressman, I am not worried 
about preexisting conditions. I told 
them, You just keep on living. Insur-
ance companies may not charge higher 
prices for women, and millions of peo-
ple are now receiving free preventative 
care. 

There are also huge financial bene-
fits. Health insurance companies are 
sending rebate checks to millions of 
people. Since the law was passed, we 
have seen the lowest growth in health 
care costs in 50 years; and if we re-
pealed the law today, it would increase 
our deficit by more than $1.5 trillion. 

Despite all these positive results, Re-
publicans are still obsessed with kill-
ing the law. Since they cannot do it 
legislatively, they have shifted to a dif-

ferent tactic—scaring people away 
from the Web site. 

So my second point is this. There 
have been no successful security 
breaches of www.healthcare.gov. Let 
me say that again. There have been no 
successful security breaches of 
www.healthcare.gov. Nobody’s personal 
information has been maliciously 
hacked. 

All week, Republicans have been try-
ing to make their case for this bill by 
quoting from a memo drafted by the 
chief information security officer at 
CMS about concerns before the Web 
site was launched, but they omit one 
critical fact: this official never sent 
the memo. It was a draft. And she 
never gave it to anyone, including her 
own supervisor. How do we know this? 
Because she was interviewed by the 
Oversight Committee by both Repub-
lican and Democratic staff weeks ago. 

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

Mr. PALLONE. I yield the gentleman 
from Maryland an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And she told us this 
herself. 

Her draft memo did not take into ac-
count mitigation strategies put in 
place in the days that followed. Impor-
tantly, she also told the committee 
that she is satisfied with the security 
testing being conducted. When asked to 
describe the security measures now in 
place, she called them, ‘‘best practices 
above and beyond what is usually rec-
ommended.’’ 

These are important facts for the 
American people to know, but the Re-
publicans disregard them and omit 
them because they want to undermine 
their claims. 

Many of us would support efforts to 
strengthen requirements for the entire 
Federal Government and private sector 
to notify consumers of breaches, but 
today’s bill does not do that. Today’s 
bill is the latest attempt to attack the 
Affordable Care Act and deprive mil-
lions of Americans of the health care 
they deserve. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from California, KEVIN 
MCCARTHY, the distinguished whip of 
the House. 

Mr. MCCARTHY of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in support of the 
Health Exchange Security and Trans-
parency Act. The reason why we are 
passing this important legislation 
today is that credible and documented 
fears have been raised that this hastily 
constructed ObamaCare exchange Web 
site could jeopardize the security of 
our most sensitive personal informa-
tion. 

One of the many reasons so many 
worry about ObamaCare is that it in-
jects government and government bu-
reaucrats into the most personal 
sphere of our lives, our health care, in 
new and alarming ways. Nothing could 
turn a life more upside down quickly 
than identity theft. It is our duty, as 
Members of Congress, to do everything 
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in our power to protect and inform 
Americans about these potentially dev-
astating events. 

I am confident that this concern is 
one of the law’s most negative con-
sequences that both sides of the aisle 
can come together and agree must be 
addressed. Absent its full repeal, in-
stilling this type of transparency and 
accountability into ObamaCare is a 
worthy first step. I urge my Demo-
cratic friends to join with us today. 

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

Mr. Speaker, Republicans continue to 
attack the Web site, www.healthcare 
.gov, and this attack on the security of 
the Web site is just the latest in a long 
line of scare tactics attempting to 
limit enrollment and coverage under 
the ACA. 

It just bothers me so much because, 
as you know now, we have about 6 mil-
lion people who have obtained cov-
erage, 2.1 million receive private insur-
ance through the Web site, and things 
really are moving now in terms of more 
and more people signing up and getting 
coverage. 

I just wish that, rather than using 
scare tactics and trying to talk about 
security concerns that don’t exist, they 
would focus and work with us at actu-
ally trying to sign people up to get peo-
ple to have health insurance, which is 
the goal, of course, of the Affordable 
Care Act. 

The bill suggests that there are seri-
ous security problems with 
www.healthcare.gov, but this unique 
requirement doesn’t apply to other 
government Web sites or to private 
Web sites. Under the bill, HHS is re-
quired to notify individuals within 2 
business days if their personally identi-
fiable information is known to be sto-
len or unlawfully accessed from a mar-
ketplace computer system. If this is a 
good idea, then why is the GOP bill 
limiting this requirement to only mar-
ketplace Web sites? It is just a missed 
opportunity. 

Democrats firmly support strong 
data security and breach notification 
legislation. If the Republicans were se-
rious about the security of personally 
identifiable information on the Web, 
instead of bringing up this bill, they 
could have reached out to Democrats 
and developed a bipartisan bill. 

Indeed, when Democrats were in the 
majority, the Democrat-run House 
passed bipartisan legislation to provide 
for consumer notification in the event 
of a breach, which was introduced in 
the previous Congress. And the Repub-
licans are still playing political games. 
If they want to work with us to bring 
to the floor serious bipartisan data se-
curity breach notification legislation, 
then they should simply do it. 

In the Rules Committee the other 
day, one of the members asked, on the 
Republican side, if the administration 
has a position on the bill. And the ad-
ministration clearly opposes the bill. 
They put out an SAP which states: 

The Administration believes Americans’ 
personally identifiable information should be 

protected wherever it resides, and that all 
Americans deserve to know if that informa-
tion has been improperly exposed . . . The 
Federal Government has already put in place 
an effective and efficient system for securing 
personally identifiable information in the 
Health Insurance Marketplaces. 

So they oppose the passage of this 
bill. 

I just wish I could convince my col-
leagues—again, I am happy that this is 
not an outright repeal and that we are 
not wasting time on that, but we are 
still wasting time with this notion of 
the security breach that hasn’t hap-
pened when security measures are al-
ready in place. 

Again, this is being brought up in the 
first week we are back with no effort to 
reach out to us in any way to try to 
deal with this. It has a 2-day notifica-
tion requirement, which is simply not 
workable. 

I cannot stress enough that we, as 
Democrats, would like to address this 
issue, but it is not being addressed. It 
is just being done as a way of trying to 
scare the public from signing up on the 
Web site, which is so unfortunate be-
cause people want to sign up. They 
shouldn’t be in fear that, if they sign 
up, somehow there is going to be a se-
curity breach. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 0945 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 4 minutes 
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
BILIRAKIS), a distinguished member of 
the Health Subcommittee. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I appreciate it very much. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the Health Exchange Security and 
Transparency Act. I am pleased to be 
an original cosponsor of this legisla-
tion, and I am glad we are addressing 
this very important issue on the House 
floor today. 

Each day, I hear from constituents in 
Florida’s 12th Congressional District 
who are experiencing the negative im-
pacts of ObamaCare. Contrary to the 
very promises the law was sold on, my 
constituents have lost their health 
care coverage, have seen their pre-
miums rise, and were forced to choose 
new doctors. Now they are faced with 
concerns regarding their personal in-
formation and whether it is com-
promised—all because the President’s 
signature law was never really ready 
for prime time. 

The Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, which I am a member of, has 
held numerous hearings into the failed 
Web site and the lack of testing that 
occurred to ensure the Web site was 
properly secured. 

In these hearings, we have learned 
that 30 to 40 percent of the Web site 
isn’t built; end-to-end security testing 
wasn’t performed; and CMS’ own chief 
security information officer rec-
ommended against an Authority to Op-
erate because of cybersecurity con-
cerns. 

Her memo even stated: 

There is no confidence that personally 
identifiable information will be protected. 

It was the administrator of CMS, not 
that chief information officer, that 
signed off on the ATO. 

Mr. Speaker, does this sound like a 
safe and secure Web site? Millions of 
Americans were forced to sign up for 
the exchanges in order to avoid indi-
vidual mandate fines. And now each of 
these individuals, including myself and 
many in this Chamber, are potential 
victims of identity theft. 

While privacy in the health care 
realm is typically protected by HIPAA, 
it does not apply to HHS or the feder-
ally run exchanges. Furthermore, data 
notification is critical to maintaining 
security, and individuals should be no-
tified when their personal information 
could be compromised. Yet, in the final 
rules HHS published in August, it did 
not finalize a data breach notification 
rule. Instead, it stated that it is up to 
‘‘CMS to determine whether a risk of 
harm exists and if individuals need to 
be notified.’’ 

A government bureaucrat, Mr. 
Speaker, should not be given the power 
to determine whether the loss of per-
sonally identifiable information con-
stitutes harm. We do not know how 
many breaches have occurred on 
healthcare.gov, whether due to the ac-
cidental sharing of information or oth-
erwise, because there is currently no 
public disclosure requirement. The 
Health Exchange Security and Trans-
parency Act will bring accountability 
and transparency to the administra-
tion and the health care exchanges. 

I strongly urge my colleagues in the 
House to support this bill today, and I 
urge all, of course, our colleagues in 
the Senate to swiftly take up this bill 
so that we may pass it into law. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. WAX-
MAN), ranking member of the Energy 
and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. WAXMAN. The previous speaker 
in this debate said that we don’t know 
how many times there was a breach of 
security on the health care Web site. 
Well, we do know how many breaches 
of security there were, how many suc-
cessful attacks there were—zero. There 
have been no successful breaches of 
healthcare.gov. 

Mr. Speaker, since October 1, more 
than 6 million Americans have signed 
up for health insurance—6 million. 
Four million are enrolled in Medicaid, 
2 million in private coverage. Any way 
you look at it, that is good news. 

Now Republicans seem eager to find 
some bad news. They want to keep 
talking about Web site problems and 
stir up phony fears that personal infor-
mation is not secure on this site. They 
are looking for the bad news because 
the facts are against them. 

Republicans said the Affordable Care 
Act would kill jobs. We hear it over 
and over again—kill jobs. Since the law 
was passed, we have added nearly 8 mil-
lion jobs. Republicans said this law 
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would cause health care costs to sky-
rocket, but we have had 4 straight 
years of the slowest health care cost 
growth in 50 years. Republicans said 
the ACA would explode the deficit, but 
repealing the law, which they have 
tried to do over 40 times on the floor, 
would increase the deficit by over $1.5 
trillion. 

So, today, House Republicans are re-
sorting to scare tactics. They are 
bringing up a poorly thought-out bill 
based on the false premise that 
healthcare.gov is not secure. The truth 
is—I will say it again—there have been 
no successful security attacks on 
healthcare.gov. 

Now, while no site, public or private, 
is 100 percent secure, healthcare.gov is 
subject to strict security standards, it 
is constantly monitored and tested, 
and it has procedures in place to notify 
consumers in the event of a breach. We 
can’t say the same thing for private 
Web sites. We all heard about Target 
having their Web site attacked success-
fully. No one is asking that they make 
disclosures. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, this is not a se-
rious attempt to address this issue be-
cause it doesn’t set any standards on 
private insurance companies. Private 
insurance companies hold far more pri-
vate data than the exchanges. 

Mr. Speaker, as chairman, I worked 
on bipartisan legislation to set tough 
data privacy and security standards on 
government and private sector com-
puter systems. House Democrats have 
supported these efforts, but this bill is 
not serious. Did you know this bill was 
never even considered in committee? It 
doesn’t allow for any delay in reporting 
to protect ongoing law enforcement in-
vestigations. The bill creates a host of 
technical and administrative problems. 

This is purely a message bill. That is 
all we do these days. In between re-
cesses, we have message bills on the 
floor of the House, and we get nothing 
done. This is purely a message bill, and 
the message is one that is designed to 
mislead. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentleman from Virginia, ERIC 
CANTOR, our distinguished majority 
leader. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to rise in sup-
port of the Health Exchange Security 
and Transparency Act. If I could just 
take a few seconds to respond to the al-
legations put forward by the gentleman 
from California, the ranking member 
on the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, I want to just make a point, 
Mr. Speaker. There is a real difference 
between users of a retailer’s Web site 
and users of healthcare.gov because 
those who choose to go on the Web site 
of a retailer in the private sector do so 
at their choice. 

The people of this country, all of the 
American people now, if they go to 
healthcare.gov, they are being forced 
to go to healthcare.gov, and so for the 

gentleman to sit here and say, well, we 
don’t require this out of the other in-
dustries, banks or anything else, I 
would beg to differ. There are certainly 
requirements in law and duties owed by 
banks to their shareholders, customers 
and the rest, but I would say to the 
gentleman, this is a situation where 
the law at hand is requiring individ-
uals—mandating them—to go to this 
site. 

So contrary to the allegations made 
by the gentleman, what this bill does is 
it just requires the administration to 
provide 48 hours’ notice after a breach 
of health care information or financial 
data. All it says is the administration 
has to let victims of identity theft or 
information theft be notified. That is 
it. This is a good government bill. Why 
do we want to wait until there is a data 
breach? 

I would ask the gentleman to look to 
a quote by CMS’ own chief information 
security officer, Teresa Fryer. She said 
that the Federal exchange ‘‘does not 
reasonably meet security require-
ments.’’ That is what the chief cyberse-
curity officer at the agency says, the 
exchange ‘‘does not meet security re-
quirements.’’ 

Now, the Experian credit bureau said: 
The health care industry, by far, will be 

the most susceptible to publicly disclosed 
and widely scrutinized data breaches of 2014. 

If we know this, why wouldn’t we 
take precautions to help people? That 
is all this bill does. It says if there is a 
risk of data breach, we should afford 
people the opportunity to take correc-
tive action immediately. That is it. 
There is no message in there. This is 
just trying to help people. 

So I would say to the gentleman, if 
he would just set aside the partisan at-
tacks for once, let’s help people. Let’s 
go about the way we should be in put-
ting people first here. We disagree on 
this law in requiring health care the 
way government says we should re-
quire, yes, but I think we can all agree 
we want to help people, and we want to 
make sure that they can keep their in-
formation safe. That is all this bill is 
about. 

So I want to thank Chairman FRED 
UPTON, Chairman JOE PITTS, and the 
members serving on the committees 
who have been conducting oversight on 
the issue for the past year, including 
the Science Committee, the Homeland 
Security and the Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform Committees. Con-
gresswoman DIANE BLACK, certainly 
the gentleman from Florida, GUS BILI-
RAKIS, and Representative KERRY 
BENTIVOLIO have all worked hard on 
this issue. I commend them for their 
efforts to just help people for once. 

With that, I urge adoption and pas-
sage of the bill. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to Mr. 
WAXMAN. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Well, thank you for 
yielding. I am not going to take that 
much time, but I do want to respond to 
the comments that were just made on 
the House floor. 

No one is forced to go on this Web 
site. No one is forced to buy their in-
surance by going on the Web site. They 
could go to brokers. Once you sign up 
for insurance, whether it is public or 
private, your information is in their 
Web. It is in their computer system. 
That is true for private insurance. Does 
this bill do anything about breaches of 
private insurance? No. 

Now, the majority leader used a 
quote from someone in the administra-
tion, I think, to mislead the public 
about the security of healthcare.gov, 
but that same official said at the end of 
that quote, The added protections that 
we have put into place are best prac-
tices above and beyond what is usually 
recommended. 

No Web site is 100 percent secure, but 
this effort to scare people from signing 
up for coverage is wrong. If we do care 
about breaches in security, it ought to 
apply to private and public insurance, 
not just when you sign up, but when 
they hold your data. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
UPTON), the distinguished chairman of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this legislation, H.R. 
3811, the Health Exchange Security and 
Transparency Act of 2014. 

Security and transparency are both 
critically important to every Amer-
ican, and the public expects and de-
serves to have them both when it 
comes to health care. 

Sadly, I believe the administration 
has failed to deliver. This important 
bill seeks to provide peace of mind to 
folks in Michigan and across the coun-
try who have submitted personal infor-
mation to a Federal health insurance 
exchange. Americans have the right to 
know in the event that their sensitive 
personal information provided to an ex-
change is compromised, especially as it 
is the law’s individual mandate that 
forces them to purchase the govern-
ment-approved health care coverage. 
Why wouldn’t we want the public to 
know and be alerted right away? 

Just this morning on CNBC’s ‘‘Break-
ing News,’’ the CEO of Target appar-
ently is indicating that as many as 70 
million Americans—their customers— 
may have had their private informa-
tion stolen. Would it have been right 
for Target just to sit on that informa-
tion? Or was it appropriate for them to 
try and put the word out so that at 
least the consumers would have the 
right information? 

b 1000 

Let me tell you what this bill does. It 
is a commonsense bill. It is going to re-
quire that the administration promptly 
inform individuals within 2 business 
days if their personal information has 
been stolen or unlawfully accessed 
through an exchange. Through the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee’s 
thoughtful oversight, we have uncov-
ered troubling information regarding 
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the security of the health insurance ex-
changes. What this bill does is preven-
tive medicine. Do we want to wait 
until the horse is out of the barn before 
we take action? I don’t think so. 

We found that the administration did 
not perform a full security control as-
sessment before healthcare.gov opened 
for business on October 1. We have also 
learned that just days before 
healthcare.gov went live, senior offi-
cials at HHS expressed serious con-
cerns regarding the protection of per-
sonally identifiable information that 
was entered into their Web site. 

These facts, on top of the fact that 
the administration has repeatedly mis-
represented the functionality and the 
readiness of the health care law, raise 
significant questions regarding the se-
curity of healthcare.gov and the infor-
mation available in the exchanges. 

A few weeks ago, the administration 
was willing to let millions of Ameri-
cans lose their health insurance, de-
spite the President’s solemn promise 
that they could keep their health plan 
if they liked it; and it took the House, 
acting in a bipartisan legislative man-
ner, for the administration to confess 
that, yes, they had broken their prom-
ise. 

Now the administration is saying it 
opposes this requirement that it notify 
Americans when personal information 
is stolen. 

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

Mr. PITTS. I yield an additional 30 
seconds to the gentleman. 

Mr. UPTON. So the self-proclaimed, 
most-transparent administration in 
history has come out against trans-
parency. I am sorry Republicans and 
Democrats may disagree on the merits 
of the President’s health care law, and 
we do; but I think that we should all 
agree that Americans deserve to be no-
tified if that personal information is 
put at risk by the law. 

I want to thank Chairman PITTS for 
putting security and transparency 
above politics, and I would urge my 
colleagues in a bipartisan way to sup-
port this bill this morning. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CROWLEY), the vice chair of 
the Democratic Caucus. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank my friend 
from New Jersey for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, there are so many truly 
pressing issues facing our Nation, so it 
is a shame that we are here once again 
wasting time on legislation like this. It 
doesn’t even solve the issues the Re-
publicans claim they are trying to ad-
dress. The truth is, the bill we are con-
sidering today is far from a productive 
answer to anything. It is just yet an-
other scare tactic to discourage people 
from obtaining health care—that is 
right. Here is a news flash for you: Re-
publicans want to stop people from at-
taining health care. 

I don’t think why we should expect 
anything else from a party with such 

little vision. Instead of creating oppor-
tunity, they have become the party 
that shuts things down. They shut 
down the government. They shut down 
unemployment insurance for people 
who are desperately trying to find 
work. They have tried repeatedly to 
shut down the Affordable Care Act. As 
a matter of fact, 47 times—47 times— 
they have attempted to shut down the 
Affordable Care Act. Heck, they are 
even shutting down bridges in New Jer-
sey. The fact is, it seems like their 
agenda is just about shutting down 
things that actually work for Amer-
ican families. Republicans can’t just 
slam the door shut again and again on 
the American people. It is time to end 
this shutdown mentality once and for 
all here in Washington and get back to 
working on issues of concern to the en-
tire Nation. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of the time remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 13 min-
utes remaining, and the gentleman 
from New Jersey has 61⁄2 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ten-
nessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN), the vice 
chair of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 
when is this administration finally 
going to start paying attention to the 
warning signs? 

When career staff at OMB warned the 
administration that Solyndra wasn’t 
ready for prime time, they moved for-
ward anyway and lost hardworking 
taxpayers a half billion dollars. 

When private consultants told the 
White House and HHS officials last 
spring that there were problems with 
healthcare.gov, they moved forward 
anyway. 

When CMS sent a memo just 4 days 
before healthcare.gov went live and 
warned about ‘‘inherent security 
risks’’—their terminology—the admin-
istration moved forward anyway. So 
their failed policy of forward is costing 
us money and is getting people into 
trouble. This is what we are hearing 
from an Experian report. America’s 
personal information is at high risk on 
healthcare.gov. There is a great oppor-
tunity for a data breach. 

Mr. Speaker, this is something we 
can stop. The bill today does that. It is 
simple. It addresses the problem. What 
it does very simply—and I commend 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
the Health Exchange Security and 
Transparency Act—it accomplishes 
what this administration has failed to 
make a standard practice. It will force 
HHS to inform anyone if their informa-
tion has been breached, and they have 
to do this within 2 business days. They 
can’t hide it. They can’t spin it. They 
have got to tell you if your informa-
tion has been breached. 

We do this because if the administra-
tion is going to require us—and, yes, to 
my colleagues, it is a requirement—to 

use healthcare.gov, at least they can 
notify you when your information has 
been breached. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. SHEILA JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the dis-
tinguished gentleman, and I thank the 
manager of this legislation, and I 
thank the good intentions of our col-
leagues. 

I want to pause for a moment, Mr. 
PALLONE, and just simply say that al-
though these are important issues, as a 
member of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, I helped draft the PATRIOT 
Act and business record 215, and we are 
now looking to constrain the collection 
of mega-data, and I accept the impor-
tance of privacy for the American peo-
ple. But I pause for just a moment to 
ask my colleagues, we have enough 
time today to actually pass the exten-
sion of the unemployment benefits. 
There are 1.3 million people, 12,000 in 
my own community, who would like us 
to stay here and make sure that we get 
that done. I hope that my friends on 
the other side of the aisle will accept 
the challenge of Republicans putting 
an extension of the unemployment ben-
efits on the floor to help unemployed 
Americans. 

But this is an important issue as 
well, and I do want to say that our 
friends have not documented any 
breach on personal and private data of 
those individuals that have accessed 
the Affordable Care Act, which are 9 
million plus, and growing. We have had 
46 votes to repeal it. Now we come one 
by one with legislation that has not 
gone through regular order. It has not 
gone through the committee process. It 
has very good intentions; but, in actu-
ality, it may be overly burdensome be-
cause, Mr. Speaker, there is no bar. 
There is no limit for HHS to provide 
notice for any possible breach within 
seconds or minutes or hours after the 
incident may have occurred. 

Frankly, this legislation doesn’t go 
far enough. Let me give you a few 
facts. The Affordable Care Act imple-
mentation of healthcare.gov is under 
the authority of HHS. HHS assigned 
the task for developing healthcare.gov 
to the agency’s Center for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services. Under the Fed-
eral Privacy Act, all Federal agencies 
must draft regulations to protect per-
sonally identifiable information under 
their control. 

The Federal Privacy Act was estab-
lished by an act of Congress and con-
currence of the executive branch to 
balance the government’s need to 
maintain personal information on 
Americans with the right of individuals 
to be protected against unwarranted 
invasions of their privacy. 

The Privacy Act came as a direct re-
sult of the work of the Church Com-
mittee following revelations that the 
government has routinely used records 
on citizens for political purposes to en-
gage in surveillance or retaliatory ac-
tivity. There were a series of laws 
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passed by Congress to protect the pri-
vacy of Americans. 

Computer records management was 
of such grave concern to Members of 
Congress following investigations into 
disclosures that then-President Nixon 
had used his high office to seek out by 
means to exact retribution against po-
litical enemies by causing harm to ca-
reers, reputations as well as financial 
injury through IRS audits. 

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

Mr. PALLONE. I yield an additional 
1 minute to the gentlewoman. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. So we have had 
an intense interest since the report 
‘‘Records, Computers, and the Rights 
of Citizens’’ was produced in 1973. HHS 
is chiefly responsible for why the 
United States became the first Nation 
in the world to draft a Federal privacy 
law. They know what to do. They de-
veloped the Code of Fair Information 
practices which have five principles, 
one of which says there must be no per-
sonal data recordkeeping systems 
whose very existence is secret, that is, 
to not use the data of people in the 
wrong way. 

There is the CMS Policy for Privacy 
Act, and I offer this for the RECORD. 

The baseline of my point is that HHS 
was at the core of developing privacy. 
There have been no known breaches. 
There is no bar for CMS and HHS to 
tell the American public or the indi-
vidual immediately. 

This bill will add burdensome re-
quirements and may—it may—distract 
or take away from legal and lawful law 
enforcement investigations. I ask that 
we look at this together in a bipartisan 
manner. I believe in privacy. I hope we 
can work together, Mr. PALLONE, and 
make this what it should be; but I 
think the American people are pro-
tected. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak on H.R. 3811, 
the Health Exchange Security and Trans-
parency Act of 2014. 

I would like to commend the author of the 
bill for the focus on privacy. 

Privacy protection is a policy area that has 
strong bi-partisan agreement. 

However, because H.R. 3811 did not go 
through regular order there was no opportunity 
for the Committees of jurisdiction to provide 
valuable input into its drafting. 

I would like to offer a few facts that may 
make it clear that this bill, although well inten-
tioned is not necessary in its current form. 

The Affordable Care Act implementation of 
healthcare.gov is under the authority of the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
(HHS). 

HHS assigned the task for developing 
healthcare.gov to the agency’s Centers for 
Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS). 

Under the Federal Privacy Act all federal 
agencies must draft regulations to protect per-
sonally identifiable information under their con-
trol. 

The Federal Privacy Act was established by 
an act of Congress and concurrence of the 
Executive Branch to balance the Govern-
ment’s need to maintain personal information 
on Americans with the right of individuals to 

be protected against unwarranted invasions of 
their privacy. 

The Privacy Act came as a direct result of 
the work of the Church Committee following 
revelations that the government had routinely 
used records on citizens for political purposes 
to engage in surveillance or retaliatory activity 
a series of laws were passed by Congress to 
protect the privacy of Americans. 

Computer records management was of such 
grave concern to members of Congress fol-
lowing investigations into disclosures that then 
President Nixon had used his high office to 
seek out means to exact retribution against 
political enemies by causing harm to careers, 
reputations as well as financial injury through 
IRS audits. 

In 1973, a report ‘‘Records, Computers, and 
the Rights of Citizens’’ was produced by the 
former Federal Department of Health Edu-
cation and Welfare (HEW), which today exists 
as two agencies one of which is the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services (HHS) 
established the first federal agency privacy 
policies for information held on Americans. 

HHS is chiefly responsible for why the 
United States became the first nation in the 
world to draft a federal privacy law. 

HHS developed the Code of Fair Informa-
tion practices which later became the basis for 
the Federal Privacy Act. 

The Code of Fair Information Practices has 
five principles: 

There must be no personal data record- 
keeping systems whose very existence is se-
cret. 

There must be a way for a person to find 
out what information about the person is in a 
record and how it is used. 

There must be a way for a person to pre-
vent information about the person that was ob-
tained for one purpose from being used or 
made available for other purposes without the 
person’s consent. 

There must be a way for a person to correct 
or amend a record of identifiable information 
about the person. 

Any organization creating, maintaining, 
using, or disseminating records of identifiable 
personal data must assure the reliability of the 
data for their intended use and must take pre-
cautions to prevent misuses of the data. 

The Federal Privacy Act protects all per-
sonal information managed by Federal agen-
cies. 

We know that not all agencies do a good 
job at protecting the personal information of 
citizens so today’s focus on privacy is relevant 
and important. 

However, our focus should be much broader 
and better informed regarding the work of 
each agency in this area. 

Committee hearings would have been bene-
ficial in informing the drafters of H.R. 3811, 
prior to its introduction on the Floor of the 
House for a vote. 

For example, authors of the bill may have 
taken a different approach if it was acknowl-
edged that the CMS has several policy docu-
ments specific to the topic of protecting per-
sonal identifiable information of medical 
records data: 

CMS Policy for Privacy Act Implementation 
& Breach Notification (7/23/07) 

Risk Management Handbook Volume III 
Standard 7.1 (12/6/12) 

Incident Handling and Breach Notification 
CMS Privacy Policy is written to meet obli-

gations established by the Federal Privacy Act 

of 1974 (5 U.S.C., 552a), the Computer 
Matching and Privacy Protection Act of 1988 
(Public Law 100–503) and the Department of 
Health and Human Services Privacy Act Reg-
ulations (45 C.F.R. Part 5b). 

I want to assure my colleagues that under 
the Federal Privacy Act all Federal agencies 
must ‘‘develop an effective response to 
[breaches] that requires disclosure of informa-
tion regarding the breach to those individuals 
affected by it, as well as to persons and enti-
ties in a position to cooperate, either by assist-
ing in notification to affected individuals or 
playing a role in preventing or minimizing 
harms from the breach.’’ 

All agencies, which include CMS, must re-
port all incidents involving personally identifi-
able information to US-Computer Readiness 
Team or (US-CERT). 

The US-CERT reporting requirement does 
not distinguish between potential and con-
firmed breaches—all must be reported within 1 
hour of discovery/detection. 

The CMS policy on breach notification has 
5 criteria to determine if a breach has oc-
curred: 

Nature of the Data Elements Breached 
Number of Individuals Affected 
Likelihood the Information is Accessible and 

Usable 
Likelihood the Breach May Lead to Harm 
Ability of the Agency to Mitigate the Risk of 

Harm 
CMS is directed to provide notification with-

out unreasonable delay following the discovery 
of a breach, consistent with the needs of law 
enforcement and any measures necessary for 
CMS to determine the scope of the breach 
and, if necessary, to restore the integrity of the 
computerized system. 

The consideration of Law-enforcement in 
government agency breaches is very impor-
tant because this type of crime can take place 
in seconds or it may occur over hours, days, 
weeks or months. 

Law-enforcement in investigation of data 
breaches attempts to identify the culprit(s) and 
others who may be involved. 

To avoid impeding the efforts of law-en-
forcement or national security H.R. 3811, the 
Health Exchange Security and Transparency 
Act of 2014 should have included a law-en-
forcement exception. 

Responsibility for information on individuals 
whose personally identifiable information has 
been breached is the CMS Administrator the 
highest official of the agency. 

However, if the data breach is under 50, the 
notice may also be issued by the CMS Chief 
Information Officer or Senior Official for Pri-
vacy. 

CMS Breach Notification to individuals must 
be in writing that should be ‘‘concise, con-
spicuous, and in plain language’’ and include 
the following: 

Brief description of what happened, includ-
ing date(s) and its discovery; 

Description of the types of information in-
volved in the breach; 

Whether the information was encrypted or 
protected by other means when determined 
the information may be useful or compromise 
the security of the system; 

What steps individuals should take to pro-
tect themselves from potential harm; 

What the agency is doing; and 
Who affected individuals should contact 
There is no evidence that healthcare.gov 

had a breach of personal information. 
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If such a breach had occurred it would not 

be secret and members of this body would 
have been briefed. 

First, the most important rule for cyber secu-
rity is following the example of the profes-
sionals who work in this fast paced area: truth 
comes before beauty. The truth is that there is 
no computer system that is 100 percent se-
cure from hostile cyber attacks, natural disas-
ters, structural failures or human errors. 

Second, the Internet is a rough neighbor-
hood—the best we can do is to design the 
best systems possible provide the resources 
necessary to follow through on good security 
and privacy designs and ignore the politics of 
the moment. The most dangerous threats to 
cyber security do not care about anyone’s po-
litical party they may care very much about 
your nation of origin. 

Third, cyber security is not about the 14 
year old with a laptop, but the botnet attack 
from a coordinate effort that brings to the dis-
cussion significant threats to networks. There 
is no evidence that nothing occurred that 
would suggest that the website experienced 
anything of this nature. 

Congress should use regular order to con-
sider means and methods of securing all fed-
eral data that is categorized as personally 
identifiable information. 

Attempts to misinform or frighten Americans 
regarding the healthcare.gov or the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act implemen-
tation mechanisms are unwarranted. 

CMS has a detailed and well managed pro-
gram for ensuring that personally identifiable 
information is secure and when questions 
arise they have a top level ‘‘Incident Handling’’ 
protocol that is through in investigating issues 
and uncovering the facts regarding suspected 
breaches. 

CMS relies upon US-CERT, which is part of 
DHS’ National Cybersecurity and Communica-
tions Integration Center (NCCIC) to address 
breaches of data it manages. 

The Department of Homeland Security’s 
United States Computer Emergency Readi-
ness Team (US-CERT) leads efforts to im-
prove the nation’s cybersecurity posture, co-
ordinate cyber information sharing, and 
proactively manage cyber risks to the Nation 
while protecting the constitutional rights of 
Americans. 

CMS informs US-CERT within an hour of a 
suspected breach incident. 

However, a report does not mean that an in-
cident occurred an investigation must proceed 
to determine if the report is valid. 

It is important note that premature breach 
notices being sent to consumers regarding 
their personally identifiable information could 
have unintended and adverse outcomes for 
several reasons: 

Notice fatigue—too many notices and peo-
ple stop paying attention; 

Increased cost of administering a program 
due to additional communications that inform 
people that the initial breach notice was a 
false alarm; 

Giving notice to cyber criminals or terrorists 
that they have been discovered before law en-
forcement or national security can assess how 
the extent of the threat, the target or objective 
of the attack and trace the source of the threat 
with the goal of identifying the culprits; and 

Correcting the problem that allowed the 
breach to occur 

HHS should only collect the personally iden-
tifiable information that is necessary, used it 

for the purpose of the collection and promptly 
discarded that data so no database or system 
of records is created. 

I commend my colleagues for the focus on 
Privacy and hope that we can work together to 
improve the protection of personal information 
on Americans throughout the Federal Govern-
ment. 

I strongly recommend that my colleagues 
vote to send this bill back for committee con-
sideration so that its goal of improving privacy 
protection can be better matched to the reality 
of what CMS is currently doing in the area of 
breach notification, which conforms to what 
Americans need and law-enforcement as well 
as national security must have to protect fed-
eral agency computer networks. 

1 INTRODUCTION 
CMS must be able to respond to computer 

security-related and/or privacy-related inci-
dents in a manner that protects its own in-
formation and helps to protect the informa-
tion of others that might be affected by the 
incident. 

This Risk Management Handbook Volume 
III, Standard 7.1, Incident Handling and 
Breach Notification standard, along with the 
companion procedures of the RMH Volume 
II, Procedure 7.2, Incident Handling, super-
sedes the CMS Information Security (IS) In-
cident Handling and Breach Analysis/Notifi-
cation Procedure dated December 3, 2010. 

1.1 Background 
1.1.1 SECURITY EVENT 

A Security Event is an observable occur-
rence in a network or system (e.g., known or 
suspected penetrations of information Tech-
nology (IT) resources, probes, infections, log 
reviews), or any occurrence that potentially 
could threaten CMS data confidentiality, in-
tegrity, or availability. 

1.1.2 REPORTABLE EVENT 
A Reportable Event is any activity or oc-

currence that involves: 
A matter that a reasonable person would 

consider a violation of criminal, civil, or ad-
ministrative laws applicable to any Medicare 
contract or federal health care program. 

Integrity violations, including any known, 
probable, or suspected violation of any Medi-
care contract term or provision. 

A matter considered to have an ‘‘adverse’’ 
impact on the IT system/infrastructure or 
CMS data confidentiality, integrity, or 
availability. Examples of specific events that 
should be reported include (but are not lim-
ited to): 

Unauthorized access to or use of sensitive 
data for illegal purposes. 

Unauthorized altering of data, programs, 
or hardware. 

Loss of mission-essential data (i.e., pa-
tient, financial, benefits, legal, etc.). 

Environmental damage/disaster (greater 
than $10,000) causing loss of IT services or 
data, or which may be less than $10,000 in 
damage yet affect CMS’ ability to continue 
any day-to-day functions and operations. 

Infection of sensitive systems, firmware, or 
software by malicious code (i.e., Viruses, 
Worms and Trojan Horses, etc.). 

Perpetrated theft, fraud, vandalism, and 
other criminal computer activity that did, or 
may, affect the organization’s capabilities to 
continue day-to-day functions and oper-
ations. 

Telecommunications/network security vio-
lations, i.e., networks (including local area 
networks [LANs], metropolitan area net-
works [MANs], and wide area networks 
[WANs]) that experience service interrup-
tions that cause an impact to an indefinite 
number of end users. 

Unauthorized access to data when in trans-
mission over communications media. 

Loss of system availability affecting the 
ability of users to perform the functions re-
quired to carry out day-to-day responsibil-
ities. 

Root-level attacks on networking infra-
structure, critical systems, or large, multi- 
purpose, or dedicated servers. 

Compromise (or disclosure of account ac-
cess information) of privileged accounts on 
computer systems. 

Compromise (or disclosure of account ac-
cess information) of individual user accounts 
or desktop (single-user) systems. 

Denial-of-service attacks on networking 
infrastructure and systems. 

Attacks launched on others from within 
organizational boundaries or systems. 

Scans of internal organizational systems 
originating from the Internet or from within 
the organizational boundaries. 

Any criminal act that may have been com-
mitted using organizational systems or re-
sources. 

Disclosure of protected data, including 
paper disclosure, email release, or inad-
vertent posting of data on a web site. 

Suspected information-technology policy 
violation. 

A Reportable Event may be the result of 
an isolated event or a series of occurrences. 
Reportable Events under these procedures 
include events that occur at CMS federal 
sites, contractor/subcontractor sites/sys-
tems, consultants, vendors or agents. If the 
Reportable Event results in an overpayment 
relating to either Trust Fund payments or 
administrative costs, the report must de-
scribe the overpayment with as much speci-
ficity as possible, as of the time of the due 
date for the submission of the report. 

Security events that may consist of an ob-
servable occurrence in a network or system 
(e.g., detected probes, infections prevented, 
log reviews, etc.), that do not threaten sys-
tem integrity, are not considered Reportable 
Events unless they may be reasonably asso-
ciated with other incidents, Reportable 
Events, or breaches. CMS categorizes these 
events in a monthly report to the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services (HHS) 
(hereafter referred to as the ‘‘Department’’ 
or ‘‘HHS’’) Cybersecurity Program as fol-
lows: 

Malicious Code Prevented: Viruses were 
prevented and did not cause any harm to any 
system. 

Probes and Reconnaissance Scans De-
tected: Probes and scans were detected but 
did not pose a serious threat to a CMS sys-
tem. 

Inappropriate Usage: Misuse of computing 
resources by an otherwise authorized indi-
vidual. 

Other: Cannot be categorized under any of 
the above and do not threaten system integ-
rity. 

There are many events that may be flagged 
as inappropriate use of resources, but reflect 
situations that do not fall under the defini-
tions associated with incidents, Reportable 
Events, or breaches. In such cases, reporting 
should be made through applicable contrac-
tual resources, or through appropriate Fed-
eral Fraud, Waste, and Abuse reporting 
channels. 

1.1.3 PRIVACY INFORMATION 
Privacy is the right of an individual to 

control their own personal information, and 
not have it disclosed or used by others with-
out permission. At CMS, we are charged with 
protecting other people’s private informa-
tion—that of every citizen (or legal resident) 
beneficiary utilizing benefits the vast Medi-
care/Medicaid program, as well as many sub-
sidiary programs. 

Confidentiality is the obligation of another 
party to respect privacy by protecting per-
sonal information they receive, and pre-
venting it from being used or disclosed with-
out the subject’s knowledge and permission. 
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Again, at CMS we are charged with pro-
tecting the confidentiality of other people’s 
citizen-beneficiary information. A breach of 
that confidentiality is not simply a failure of 
a ‘‘technical control’’, it is a basic failure of 
CMS to meet its obligation to protect the in-
dividual citizen. Moreover, unlike the bank-
ing industry where financial compensation is 
a readily-available remedy to a breach, pri-
vate medical information cannot be simply 
replaced with something of ‘‘similar value’’, 
or by simply closing an account, and opening 
a new (better protected) one. Once a privacy 
breach occurs, the ramifications can be far- 
reaching and long lasting—with no readily 
available ‘‘patch’’ to undo the damage (we 
cannot simply replace one violated health 
record with a brand new one.) 

Security is the means used to protect the 
confidentiality of personal information 
through physical, technical, and administra-
tive safeguards. 

Privacy is the ‘‘business objective’’ of secu-
rity. The core of the relationship between in-
formation security and information privacy 
lies in the fact that security, or lack of it, is 
the determinant of the level of privacy that 
a system or infrastructure can assure. If 
there is a breach of computer security, it has 
a corresponding negative effect on the con-
fidentiality, integrity, and availability of 
the information therein. Inadequate security 
leads directly to loss of privacy. Therefore, if 
privacy is the ‘‘business objective’’, then se-
curity is the ‘‘functional requirements’’ nec-
essary for an IT system to meet those ‘‘busi-
ness objectives’’. 
1.1.3.1 PERSONALLY IDENTIFIABLE INFORMATION 

(PII) 
Personally Identifiable Information (PII) is 

information which can be used to distinguish 
or trace an individual’s identity, such as 
their name, social security number, biomet-
ric records, etc. alone, or when combined 
with other personal or identifying informa-
tion which is linked or linkable to a specific 
individual, such as date and place of birth, 
mother’s maiden name, etc. PII also includes 
individually identifiable health information 
as defined by the Health Insurance Port-
ability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) of 
1996, Privacy Rule (45 CFR Section 164.501. 
PII is also often referred to as personally 
identifiable data or individually identifiable 
information. 

1.1.3.2. PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION (PHI) 
Protected Health Information (PHI) is in-

dividually identifiable health information 
held or transmitted by a covered entity or 
its business associate, in any form or media, 
whether electronic, paper, or oral. 

Individually Identifiable Health Informa-
tion is a subset of health information, in-
cluding demographic data collected con-
cerning an individual that: 

Is created or received by a healthcare pro-
vider, health plan, employer, or healthcare 
clearinghouse. 

Relates to the past, present or future phys-
ical or mental health or condition of an indi-
vidual; the provision of healthcare to an in-
dividual; or the past, present, or future pay-
ment for the provision of healthcare to an 
individual, and meets either of the following: 

Identifies the individual. 
There is a reasonable basis to believe the 

information can be used to identify the indi-
vidual. 

The HIPAA Privacy Rule excludes from 
the definition of PHI individually identifi-
able health information that is maintained 
in education records covered by the Family 
Educational Right and Privacy Act (as 
amended, 20 U.S.C. 1232g) and records de-
scribed at 20 U.S.C. 1232g(a)(4)(B)(iv), and 
employment records containing individually 
identifiable health information that are held 

by a covered entity in its role as an em-
ployer. 

The HIPAA Privacy Rule covers PHI in 
any medium (including paper) while the 
HIPAA Security Rule covers PHI in elec-
tronic form (ePHI) only. 

1.1.3.3 DE-IDENTIFIED HEALTH INFORMATION 
With those definitions in place, what infor-

mation (or data) elements comprise PHI such 
that, if they were removed, the above defini-
tion of individually identifiable health infor-
mation would not apply? The answer is in 
the HIPAA de-identification use standard 
and its two implementation specifications of 
the HIPAA Privacy Rule. 

There are no restrictions on the use or dis-
closure of de-identified health information. 
De-identified health information neither 
identifies nor provides a reasonable basis to 
identify an individual. There are two speci-
fications for de-identifying individually iden-
tifiable health information; either: 1) a for-
mal determination by a qualified statisti-
cian; or 2) the removal of specified identi-
fiers of the individual and of the individual’s 
relatives, household members, and employ-
ers is required, and is adequate only if the 
covered entity has no actual knowledge that 
the remaining information could be used to 
identify the individual. 

The following identifiers of the individual 
or of relatives, employers, or household 
members of the individual must be removed 
to achieve the safe harbor method of de-iden-
tification: 

1. Names 
2. All geographic subdivisions smaller than 

a State, including street address, city, coun-
ty, precinct, zip code, and their equivalent 
geocodes, except for the initial three digits 
of a zip code if, according to the current pub-
licly available data from the Bureau of Cen-
sus: 

a. The geographic units formed by com-
bining all zip codes with the same three ini-
tial digits contains more than 20,000 people. 

b. The initial three digits of a zip code for 
all such geographic units containing 20,000 or 
fewer people is changed to 000. 

3. All elements of dates (except year) for 
dates directly related to the individual, in-
cluding birth date, admission date, discharge 
date, date of death; and all ages over 89 and 
all elements of dates (including year) indic-
ative of such age, except that such ages and 
elements may be aggregated into a single 
category of age 90 or older. 

4. Telephone numbers 
5. Fax numbers 
6. Electronic mail addresses 
7. Social security numbers 
8. Medical record numbers 
9. Health plan beneficiary numbers 
10. Account numbers 
11. Certificate/license numbers 
12. Vehicle identifiers and serial numbers, 

including license plate numbers 
13. Device identifiers and serial numbers 
14. Web Universal Resource Locators 

(URLs) 
15. Internet Protocol (IP) address numbers 
16. Biometric identifiers, including finger 

and voiceprints 
17. Full face photographic images and any 

comparable images. 
18. Any other unique identifying number, 

characteristic, or code, except as permitted 
for re-identification purposes provided cer-
tain conditions are met 

In addition to the removal of the above- 
stated identifiers, the covered entity may 
not have actual knowledge that the remain-
ing information could be used alone or in 
combination with any other information to 
identify an individual who is subject of the 
information. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this time 
I am pleased to yield 1 minute to the 

gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCA-
LISE), the distinguished chairman of 
the Republican Study Committee and a 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for yielding and for 
bringing the Health Exchange Security 
and Transparency Act. Mr. Speaker, all 
we are saying here is if American fami-
lies’ personal information is stolen 
through this Web site, through the ex-
change Web site, they ought to be noti-
fied by the administration that their 
data was breached. 

And, of course, you have the White 
House actually coming out and saying 
they will veto this bill. What does the 
Obama administration have against 
protecting the privacy of American 
families’ personal information? You 
have got an administration official who 
testified for our committee, the chief 
information security officer who actu-
ally said there is also no confidence 
that personal identifiable information 
will be protected. 

Well, if they can’t ensure the protec-
tion—and by the way, the individual 
mandate says this is not an option for 
American families, they have to go 
through this exchange to get insurance 
that is approved by the government. So 
if the government is going to mandate 
it, and we don’t want the government 
to mandate this, but if they are going 
to mandate it, they ought to be able to 
ensure that the data is protected. And 
if it is breached, they ought to notify 
them that this has happened. And yet 
they issue a veto threat against this. 
We need to pass this legislation and 
put this transparency in law. Pass this 
bill. 

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

Mr. Speaker, once again I hear my 
colleagues on the other side repeating 
the same things that are not accurate. 
You do not have to go on 
healthcare.gov to sign up for health in-
surance. Mr. WAXMAN said you can go 
to a private insurance broker or call an 
800 number. You can go through var-
ious nonprofits. They keep repeating 
the same thing, and we keep having to 
say that there have been no breaches. 

The gentleman mentioned the admin-
istration. The administration state-
ment, which I read before and I will 
only summarize part of it now, it says 
that the Federal Government has al-
ready put in place an effective and effi-
cient system for securing personally 
identifiable information in the health 
insurance marketplace. The adminis-
tration opposes the bill because it 
would create unrealistic and costly pa-
perwork requirements that do not im-
prove the safety or security of person-
ally identifiable information in the 
health insurance marketplace. The 
purpose of the bill I understand; but it 
is simply not necessary, and it is just 
making people fearful of signing up. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 

minute to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. GARDNER). 
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Mr. GARDNER. I thank the chairman 
of the committee for his good work. 

Mr. Speaker, I would remind our col-
leagues that when you call the 800 
number to sign up for the exchange 
policies, as was heard before our com-
mittee in testimony, the people who 
get that number on that phone call 
then turn around and use the 
healthcare.gov site—the information, 
the Web site—to input that informa-
tion. So you are forced to go through 
this site. 

A couple of weeks ago I received this 
letter: 

We are writing to you because an elec-
tronic file containing your personal informa-
tion cannot be accounted for. The file in-
cluded two or more of the following: your 
name, home mailing address, and Social Se-
curity number. 

The letter went on to say: 
We wanted to alert you to the potential 

that someone not authorized to access the 
records could have seen the information. 

This letter came from the State of 
Colorado, this letter from the State of 
Colorado because they couldn’t hold on 
to State employees’ private personal 
identification information. 

All we are asking for is that we pro-
tect the privacy, the security of the 
American people. To oppose this bill, 
to issue a veto threat, if the site is se-
cure, they will never receive the no-
tice; if it is not, we will have acted to 
protect the American people. 

STATE OF COLORADO, 
Yuma, CO. 

MR. GARDNER: We are writing to you be-
cause an electronic file containing your per-
sonal information cannot be accounted for. 
The file included two or more of the fol-
lowing: your name, home/mailing address 
and Social Security number. 

There is no indication that your informa-
tion has been misused or stolen, and we are 
continuing efforts to account for the file. 
Still, we wanted to alert you to the potential 
that someone not authorized to access the 
records could have seen the information, al-
though that is unlikely. 

As a precaution, we recommend that you 
visit the Colorado Attorney General’s Of-
fice’s website at http://www.colorado 
attorneygeneral.gov/initiatives/identity 
ltheft, which contains information on how 
to protect yourself from the possibility of 
identity theft. Once again, we do not have 
any indication that your information has 
been misused or stolen and believe such mis-
use is unlikely. 

We deeply regret that this incident oc-
curred. We want to assure you that we are 
reviewing and revising our procedures and 
practices to minimize the risk of recurrence. 
Should you need any further information, 
please contact the Office of Information Se-
curity at infosec@state.co.us. 

Sincerely, 
JONATHAN C. TRULL, 

Chief Information Security Officer. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. JORDAN). 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, the inde-
pendent contractor said they were un-
able to adequately test the confiden-

tiality and integrity of the system. 
They said no complete end-to-end test-
ing was done. The chief information se-
curity officer recommended not 
launching it, her boss refused to sign 
the authority to operate, and they 
launched it anyway. They knew, the 
administration knew this Web site 
wasn’t ready; they launched it anyway. 
The whole country now knows it 
wasn’t ready. They launched it any-
way, put millions of people’s personal 
information at risk, and they did it for 
political reasons. 

Now all we are asking—all we are 
asking—is when there is a breach, 
when there is a problem, at least tell 
the American citizens. You already 
launched a Web site for political rea-
sons that you knew wasn’t ready, put 
millions of Americans’ personal infor-
mation at risk. You already did that. 
Now we are saying, if there is a prob-
lem, at least tell them. That is all this 
bill does. 

And what does the administration 
say? We are going to veto that bill if it 
happens. 

You have got to be kidding me. You 
have got to be kidding me. That is all 
this is about. 

So I want to commend Mr. PITTS, the 
committee, and those individuals who 
put work into this. It is a good piece of 
legislation, and I would urge a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentlelady from Kansas (Ms. JEN-
KINS), the distinguished secretary of 
our caucus. 

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Health care is a personal issue, and 
many Kansans are worried about sub-
mitting their sensitive and private in-
formation into a system that can’t pro-
tect them against the devastating con-
sequences of security breaches and 
fraud. 

Experts have repeatedly raised red 
flags about the security of the informa-
tion people are submitting to the 
ObamaCare exchanges, and a former 
Social Security Administrator even de-
scribed the Web site as a hacker’s 
dream. Important questions about the 
Web site security remain unanswered, 
and Americans, especially those who 
have lost their plans due to the Presi-
dent’s health care law, deserve some 
piece of mind that their information is 
safe from cyber thieves. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill that requires HHS to notify Ameri-
cans within 2 business days if their per-
sonal information has been com-
promised. Much more is required of pri-
vate sector companies whose products 
are not mandated by law. The least the 
administration can do is notify Ameri-
cans if their information has been sto-
len or unlawfully accessed through the 
ObamaCare exchange. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I am pleased to yield 1 minute to 
the gentlelady from Indiana (Mrs. 
WALORSKI). 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to cosponsor this legislation to 
enact much-needed consumer protec-
tions for healthcare.gov. 

It is unfair that the Department of 
HHS launched healthcare.gov without 
performing a complete security control 
assessment. Installing the necessary 
safeguards for the exchanges should 
have been the administration’s top pri-
ority. 

Now Congress has an opportunity to 
pass a law that simply requires HHS to 
notify consumers within 2 business 
days if their personal information is 
unlawfully accessed or stolen. In a dig-
ital world, Americans deserve to know 
their information is compromised so 
they can immediately take action to 
protect themselves. 

Last summer, I traveled my entire 
district in Indiana to notify and to 
make aware cybersecurity issues and 
steps to avoid identity theft. Hoosiers 
in Indiana, especially seniors, shared 
with me frightening stories about fraud 
and scams. They need to know that 
healthcare.gov will not contribute to 
the cybersecurity dilemma. This is the 
kind of representation they deserve in 
Congress. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense law to safeguard our per-
sonal information. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, we are pre-
pared to close, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I just 
want to say, again, I am not saying 
that I am opposed to some kind of se-
curity notification. In fact, it already 
exists and there is a protocol in place 
with the Department of Health and 
Human Services. The point is that this 
Republican bill is simply not nec-
essary. That security already exists. 

The fact of the matter is there have 
not been any security breaches. Once 
again, we are simply seeing the Repub-
licans get up and try to scare people so 
that they don’t go and use 
healthcare.gov, the Web site. 

What we would really like to see, Mr. 
Speaker, is the day when, on both sides 
of the aisle here, we can simply get up 
and talk about legislation that con-
tinues to provide outreach and encour-
age people to sign up for the Web site 
and get the health insurance that they 
need. I still honestly believe that most 
Republicans and Democrats collec-
tively would like to see most Ameri-
cans covered with health insurance. 
That was the purpose of the Affordable 
Care Act. 

I think my one optimistic note today 
could be at least we are not seeing an-
other bill on the floor that would seek 
to repeal the Affordable Care Act. 
Hopefully, that is some recognition on 
the Republican side that the Affordable 
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Care Act is actually accomplishing its 
goal of trying to cover most Ameri-
cans, if not all Americans. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to oppose this unnecessary 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, some have 
argued that requiring HHS to report a 
data breach that is known to have re-
sulted in a loss of personal identifiable 
information within 2 days is too bur-
densome for the Department. In fact, 
the administration opposes this legisla-
tion for ‘‘paperwork requirements.’’ 

I am frankly shocked that any Mem-
ber of this body would put workload 
concerns of HHS ahead of their con-
stituents’ right to know if their data 
has been breached when many of our 
constituents are essentially being 
forced to shop through these ex-
changes. 

In addition, CMS has stated that 
States and other nonexchange entities 
are required to report data breaches to 
the Department within 1 hour to HHS. 
If HHS believes 1 hour is enough time 
to report, then they should certainly 
be able to tell our constituents within 
2 days after knowing an individual’s in-
formation was breached through an ex-
change. 

Our constituents deserve to know if 
their personal information has been 
breached. That is all the underlying 
bill requires. Our constituents have a 
right to know. They should have peace 
of mind, and we should be protecting 
them, the victims, not the bureauc-
racy. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense, important bill, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I will vote for 
H.R. 3811 with significant reservations. There 
is no question that Americans must be quickly 
notified if their personal information on 
Healthcare.gov or a state exchange website is 
compromised. Current law accomplishes this 
without a hard and fast deadline. H.R. 3811 
aims to add a hard deadline for notification, 
and that is why I voted for it. Unfortunately the 
bill is poorly drafted. H.R. 3811 fails to provide 
any delay for public disclosure if immediate 
disclosure would derail a federal investigation. 
Americans have a right to know if their per-
sonal information has been stolen or misused, 
but it is also critical that our federal law en-
forcement agencies be able to hunt down and 
prosecute those responsible for a data breach. 
Republicans need to work with the Administra-
tion and Democrats in Congress to come up 
with a bipartisan solution that makes sure that 
enforcement can do their job and establishes 
prompt but reasonable disclosure require-
ments to protect consumers. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, we are in 
a new year, and a new session. The Afford-
able Care Act is the law of the land, and we 
should find a way to move past this empty, 
meaningless bickering. 

I will vote against H.R. 3811 because this 
bill is a diversion tactic by the Republicans, 
designed to scare Americans away from ob-
taining affordable health coverage and further 
undermines confidence in Government. 

This bill serves no useful purpose. The 
mere fact that this bill is only directed at the 

Department of Health and Human Services 
(HHS), and no other agency that handles per-
sonally identifiable information, demonstrates 
that Republicans are only attacking the Afford-
able Care Act for political purposes; not to 
make it work better to give Americans the 
health care they are entitled to under the law. 

Not only is this bill a waste of time, but it 
detracts from the real work we need to do to 
strengthen our health care system. If my col-
leagues were serious about improving the Af-
fordable Care Act, we’d welcome that discus-
sion, but to date the only interest they have is 
frightening Americans away from a law that 
would provide the affordable, accessible 
health coverage to those who need it most. 

Just this week, the Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services (CMS) announced that 
the increase in overall health care costs for 
the last four years is the lowest we’ve ever re-
corded in part as a result of the reforms taking 
place. We should be focused how to build on 
and take advantage of that trend, for example 
repealing the flawed and burdensome Medi-
care sustainable growth rate (SGR) and avoid 
the ordeal we subject the health care commu-
nity to every year. 

Please let’s stop this senseless exercise in 
futility and work together for a more productive 
2014 and effectively provide the healthcare 
Americans are entitled to under the Law. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to H.R. 3811, the Health Exchange Secu-
rity and Transparency Act. 

There is a very real and pressing need for 
Congress to enact data security and breach 
notification requirements. But H.R. 3811 isn’t 
the way to do it. At only a paragraph long, the 
bill is vague, far too limited in scope and, quite 
frankly, absolutely unworkable. It fails to define 
what constitutes ‘‘personally identifiable infor-
mation,’’ a key component to any successful 
data security and breach-bill. It applies only to 
the Affordable Care Act and has no bearing 
on the sorts of massive breaches like the one 
Target just reported. And its 48-hour notifica-
tion requirement would impede accurate re-
porting to consumers about whose and what 
information has been breached. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3811 isn’t meant to solve 
a problem. It’s another attempt by my Repub-
lican friends to throw egg on the Administra-
tion’s face. Our consideration of this bill is also 
an affront to regular order because H.R. 3811 
hasn’t even been considered by the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. That said, 
data security and breach notification legislation 
is absolutely necessary. If my friends on the 
other side of the aisle are truly willing to work 
on comprehensive bipartisan legislation, they’ll 
find a willing partner in me. But they have to 
stop with cynical, politically motivated half- 
measures and genuinely commit to protecting 
the interests of consumers. 

Vote down this bill. 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, when the 

Obama Administration launched 
Healthcare.gov, Americans were led to believe 
that the website was safe and secure. As the 
Science, Space, and Technology Committee 
learned at our hearing in November, this was 
not the case. 

Healthcare.gov comprises one of the largest 
collections of personal information ever as-
sembled. 

The Administration has a responsibility to 
ensure that Americans’ personal and financial 
data is secure. And individuals should be noti-

fied when their personal information has been 
compromised. 

Instead, the Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services chose not to notify individuals 
when a security breach occurs. 

This bill makes sure that individuals get the 
information they need to protect themselves. 

By alerting users when a security breach 
occurs on the ObamaCare website, they can 
take action to limit the consequences. 

If the Administration won’t protect the pri-
vacy and security of Americans, then Con-
gress should. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 455, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

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. 

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. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 291, nays 
122, not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 11] 

YEAS—291 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Cicilline 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 

Costa 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
Delaney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 

Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hensarling 
Himes 
Holding 
Horsford 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (PA) 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
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Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Radel 
Rahall 
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 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—122 

Andrews 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Negrete McLeod 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 

Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sires 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—19 

Carter 
Cleaver 
Cooper 
Gabbard 
Guthrie 

Heck (NV) 
Herrera Beutler 
Jones 
McCarthy (NY) 
McClintock 

Neal 
Perlmutter 
Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 

Stockman 
Webster (FL) 
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Messrs. LYNCH and SAM JOHNSON 
of Texas, Ms. HAHN, Mr. CICILLINE, 
Ms. SPEIER, and Mr. LANGEVIN 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 

rollcall No. 11, had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, due to a med-

ical procedure, I was unable to vote the week 
of January 7th. On Tuesday, January 7, I 
would have voted ‘‘present’’ on rollcall vote 
No. 1 (Quorum). 

On January 8, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on 
rollcall vote No. 2 (H.R. 721), ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 3 (H.R. 3527), and ‘‘yes,’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 4 (H.R. 3628). 

On January 9, I was also unable to vote. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ 
on rollcall vote No. 5 (Ordering the Previous 
Question), ‘‘no’’ on rollcall vote No. 6 (H. Res. 
455), ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 7 (Sinema 
Amendment No. 1), ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 
8 (Tonko Amendment No. 2), ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 
vote No. 9 (Motion To Recommit with Instruc-
tions), and ‘‘no’’ on rollcall vote No. 10 (Final 
Passage of H.R. 2279). 

On January 10, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on 
rollcall vote No. 11 (Final Passage of H.R. 
3811). 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3550 

Mr. MEADOWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove my 
name as a cosponsor from H.R. 3550. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend, Mr. CANTOR, for the purpose 
of inquiring of the majority leader the 
schedule for the week to come. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Maryland, the 
Democratic whip, for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House 
will meet at noon for morning-hour 
and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 
Votes will be postponed until 6:30 p.m. 
On Tuesday and Wednesday, the House 
will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-hour 
and noon for legislative business. On 
Thursday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. Last votes 
of the week are expected no later than 
3 p.m. On Friday, no votes are ex-
pected. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a few suspensions next week, a com-

plete list of which will be announced by 
the close of business today. In addition, 
the House will consider two bills next 
week to fund government operations. 

As you know, Mr. Speaker, House and 
Senate appropriators are working to-
wards a bipartisan agreement on an ap-
propriations package to fund the gov-
ernment for the remainder of the fiscal 
year. I expect an agreement to be 
reached soon. The House will consider 
this package next week. 

Mr. Speaker, to facilitate this, we 
will need to pass a short-term CR to 
allow the Senate time to process the 
bill. I expect to pass this under suspen-
sion of the rules early next week. 

Finally, I expect the House to con-
sider H.R. 3362, the Exchange Informa-
tion Disclosure Act, sponsored by Rep-
resentative LEE TERRY. This bill re-
quires full transparency and accuracy 
from the administration on data re-
ported from the ObamaCare exchange. 

b 1100 
Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 

for that information. I note that he in-
dicates that we probably will not be 
able to accomplish the omnibus by the 
end of next week and, therefore, a CR 
may be required. 

I know that all of us feel that that 
needs to be accomplished as quickly as 
possible. I would point out to the gen-
tleman in conversations that he says it 
is going to be on suspension. I will sup-
port it on suspension, urge my col-
leagues to support it on suspension. 

Can the gentleman tell me, however, 
how long that CR will go that will af-
fect us somewhat? 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
say to the gentleman in response to his 
question, the expected termination, if 
you will, expiration of the CR will be 
Saturday, January 18. So giving a week 
really, Mr. Speaker, for the Senate to 
act, because we will be acting next 
week in the middle of the week. We 
hope that they will finish their busi-
ness by September—I mean January 18. 

Mr. HOYER. I hope that was not a 
Freudian slip of our confidence in the 
ability to get that done as quickly as 
we would like. 

In any event, I think that is appro-
priate, and I am hopeful that we can, in 
fact, accomplish that. 

I want to tell the majority leader 
from my perspective that if we don’t 
get that done in the short term, then I 
would be very reluctant to support con-
tinuing resolutions at the level which 
has now been substituted for the agree-
ment that was reached in the bipar-
tisan budget agreement. 

There are substantial differences, as 
you know, in the 302(a) allocation, the 
allocation of discretionary spending, 
one at $1.012 trillion and one at $986 bil-
lion, so that there is a substantial dis-
crepancy between those figures. 

We reached agreement on the higher 
number. The Senate came down about 
45, the House went up about 45 and 
reached a compromise. I think America 
was pleased that we reached a com-
promise. I would want to be on the 
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record as saying that if we went to 
longer term CRs, I would want to have 
some serious discussions about the 
level of those CRs in terms of the oper-
ations of government. 

The other issue I wanted to ask the 
gentleman about, as you know, we had 
a previous question yesterday. That 
previous question, had it been defeated, 
would have allowed the House to con-
sider the extension of unemployment 
insurance for 3 months, consistent with 
what the Senate had proposed. Now, 
the Senate has not reached agreement 
on this issue, but unfortunately that 
has not been considered on the floor 
this week. As the gentleman knows, 
72,000 people a week are losing their 
unemployment insurance. That adds to 
1.3 million that have already lost their 
own insurance on December 28. 

I know it is not listed on your sheet, 
nor did you mention it in your com-
ments on the floor. Can the gentleman 
tell me whether there is any prospect 
of the unemployment insurance bill 
coming to this floor? Mr. TIERNEY has 
a bill that he has introduced that I 
think probably enjoys, at this point in 
time, well over 150 Democrats, and I 
think all Democrats will sign on to it. 
I would hope that we together, as we 
did when President Bush was Presi-
dent, and we did it five times, I would 
hope that we could extend unemploy-
ment for those people who were relying 
on it to put food on their tables. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman and just for the record 
make clear that the bill, or the meas-
ure, that the gentleman is speaking to 
is a bill that would extend beyond the 
more than 6 months that unemploy-
ment benefits insurance is available 
now. 

As the gentleman knows, we have 
been trying to focus this Congress on 
getting back to a more optimistic view 
of what the economy can do. It is about 
jobs; it is about growth. 

Our focus is about wanting people to 
get a job. It is on employment, not un-
employment. So I would say to the 
gentleman, if we could work together 
in trying to reject what unfortunately 
is seeming to become the new norm for 
many, instead, let’s talk about the 
things that we do, maybe skills train-
ing. 

Those who are chronically unem-
ployed frankly could find a job if they 
had the skills necessary to do so. We 
would love to be able to work with the 
gentleman in a bipartisan fashion to 
perhaps do those kinds of things. Un-
fortunately, this Congress, this House 
has passed the SKILLS Act, and there 
was no bipartisan support for that. 

We need to be focused on growing the 
economy, getting people back to 
work—and know that there is a lot of 
pain out there right now. The best re-
sponse to the pain, in someone looking 
for some hope for the future, is a job. 

And so I would respond to the gen-
tleman, we are watching what the Sen-
ate is doing, and I think the reports 

today indicate the Senate is going to 
have some difficulty in passing what 
was thought to have been an easy thing 
to pass a few days ago. So I would ask 
the gentleman to join us in looking to-
wards a more optimistic future for this 
country and economy, focusing on em-
ployment and those who have been 
chronically out of work. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

First, I would say, there is nothing to 
disagree with in what the gentleman 
has said. We do want to focus on jobs. 
We do want to focus on creating jobs. 
We do want to focus on growing the 
economy. The gentleman is absolutely 
correct. As a matter of fact, as the gen-
tleman knows, he and I have discussed 
the agenda that Democrats have been 
talking about for 21⁄2 years, and it is 
called Make It In America. 

That Make It In America agenda fo-
cuses on manufacturing and growing 
opportunities in this country for good 
jobs for skilled workers and unskilled 
workers, frankly, but mainly skilled 
workers in the new manufacturing en-
vironment in which we find ourselves. 
That ought to be our long-term objec-
tive. 

I would say very candidly, Mr. 
Speaker, we ought not in the short 
term forget those who have been deeply 
damaged by the economic dislocation 
that has occurred in our society, in our 
country, and frankly globally over the 
past 5 years, or actually starting in De-
cember of ’07. We ought not to forget 
those people, because while a future in-
vestment is very interesting to them, 
and I am sure important to them, their 
critical interest is in putting food on 
their table today, tomorrow, and the 
next day. I think the richest country 
on the face of the Earth could do both, 
I tell the gentleman. And I think that 
we ought to do both, and we have done 
both in the past. 

We had some job figures that were 
out today, apparently 87,000 jobs in the 
private sector. That’s not enough. We 
lost 13,000 in the public sector appar-
ently for a net of 74,000 appreciation of 
jobs. That’s not nearly enough. The 
gentleman would agree, I know, to 
solve the problem that we have. 

The gentleman talked about the 
SKILLS Act. That bill would freeze the 
Workforce Investment Act program 
funding for fiscal years 2014 to 2020. We 
would make no more investment in 
doing what the gentleman has said we 
want to do. It has already been cut by 
half since 2001 and would also consoli-
date or eliminate 35 programs, most of 
them the Workforce Incentive Act pro-
grams, into State block grants that 
they could spend on things of their 
choice. 

I am not saying that some States 
wouldn’t make good choices. I think 
they would. Other States would make 
different choices, and we may or may 
not agree with those. But I certainly 
tell the gentleman, and he and I have 
had the opportunity talking together, 
the Make It In America agenda, or a 

jobs agenda, or whatever that agenda is 
called, is certainly something we ought 
to pursue. 

Let me transition, if I might, Mr. 
Leader, to talk about another issue 
which analysis of almost every econo-
mist and the Congressional Budget Of-
fice say will help grow the economy, 
and that is comprehensive immigration 
reform. We continue to believe that 
that is one of the most important 
issues that this Congress in this second 
session of the Congress ought to deal 
with. Can the gentleman indicate 
whether there is any possibility of ei-
ther, as I said in weeks past, bringing 
the four bills that came out of the Ju-
diciary Committee or the border secu-
rity bill that came out of the Home-
land Security Committee, I might say, 
unanimously? None of those five bills 
have been brought to the floor. 

The Speaker said just the other day, 
I am trying to find some way to get 
this thing done. ‘‘Thing’’ being immi-
gration reform. He said, It is, as you 
know, not easy. Not going to be an 
easy path forward, but I made it clear 
since the day after the election, it is 
time to get this done. 

The Speaker said that November 13, 
2013, a couple months ago. We are very, 
very hopeful that the Speaker will pur-
sue that, the House will pursue that, 
and the majority leader will put on the 
floor legislation on which we can act. 
We may or may not agree with the leg-
islation brought to the floor, but we 
think it needs to be given attention, 
consistent with Speaker BOEHNER’s ob-
servation, and CBO’s assertion, that 
that would have a substantially posi-
tive effect on growing the economy and 
creating jobs. 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for yielding. 
If I could just revisit the issue of the 

SKILLS Act. The gentleman speaks to 
the amount of money called for in the 
bill; and I would say to the gentleman 
the thrust behind the SKILLS Act was 
to try and refocus the program on ac-
tual effectiveness and results. I think 
the gentleman will agree that the job 
picture right now is not as bright as it 
should be. 

As I indicated earlier, a lot of the 
folks who are trying to access skills 
training are unable to do so. There is 
evidence that existing programs are 
not results oriented like we would like 
them to be. And the purpose behind 
that bill is to realign the focus of the 
skills and training programs across the 
country with job availability and open-
ings in the different regions of the 
country. 

So rather than insisting on spending 
more money on a one-size-fits-all 
Washington approach, we provided 
flexibility for the regions so it could be 
tailored. The skills training programs 
could be tailored to the job openings in 
these specific regions of the country. 
And they are different. They are dif-
ferent in my region of the country than 
they are in the Pacific Northwest. 
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They are different in the Midwest than 
they are in the Northeast. We know 
that there is diversity in this country, 
and we should allow for those dif-
ferences and the improvement reforms 
necessary to make it so that we are not 
accepting the status quo. I would ask 
the gentleman to take a look at that 
again as something that perhaps we 
can work on together. 

I would also say, again, the jobs num-
bers, the gentleman is completely cor-
rect that these job numbers, this latest 
report this morning reflects the lowest 
number of jobs added since January of 
2011. That doesn’t speak well about the 
track record of what is going on here. 
So let’s focus on jobs together. 

As for the question about immigra-
tion, Mr. Speaker, I think the gen-
tleman is right. Immigration reform 
could be an economic boon to this 
country. We have got to do it right; 
and along those lines, the Speaker has 
said that we are going to look for the 
release of a list of principles of our po-
sition in the majority here in the 
House of what we believe is an appro-
priate path forward for immigration re-
form. 

There are plenty of things that we 
can agree on. As the gentleman knows, 
I have been a strong proponent of the 
KIDS Act that I am working with the 
chairman of the committee on, because 
I think all of us can agree that we 
shouldn’t hold kids liable for the mis-
deeds or illegal acts of their parents. 
This country has never been about 
that. There are plenty of things like 
that, strong border security, and mak-
ing sure that that occurs first so we 
don’t see a continuing problem of ille-
gal immigration. 

I think there are plenty of areas for 
agreement. Hopefully, Mr. Speaker, we 
can see after the release of a set of 
principles of our side that there can be 
some productive discussions, bipartisan 
with the White House, so that it is not 
‘‘my way or the highway,’’ and then we 
can see a proper way forward. 

b 1115 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the leader for 
his comments. 

Certainly we are not proponents of 
‘‘my way or the highway,’’ and I am 
glad, I do believe, that hopefully the 
majority leader is not either. 

Briefly, on the SKILLS Act, we have 
legislation, of course, on our side of the 
aisle, a number of pieces of legislation 
which deal with training, job skills, 
and we are certainly prepared to work 
on those. Unfortunately, as the gen-
tleman knows, that bill passed out in a 
partisan way. There were two Demo-
crats who voted for it. But I am cer-
tainly willing to work with the gen-
tleman, and I think our side of the 
aisle is willing to work with the gen-
tleman to invest and to give flexibility 
so that we can recognize, obviously, 
that what may be needed in my district 
or the gentleman from Virginia’s dis-
trict is different from a district in 
Washington State or California or 

Texas or Florida or Maine. So I want to 
assure the gentleman that we are pre-
pared to work on that. 

Next, can I ask you when those prin-
ciples that you talked about might be 
expected, because I think that would be 
a very positive step forward. But, in 
my view, if we wait long, comprehen-
sive immigration reform will not get 
accomplished, as I believe it should be, 
in the next few months. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. CANTOR. I would say to the gen-

tleman, Mr. Speaker, that there is an 
expectation that the list of principles 
will be released in the near future, and 
that is about as definite as I can be. 
But again, the sense is that there is 
common agreement on certain issues. 

I think that, unfortunately, thus far, 
given the track record around this 
town, there is very little room for dis-
cussion, negotiations, and hopefully 
this can be different. But thus far, Mr. 
Speaker, all I can say is that we are 
looking for the release of those prin-
ciples in the near future. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
And in conclusion, let me simply say, 

Mr. Leader, that we welcome moving 
ahead on the omnibus. We think that is 
very critical. We hope that we can ad-
dress the unemployment insurance 
issue, not as a substitute for focusing 
on growing jobs and growing the econ-
omy, which is essential, but in recogni-
tion that some 1.3 million people— 
growing by 72,000 people a week—are in 
deep distress, and we want to help 
them. We think that is the right thing 
to do. And we think America can do 
both, grow the economy and help those 
who have been hurt by the decrease in 
the availability of jobs available. 

Lastly, I might say, that we also 
hope that we can get to immigration 
reform as quickly as possible, and we 
look forward to seeing those principles. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
JANUARY 13, 2014 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next, when it shall 
convene at noon for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

WEB SITE SECURITY 
(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, although the 
www.healthcare.gov Web site launch 
was a severe disappointment, an even 
greater concern has been expressed re-
garding the Web site’s security vulner-
abilities, including the security of per-
sonal and medical information. 

What is most concerning is that it 
appears to be more important for this 
administration to avoid political fall-
out than to conduct a thorough evalua-
tion of the Web site’s security. Unfor-
tunately, it has become very clear that 
the rushed implementation of the 
launch has affected the site’s ability to 
perform on both accounts. 

Mr. Speaker, if the administration 
wants the confidence of the American 
people, they should make every effort 
to ensure private information is kept 
private. The bill we passed today with 
significant bipartisan support, the 
Health Exchange Security and Trans-
parency Act, would require the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services to 
notify individuals if their personal in-
formation has been stolen or unlaw-
fully accessed through an ObamaCare 
exchange. This is a simple, common-
sense reform that will go a long way to 
help stem the fears that Americans 
have with the online exchanges and the 
security of their personal information. 
Mr. Speaker, the American people de-
serve as much. 

f 

SAFE CLIMATE CAUCUS 
(Mr. PETERS of California asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. PETERS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, in southern California and 
across the American West, 2013 was an-
other year of extremely dry conditions. 
And as of today, snowpack in the Si-
erra Nevada mountain range, which is 
our water storage facility, is well 
below its seasonal average. 

In 2011 and 2012, drought and heat 
waves cost the United States $90 billion 
in economic damages, further evidence 
of the economic harm we are enduring 
due to climate change and increasingly 
extreme weather. 2012 saw the worst 
drought in the country in 50 years, 
with more than 80 percent of the coun-
try designated a drought disaster-af-
fected area by late November. Since 
the year 2000, there have been nine 
droughts that have each cost more 
than $1 billion in damages. 

Research from the Scripps Institu-
tion of Oceanography, sponsored by the 
Climate Initiative at The San Diego 
Foundation, has shown that in San 
Diego the main effects of climate 
change are rising sea levels, more in-
tense wildfires, and increased pressure 
on water supplies. 

It is time to get serious about cli-
mate change so that we can protect our 
scarce water resources that hydrate 
our farms and our families. 

Go, Chargers. 
f 

HONORING OUR FIRST RESPOND-
ERS AND EMERGENCY MANAGE-
MENT OFFICIALS 
(Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Indiana’s 
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outstanding first responders and emer-
gency management officials because, 
when times truly get tough, we rely on 
them to protect our loved ones, neigh-
bors, and friends, and we rely on them 
to save lives. 

This past week, a nearly unprece-
dented wave of frigid temperatures and 
snow bore down on the Hoosier State. 
In Madison County, Indiana, windchills 
plummeted to nearly 40 degrees below 
zero. In Hamilton County, Indiana, 
more than a foot of snow made roads 
unpassable. At one point, there were 
more than 70,000 power outages in our 
State, and schools actually still remain 
closed even today, for the entire week. 

Fortunately, Hoosiers were able to 
rely on a coordinated and effective re-
sponse from government officials, first 
responders, utility providers, and vol-
unteers. They relied on our National 
Guard, which stepped up to assist in 
clearing roads. They relied on police 
officers and firefighters, who went 
door-to-door. They relied on the Red 
Cross, which set up numerous emer-
gency shelters. In Indianapolis, they 
relied on the Mayor’s Action Center, 
which took more than 10,000 calls to 
address their concerns. 

It is times like these when we are re-
minded how much we rely on our emer-
gency management people. We rely on 
them to be ready, and they always an-
swer the call. For that, we are so grate-
ful. 

f 

EXTEND UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFITS 

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

Mr. CÁRDENAS. Mr. Speaker, less 
than 2 weeks ago, more than 1 million 
Americans lost access to unemploy-
ment insurance benefits. Another 3.5 
million will be impacted if Congress 
doesn’t act. American families will lose 
that tiny amount of money, that small 
amount of money that keeps food on 
the table for millions of Americans. 

Has unemployment decreased? Well, 
it has decreased a bit. But unfortu-
nately, unemployment is still too high 
for the people of the San Fernando Val-
ley and many places around our coun-
try. Californians have already lost 
more than $64 million in unemploy-
ment income just in this past week. 

This is unacceptable. We cannot bal-
ance the budget on the backs of Ameri-
cans struggling to buy food for their 
families; and, unfortunately, the budg-
et that was passed recently did just 
that. 

We must act now and pass an unem-
ployment insurance extension bill im-
mediately. We need to continue the op-
portunity for these millions of Amer-
ican families to be able to put food on 
the table. That is the America that we 
grew up in, and that is the America 
that we have to figure out how to keep 
going forward. 

An extension of unemployment insur-
ance occurred under President George 

W. Bush, continues under President 
Obama, but this Congress needs to act 
to make sure we continue now. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF AMIRI 
BARAKA 

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, today I 
come to the floor to honor the life and 
legacy of an icon, poet Amiri Baraka, 
who died yesterday in his hometown of 
Newark, New Jersey, at the age of 79. 

Born during a time when racial ten-
sions were at their peak, Amiri Baraka 
used poetry to empower and enlighten. 
He eventually founded the Black Arts 
Movement of the 1960s and ’70s in New-
ark and around the country, and re-
ceived countless awards for his con-
tributions to the arts. 

My father and he attended high 
school together, and I will never forget, 
as a youngster, hearing Amiri Baraka’s 
poetry and recognizing the power his 
written words had over a person, re-
gardless of race, age, or gender. 

Amiri Baraka was not only a poet, he 
was an activist. In 1969, he organized 
the Black and Puerto Rican Conven-
tion, which brought those communities 
together at a time when it looked 
bleak. He also was one of the main or-
ganizers and the keynote speaker of 
the 1972 Black Political Convention in 
Gary, Indiana. His profound words were 
influential as many searched for mean-
ing in some of the most troubling 
struggles of our time, like civil rights, 
war, oppression, and poverty. 

My heartfelt condolences go out to 
the entire Baraka family, including my 
former colleague, Newark City Council 
Member Ras Baraka, and his brother 
Amiri Baraka, whom I have come very 
close to over the course of the past 4 or 
5 years. To their mother, who has 
brought me in as almost a son as well, 
my deepest sympathy. I know where 
you are. I have been there just a short 
while ago. But let it be known, today 
the Nation is in deep mourning at his 
passing. 

f 

LIBERTY AND TYRANNY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, some-
times people say, Gee, if you are back 
here in Texas, you ought to be in Wash-
ington in session. I have to remind 
them that when we are in session, it is 
often the single biggest threat to 
American liberty, because when we are 
in session, we pass laws; and most 
every law, in some way, impacts peo-
ple’s liberty in one way or another, for 
good or for bad. 

So often we think we know so much 
more here in Washington, that we can 
do so much better than others. And, of 

course, that message is not helped by 
ignorance in the media, particularly 
left-wing and so many in the main-
stream. 

Mr. Speaker, I spoke a couple of days 
ago here about a real burden on my 
heart for women who are lured into 
ruts by promises of money by the Fed-
eral Government, lured into depend-
ence, and how that is immoral for the 
government to do that. The govern-
ment is not supposed to encourage or 
lure people into conduct that is not 
helpful to the individual. The govern-
ment is supposed to be about encour-
aging good conduct. But if you do evil, 
then you should be afraid of the gov-
ernment because, as Romans says, God 
didn’t give the sword to the govern-
ment in vain. 

That is the point, that we should not 
be about encouraging or paying people 
to engage in conduct that is hurtful to 
them. And yet ignorance in the left 
wing of our media is so pervasive that 
you could actually have people write 
stories saying I was up here blaming 
single moms. I mean, it is either igno-
rance or just complete dishonesty of 
people that want to destroy the very 
fabric and foundation of this country 
because of their ill will for all that is 
good and wholesome. 

b 1130 

Why would they want to protect a 
system that lures people into depend-
ency and prevents them from reaching 
their God-given potential? I realize 
some of them don’t believe there is a 
God, and that is problematic because, 
since the Founders believed that we 
were endowed by a Creator with cer-
tain inalienable rights, among those 
life, liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness, if you don’t believe there is a Cre-
ator, it creates a problem, because then 
you have to think that government is 
the sole source of your rights, and if 
that is the case, you really have no 
rights. 

C.S. Lewis pointed out after he went 
from being an atheist to being a be-
liever in some God, some universal au-
thority of right and wrong, if you don’t 
believe that, then there can be no jus-
tice, no right and no wrong, if there is 
not a universal standard. So if it is re-
lying on some government to establish 
what is right and not an innate sense 
instilled in us by some Higher Power, 
then there’s no hope for most people of 
ever having rights, freedoms and lib-
erties as we have had in this country. 

It is plain that as we become more 
and more secular, there become fewer 
and fewer liberties and less and less 
privacy. Now especially, looking at 
ObamaCare, the government invades 
every room in the house. It used to be 
that our liberal friends here in the 
House complained repeatedly if they 
thought a Republican bill might, in 
some way, invade some room in the 
house. Yet without a single Republican 
vote, the Democrats passed through a 
law that invades every room in the 
house. 
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I am a big fan of Mark R. Levin, and 

I don’t know that there is a better syn-
opsis or there could be a better text-
book for people to learn about our 
founding history than the book ‘‘Lib-
erty and Tyranny.’’ I guess the reason 
‘‘Liberty and Tyranny’’ could never be 
a textbook for some government class 
would be that it costs less than $20, and 
in order to be a textbook, some pro-
fessor normally has to make 100, 200, 
$300 a book, or it is not going to be uti-
lized; or some leftwing source has to be 
the one providing the book and prof-
iting, or it doesn’t get used. ‘‘Liberty 
and Tyranny’’ has so many incredible 
jewels, as I have read from here on the 
floor numerous times. 

In Mark’s last book, there are things 
that we need to be reminded of that 
this brilliant—I don’t know that any-
body knows more about the history of 
the Supreme Court than Mark Levin, a 
brilliant man when it comes to our 
law, our Constitution, our Supreme 
Court—but he mentions in here, he 
draws so much from our history and 
throws it back in our faces so that we 
can’t miss it, but Mark Levin points 
out the Nation has entered an age of 
post-constitutional, soft tyranny. Then 
he quotes from French thinker, philos-
opher Alexis de Tocqueville, as he ex-
plained presciently: 

It covers the surface of a society with a 
network of small, complicated rules, minute 
and uniform, through which the most origi-
nal minds and the most energetic characters 
cannot penetrate to rise above the crowd. 
The will of man is not shattered but soft-
ened, bent, and guided. Men are seldom 
forced by it to act, but they are constantly 
restrained from acting. Such a power does 
not destroy, but it prevents existence. It 
does not tyrannize, but it compresses, ener-
vates, extinguishes and stupefies a people 
until each nation is reduced to nothing bet-
ter than a flock of timid industrious animals 
of which the government is the shepherd. 

I know, because some people don’t 
like to be beat up by the left wing—as 
I apparently do—they don’t want to be 
pointing these things out, and so I 
know that apparently we have got Re-
publican staffers helping Senators who 
think that the things in this book are 
not worth spreading around the coun-
try. This is our history. If you don’t 
learn your history, then how can you 
ever figure out the best way to go for-
ward? 

I am a big fan of the comments of 
Satchel Paige, an incredible baseball 
player. He came up with some great 
lines. I guess he is baseball’s answer to 
Will Rogers. He is often quoted for say-
ing, ‘‘don’t look back, they may be 
gaining on you,’’ but I have read that 
later in life he had a quote that I like 
even better. Satchel Paige reportedly 
said: ‘‘It is okay to look back, just 
don’t stare.’’ 

Well, I majored in history. I think it 
is good to look back. As the old adage 
goes, ‘‘those who refuse to learn from 
history are destined to repeat it.’’ 
Some follow up and say that ‘‘those 
who do learn from history will find new 
ways to screw up,’’ but that is another 
lesson. 

Mark Levin goes on in ‘‘The Liberty 
Amendments’’ and said, de Tocqueville 
observed further: 

It would seem as if the rulers of our time 
sought only to use men in order to make 
things great. I wish they would try a little 
more to make great men, that they would 
set less value on the work and more upon the 
workman, that they would never forget that 
a nation cannot long remain strong when 
every man belonging to it is individually 
weak, and that no form or combination of so-
cial polity has yet been devised to make an 
energetic people out of a community of pu-
sillanimous and enfeebled citizens. 

Today, Congress operates not as the Fram-
ers intended but in the shadows, where it 
dreams up its most notorious and oppressive 
laws, coming into the light only to trumpet 
the genius and earnestness of its goings on 
and to enable Members to cast their votes. 

He goes on to say: 
Congress also and often delegates unconsti-

tutionally law-making power to a gigantic, 
ever growing administrative state that in 
turn unleashes on society myriad regula-
tions and rules at such a rapid rate that peo-
ple cannot possibly know of them either, and 
if by chance they do, they cannot possibly 
comprehend them. Nonetheless, ignorance 
which is widespread and deliberately so is no 
excuse for noncompliance for which the cit-
izen is heavily fined and severely punished. 

This is really a great synopsis of 
where we are. Congress thinks we know 
better, the President thinks he knows 
better, and some of this was started be-
fore the last Republican President left 
office with TARP. What a disaster. You 
can never achieve greatness if you do 
not have the same opportunity to fail. 
If the tightrope you are walking to 
achieve something extraordinary is sit-
ting on the ground, then there is no 
risk, and there is nothing great 
achieved. Yet, this government wants 
to put such restrictions on people that 
they can never reach greatness. They 
can never reach as high as the grass 
might go. 

I love this part in Mark Levin’s book, 
and I realize it may bother not only 
the leftwing but some Republican Sen-
ate staffers. Mark Levin wrote: 

Having delegated broad lawmaking power 
to executive branch departments and agen-
cies of its own creation contravening the 
separation of powers doctrine, Congress now 
watches as the President inflates the con-
gressional delegations even further and pro-
claims repeatedly the authority to rule by 
executive fiat in defiance of or over the top 
of the same Congress that sanctioned a 
domineering executive branch in the first 
place. Notwithstanding Congress’ delin-
quency but because of it an unquenched 
President in a hurry to expedite a societal 
makeover has repeatedly admonished Con-
gress that ‘if it won’t act soon to protect fu-
ture generations, I will.’ 

That is, if Congress will not genuflect to 
his demands and pass laws to his liking, he 
will act on his own. And the President has 
made good on his refrain on a growing list of 
matters. He has, in fact, displayed an im-
pressive aptitude for imperial rule with the 
help from a phalanx of policy czars from im-
migration, the environment, labor law to 
health care, welfare and energy. The Presi-
dent has excised his executive discretion to 
create new law, abrogate existing law and 
generally contrive ways to exploit legal am-
biguities as a means to his ends. He has also 

declared the Senate in recess when it was 
not, thereby bypassing the Senate’s con-
stitutional advice and consent role to install 
several partisans in top Federal posts. 
Today, this is glorified and glamorized as 
compassionate progressivism. The Framers 
called it ‘despotism.’ 

Then here is what makes Mark’s 
book so great. He goes right to the 
source and quotes ‘‘Federalist 48’’ by 
James Madison. Most people give more 
credit to Madison for the Constitution 
getting specifically written than other 
people, but Madison wrote: 

An elective despotism was not the govern-
ment we fought for but one which should not 
only be founded on free principles but in 
which the powers of government should be so 
divided and balanced among several bodies of 
magistracy as that no one could transcend 
their legal limits without being effectually 
checked and restrained by the others. 

Mark Levin cites ‘‘Federalist 78’’ by 
Alexander Hamilton: 

Whoever attentively considers the dif-
ferent departments of power must perceive 
that in a government in which they are sepa-
rated from each other, the judiciary, from 
the nature of its functions, will always be 
the least dangerous to the political rights of 
the Constitution because it will be least in a 
capacity to annoy or injure them. 

I mean this is the Founders saying 
that the Supreme Court that we must 
now all bow and scrape to as they re-
write the Constitution in their own 
image like some kind of gods on Mount 
Olympus, the Founders said they are 
the least dangerous because they are 
going to have the least power to 
‘‘annoy or injure.’’ 

Levin goes on: 
Yet having seized for itself in the early 

years of the Nation the final words on all 
matters before it, the Supreme Court, with 
just five of its nine members, can impose the 
most far-reaching and breathtaking rulings 
on the whole of society for which there is no 
recourse. 

My copy of Mark’s book is falling 
apart, but it is still good stuff. 

He also says in ‘‘The Liberty Amend-
ments’’: 

What was to be a relatively innocuous Fed-
eral Government operating from a defined 
enumeration of specific grants of powers has 
become an ever-present and unaccountable 
force. 

This is so scary, but Mark Levin puts 
it so well. He describes the Federal 
Government as the Nation’s largest 
creditor, debtor, lender, employer, con-
sumer, contractor, grantor, property 
owner, tenant, insurer, health care pro-
vider and pension guarantor. Moreover, 
with aggrandized police powers, what it 
does not control directly, it bans or 
mandates by regulation. 

b 1145 

For example, the Federal Govern-
ment regulates most things bathroom, 
laundry room, kitchen, as well as the 
mortgage you hold on your house. It 
designs your automobile and dictates 
the kind of fuel it uses. It regulates 
your baby’s toys, crib, and stroller, 
plans your children’s school curricula 
and lunch menu and administers their 
student loans in colleges. 
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At your place of employment, the 

Federal Government oversees every-
thing from the racial gender and age 
diversity of the workforce, to the 
hours, wages, and benefits paid. Indeed, 
the question is not what the Federal 
Government regulates, but what it 
does not regulate. And it makes you 
wonder, how can a people, incapable of 
selecting their own light bulbs and toi-
lets, possess enough confidence to vote 
for their own rulers and fill out com-
plicated tax returns. 

Mark also points out that the Fed-
eral Government consumes nearly 25 
percent of all goods and services pro-
duced each year by the American peo-
ple. 

That should, if people will wake up, 
it should begin to scare them because if 
the Federal Government is the largest 
consumer, just on that alone, it has the 
power to bankrupt companies, to make 
companies. And then you start running 
into the horrible constitution that we 
rubber-stamped and may have helped 
put together over in Afghanistan, 
where they so centralized the power in 
the federal government that the Presi-
dent in Afghanistan gets to appoint 
governors, gets to appoint mayors, gets 
to appoint police chiefs, appoint the 
highest level of teachers, appoints 
many of the slate of part of the legisla-
ture, has tremendous power of the 
purse, and you wonder why that coun-
try is about to fall as soon as we pull 
out, when we were complicit in a con-
stitution that on its face should have 
told people this government under this 
constitution is doomed to fail and fall 
back into Taliban hands, and that is 
exactly what is about to happen. 

We should have known better than to 
help Afghanistan and be complicit in a 
constitution that does what our Found-
ers said should never be done for a fed-
eral government. But when we have 
lost the lessons of our founding such 
that Congress allows power to be to-
tally usurped by a Supreme Court or by 
an executive branch, and the American 
people do not rise up and condemn the 
comments by a leader in the Senate 
who says, What right does the House 
have to say how the money is spent?, 
that ought to be enough to have a re-
call election if a leader in the Senate 
doesn’t even know why the House of 
Representatives is supposed to have an 
extremely loud voice in how the money 
is spent. 

And, in fact, any bill that raises rev-
enue must start in the House, which 
the same Senate leaders did not under-
stand, or perhaps they understood and 
tried to tap dance around, but since the 
Supreme Court and Chief Justice Rob-
erts rewrote ObamaCare, the un-Af-
fordable Care Act, because it is cer-
tainly not affordable, it is costing so 
many people in my district, Repub-
licans, Democrats, Independents, party 
doesn’t matter when it comes to 
ObamaCare. Seniors that I visit with at 
retirement homes and communities are 
scared because they are realizing and 
they are finding out, gee, ObamaCare 

cut $716 billion from reimbursing 
health care providers for care we were 
going to get. 

And they are starting to figure out 
even though they were assured, you 
don’t have to worry, you are not going 
to be affected, you are not going to lose 
any health care because this is only 
cutting what we reimburse health care 
providers, seniors are smart folks. 
They have been around awhile, and 
they are figuring out, wait a minute, 
you cut $700 million out of reimburse-
ment for our health care providers with 
ObamaCare, really, and you think we 
are not going to figure out that that 
means we are not going to get the 
treatment we need. We are going to be 
told we don’t have the knee replace-
ment we need or the hip replacement 
we need because we are too old, or we 
get put on some list for an exorbitant 
amount of time which means you are 
hoping that we will die before we get 
the treatment we need, as often hap-
pens in England and Canada and other 
places with totally government-run 
health care. 

Single payer, that is such a mis-
nomer. It is government-run private 
lives. Instead of single payer, it is gov-
ernment. It is the GRE, government 
running everything. When the govern-
ment can tell you what care you can 
have and not have, they control your 
life and they control how quickly your 
life will come to an end. 

It is wrong. It is so against the foun-
dation, the principles upon which we 
were founded. 

My brilliant friend, Mark Levin said: 
What was to be a relatively innocuous Fed-

eral Government, operating from a defined 
enumeration of specific agents of power, has 
become an ever-present and unaccountable 
force. 

I want to reiterate that because the 
problem that we see repeatedly now is 
when someone presides over death of 
people entrusted to their care and pro-
tection, they can stand up and say, 
What difference at this point does it 
make? So they died. What difference 
does it make why they died, how they 
died? 

A Libyan acquaintance a few weeks 
ago said, you guys in the United 
States, Congress in Washington, are 
asking the wrong question. Of course, 
personally, I think it is an appropriate 
question to ask: Who killed Ambas-
sador Chris Stevens, Sean Smith, and 
our two former Navy SEALs? Who 
killed them? Who killed Ty Woods and 
Glen Doherty? Who blew off much of 
the leg of David Ubben? 

I think it is a legitimate question, 
but this Libyan man I met said, You 
keep asking in America who killed 
these people. You ought to be asking 
why they were killed. Well, that is cer-
tainly an important question. And I 
know our former Secretary of State 
said, What difference at this point does 
it make? But I think this Libyan man 
is right. We need to be asking why were 
they killed. And it certainly wasn’t 
about a video. And I know that we have 

got some newspapers that are losing 
viewership or readership and so they 
are trying as best they can before peo-
ple completely quit reading it to help 
their next candidate for President, I 
get that. I understand. 

But the fact is these were radical 
Islamists, al Qaeda-related people in 
the group. There was never a dem-
onstration. It was an attack from the 
very beginning, just as Chris Stevens 
called and Greg Hicks pointed out: we 
are under attack. There was no indica-
tion of a demonstration about some 
stupid video. They were under attack. 
It was predicted and talked about. 
Some in Egypt were saying if you don’t 
release the blind sheikh who was im-
plicit and in prison for the murder of 
New Yorkers as they tried in 1993 to 
bring down the World Trade Center, 
they were saying you have to start by 
releasing the blind sheikh or there is 
going to be violence. It wasn’t about a 
video, for goodness sake. 

When the government consumes 25 
percent of everything produced in 
America, the government is too big. It 
needs to be reduced in size. Powers 
need to be returned to the States from 
which they were usurped. We need to 
give more power and control back to 
the local government. We have got peo-
ple screaming about the minimum 
wage. It is outrageous for people in this 
town to tell somebody in San Augus-
tine, Texas, what they have to pay, 
that they have to go to pay $10 or $15 
for minimum wage. It is outrageous. 
Some places in the country, that may 
not be enough as the bottom line and 
isn’t, and people are being paid more 
than that. But for teenagers, like I was 
when I started working, actually before 
I was a teenager I started working, but 
I started paying into Social Security, I 
guess, when I was 13 or 14, but min-
imum wage is a great place to start. 
When I went to work as an assistant 
district attorney for Titus, Camp, and 
Morris Counties, I was getting paid $700 
a month. It was what they could afford, 
and I was able to live at home and 
work for that and help those counties. 
The closer to the facts on the ground is 
the control of a government, then the 
better the government. 

When the Federal Government here 
in Washington dictates school pro-
grams, school tests, it is just wrong. 
And this isn’t an issue of Republican or 
Democrat. I had this discussion with 
President Bush’s Secretary of Edu-
cation because she was violating the 
Constitution because education is not 
an enumerated power within the Con-
stitution. Therefore, under the 10th 
Amendment, it is reserved to the 
States and people. 

She said if you liked what I was 
doing in Austin, you ought to love 
what I am doing in Washington. I said, 
No, when you were in Austin, you were 
acting within the confines of the Con-
stitution. And now you are here in 
Washington, you are acting beyond the 
Constitution. You are mandating that 
people teach to a test. You got to go to 
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Gladewater, Texas, with me and go to a 
special needs school there where they 
got over 120 precious lives. And when 
one of them for a good day can touch 
something, point to something shiny, 
to have a Federal bureaucrat dictate 
the kind of test that needs to be given, 
or in Tyler at the St. Louis School 
where I met a young man, a special 
needs young man, and their goal for 
the end of the year was if he could put 
his fork in a piece of food and get it to 
his mouth, but because the Federal 
Government intervened, because they 
didn’t know that special needs young 
man and because they didn’t know the 
kids there in Gladewater there at that 
precious school, they dictate. 

Now, the Secretary of Education 
said, Oh, but you can get an alter-
native test. And I said, Yeah, and you 
know what kind of alternative test got 
approved for that young man they were 
trying to teach to feed himself. They 
wouldn’t approve him being able to 
feed himself. No, but they did approve 
if he would point to a sticker with food 
on it, he could pass his test. Thank you 
so much Federal Government. And that 
is what we have had with so many of 
these programs that were well in-
tended. 

You want to help a single mom, I 
want to help a single mom with a dead-
beat dad not helping at all. But the 
best way to do it is not to lure them 
into a rut from which they cannot ex-
tricate themselves. The better policy is 
to help them get a high school diploma. 
They are better off with daycare than 
with a handout that encourages them 
to have more and more children out of 
wedlock. I am not blaming the single 
moms. I am blaming the Federal Gov-
ernment for creating a system that 
after 50 years has taken our nuclear 
homes that were the backbone of this 
country and gone from between 6 and 7 
percent of children being born to a sin-
gle mom in the sixties, and because of 
this government’s well-intentioned, 
but ridiculously stupid, program, we 
now have over 40 percent of children 
being born to single moms, heading to-
ward 50 percent. 

b 1200 

It is wrongheaded when a govern-
ment does not help. 

I will tell you, I spent some precious 
time out at Texas College in Tyler, one 
of the oldest colleges in Texas. It was 
started as an African American college. 
I used to wonder, I am looking for-
ward—as Martin Luther King, Jr. 
said—to the day when people are 
judged by the content of their char-
acter, not the color of their skin. I am 
looking forward to the day when race 
is not on a form anybody fills out be-
cause it doesn’t matter; it doesn’t 
make any difference. I am looking for-
ward to that day. 

But I have learned a lot from Texas 
College because I have seen young Afri-
can Americans—repeatedly, I have met 
African Americans—who are the first 
in their family to go to college. It is a 

great stepping off place. It is a great 
place to start, to break through that 
ceiling that has kept people in poverty. 

I met with and visited with a com-
bined sociology class some time ago 
and talked about this issue of the Fed-
eral Government wanting to help, but 
instead luring young single moms into 
holes they can’t get out of. Many do, 
but many can’t. I asked them for ad-
vice. There were single moms there. I 
was shocked with some of the sugges-
tions they said. They said you need to 
have a drug test on aid for dependent 
children; you need to have a drug test 
on any kind of welfare; you need to 
have a work requirement on any kind 
of welfare. 

That was a tough group. 
They said you are not doing enough 

to push people to reach their potential. 
Then when you meet and talk with 

single moms, African Americans, that 
got lured into a rut, and by the grace 
of God they are trying to get out of 
that. They are trying to get some col-
lege and improve themselves and reach 
their potential, but they feel like the 
government lured them into a rut now 
they are trying desperately to get out 
of. We owe them better. We owe them 
a system that doesn’t lure them into 
holes but helps them reach for the sky. 

Maybe it would have been better in 
the ’60s to help with daycare if some-
body has a child, a single mom has a 
child, because we know from study 
after study you’ve got a better chance 
of having a successful life if you finish 
high school. So why not have that as a 
goal instead of luring people into hav-
ing more and more children. 

The people that I had to face for fel-
ony welfare fraud, some may think it is 
a racial issue, but I saw it wasn’t at all. 
Every race, creed, color, people got 
lured into this, and it was wrong. The 
government should not have systems 
that do that. 

There is another profound statement 
that Mark Levin has in this book, ‘‘The 
Liberty Amendments.’’ He points out: 

The individual’s liberty, inextricably 
linked to his private property, is submerged 
in the quicksand of a government that is ag-
gregating authority and imploding simulta-
neously. 

What then is the answer? Again, 
Alexis de Tocqueville offers guidance 
looking back at the Constitutional 
Convention some 50 years afterwards. 
He observed that: 

It is a novelty in the history of society to 
see a great people turn a calm and scruti-
nizing eye upon itself, when apprised by the 
legislature that the wheels of its government 
are stopped, to see it carefully examine the 
extent of the evil, and patiently wait 2 whole 
years until a remedy is discovered, to which 
it voluntarily submitted without its costing 
a tear or a drop of blood from mankind. 

It is a profound book. Levin quotes 
Madison in Federalist 14: 

In the first place, it is to be remembered, 
that the general government is not to be 
charged with the whole power of making and 
administering laws: its jurisdiction is lim-
ited to certain enumerated objects, which 
concern all the members of the Republic, but 

which are not to be attained by the separate 
provisions of any. 

Then in Federalist 45, he insisted: 
The powers delegated by the proposed Con-

stitution to the Federal Government are few 
and defined. Those which are to remain in 
the State governments are numerous and in-
definite. 

In Federalist 46, Madison asserted 
that: 

The powers proposed to be lodged in the 
Federal Government are as little formidable 
to those reserved to the individual States, as 
they are indispensably necessary to accom-
plish the purposes of the Union; and that all 
those alarms which have been sounded, of a 
meditated and consequential annihilation of 
the State governments, must, on the most 
favorable interpretation, be ascribed to the 
chimerical fears of the authors of them. 

This is a great book. There is just so 
much wonderful history from our 
United States history that deserves 
further looking. The library should 
have the book if people want to read it. 

We are not thinking straight in this 
town, and there are negotiations ongo-
ing with Iran about nuclear weapons, 
whose leaders have called us the 
‘‘Great Satan’’ that needs to be de-
stroyed, called Israel the ‘‘Little 
Satan’’ that needs to be destroyed, and 
they have missiles they can put nu-
clear weapons on top of Israel for its 
destruction creating a new holocaust, 
millions of lives could be lost. But as 
our friend Prime Minister Netanyahu 
points out, they are building and they 
have created intercontinental ballistic 
missiles. 

He is trying to wake the United 
States up, Netanyahu is, when he is 
saying that they don’t need those to 
take out Israel. They’ve got missiles to 
take us out. Those intercontinental 
ballistic missiles are for the United 
States they call the Great Satan. Its 
leaders believe that under their inter-
pretation of prophecy from the Koran 
that the twelfth Imam, al-Mahdi, can 
emerge or will emerge from chaos. 
They believe that it could be nuclear 
chaos. So by creating nuclear bombs 
and setting them off, Israel, the United 
States, Little Satan, Great Satan, they 
can hasten the return of the twelfth 
Imam to rule over the global caliphate. 

When somebody thinks that kind of 
thought, we need to make sure they 
don’t get nukes, and we need to take 
out anything where they are producing 
nukes. We have the power and ability 
to do it. Everybody, including Russia 
and China, needs to understand, if we 
don’t take them out, they could be 
launched at Russia and China, because 
they are led by infidels, to Iran’s way 
of thinking, just like the U.S. and 
Israel are to their way of thinking. 

So January 7, there is an article in 
TheBlaze, Sharona Schwartz. It says: 

An Iranian official says that his country 
needs a nuclear bomb in order to ‘‘put Israel 
in its place.’’ 

‘‘We don’t aspire to obtain a nuclear bomb, 
but it is necessary so we can put Israel in its 
place.’’ 

Of course there are plenty of quotes 
from their leaders that the proper 
place for Israel is ‘‘wiped off the map.’’ 
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‘‘After arriving in New York’’—the 

article points out ‘‘Rouhani’’—the new 
President—‘‘again was contacted at his 
hotel by an unspecified White House of-
ficial.’’ 

And this is from a parliament mem-
ber in Iran, Muhammad Nabavian: 

‘‘I assembled the delegation accompanying 
me and we decided not to meet with Obama. 
On Tuesday afternoon after the press con-
ference, they said to me, ‘why did you hu-
miliate Obama in America?’ and I said there 
was no humiliation. Here I recalled the 
words of Imam Khomeini who said that one 
must humiliate the infidel leaders,’’ 
Nabavian reported about Rouhani’s descrip-
tion of the events. 

It is very important that the leaders 
in this country, including our Presi-
dent, realize that to these religious fa-
natic nuts he is an infidel leader, we 
are infidel leaders, and we are worthy 
of being humiliated, and as the leaders 
of the Great Satan we are worthy of 
being destroyed. That must be under-
stood. 

What has come about as radical 
Islamist—and I am very careful about 
that, despite what some of the more ig-
norant in the left wing would say in 
the left-wing media. We don’t have to 
fear moderate Muslims. And I am talk-
ing about the kind of moderate Mus-
lims that I have befriended in Egypt 
and Afghan, who are the enemy of my 
enemy, who are the enemy of the 
United States’ enemy, who are the 
enemy of Israel, our ally. 

We can work with them, just as is 
happening in Egypt right now where 
moderate Muslims were sickened by 
the Muslim Brotherhood’s burning of 
churches, killing of Christians, perse-
cution of Christians. That is something 
that former President Morsi is on trial 
for. And the interim President right 
now is a former judge, so we had some 
things in common as we spoke not long 
ago there in Egypt. 

Yet, as the odds are getting stacked 
farther and higher against Israel’s ex-
istence, and as we are demanding Israel 
give away more of its land as Pales-
tinian leaders continue to say they are 
not agreeing to anything, they are not 
agreeing to Israel’s right to even exist 
as a Jewish nation, as a place where 
Jews can avoid another holocaust like 
in World War II, they are not even will-
ing to recognize that, how can there 
ever be peace? As I said personally to 
the Palestinian’s former prime min-
ister, how can you expect peace when 
you won’t even recognize Israel’s right 
to exist as a Jewish nation? 

So they want Israel to keep giving 
away more and more land, and every 
time—going back to the very inception 
of Israel, 1,000, 1,600, 1,800 years before 
Muhammad was born, the actual found-
ing of Israel, going back that early, 
any time Israel has given away land 
trying to buy peace, that land ulti-
mately gets used as a staging area 
from which to attack it. They are 
about, I hope, to learn that lesson. 

So what do we have going on here in 
the United States now? Well, Caroline 
Glick has a great article called: ‘‘Col-

umn One: The Left Against Zion.’’ This 
is from December 19. She says: 

This week has been a big one for the anti- 
Israel movement. In the space of a few days, 
two quasi-academic organizations—the 
American Studies Association and the Na-
tive American and Indigenous Studies Asso-
ciation—have launched boycotts against 
Israeli universities. Their boycotts follow a 
similar one announced in April by the Asian 
Studies Association. 

These groups’ actions have not taken 
place in isolation. They are of a piece 
with ever-escalating acts of anti-Israel 
agitation in college campuses through-
out the United States. 

b 1215 

I would interject that it is sickening 
and incredible to me to see anti-Semi-
tism growing just the way it did before 
the 1930s and 1940s when over 6 million 
Jews were mercilessly, brutally 
killed—and we are seeing it arise. 
When I learned about the Holocaust 
and when I went to Germany, through 
what I had learned and read and seen, 
I could never have imagined. Thank 
God we could never have that happen 
during my lifetime. Now I am watching 
the seeds of anti-Semitism, of anti- 
Israel—of people wanting to wipe them 
off the map, of those who are proposing 
another Holocaust. 

Then we have pseudo intellectual 
wannabes at universities where they no 
longer allow true diversity of thought 
and discussion that made them origi-
nally great, which allowed them origi-
nally to have liberals there get in 
charge, and now they cut off so often 
conservative speech. It used to be in 
universities, even as conservative as 
Texas A&M was when I was there, that 
we had many liberal speakers, and I en-
joyed meeting and debating with some 
of them, with some of the greats in the 
country. Now, even at Texas A&M, 
they are careful not to invite people 
who are too conservative because you 
don’t want to tick off the Faculty Sen-
ate. Like most universities, it has got-
ten very, very liberal. 

In Caroline Glick’s article she points 
out: 

Every week brings a wealth of stories 
about new cases of aggressive anti-Israel ac-
tivism. At the University of Michigan last 
week, thousands of students were sent fake 
eviction notices from the university’s hous-
ing office. A pro-Palestinian group distrib-
uted them in dorms across campus to dis-
seminate the blood libel that Israel is car-
rying out mass expulsions of Palestinians. 

At Swarthmore College, leftist anti-Israel 
Jewish students who control Hillel are in-
sisting on using Hillel’s good offices to dis-
seminate and legitimate anti-Israel slanders; 
and the left’s doctrinaire insistence that 
Israel is the root of all evil is not limited to 
campuses. 

At New York’s 92nd Street Y, commentary 
editor John Podhoretz was booed and hissed 
by the audience for trying to explain why 
the ASA’s just-announced boycott of Israel 
was an obscene act of bigotry. 

It is a great article. I don’t have time 
to read it all, but she points out: 

This week, Harvard law professor Alan 
Dershowitz retired after 50 years on the law 
faculty. His exit, the same week as the ASA 

and the NAISA announced their boycotts of 
Israeli universities, symbolized the 
marginalization of the pro-Israel left that 
Dershowitz represented. 

For years, Dershowitz has been a nonentity 
in leftist circles. His place at the table was 
usurped by anti-Israel Jews like Peter 
Beinart, and now Beinart is finding himself 
increasingly challenged by anti-Semitic 
Jews like Max Blumenthal. 

The progression is unmistakable. 

People need to wake up and under-
stand that this kind of thing has all 
happened before, and when people don’t 
recognize it, it happens again in his-
tory. God help us that it doesn’t hap-
pen while our generation is in charge, 
but these growing acts of anti-Semi-
tism, anti-Israel continue to progress 
by so-called ‘‘Progressives,’’ making it 
seem as if this is another apartheid 
like in South Africa, which was so un-
fair, racially so wrong in South Africa. 
It got corrected. This is not the same 
thing at all. This is a group of people 
who have been persecuted throughout 
their history, having a country where 
they have a longer history of right to 
that area than any other people exist-
ing today. 

Yet, as universities, the so-called 
‘‘left’’ become more loud and more 
vocal in their hatred and anger, I have 
wondered: If Iran dropped a nuke on Je-
rusalem or Tel Aviv, if Iran killed a 
million Jews in Israel, have those left-
ists—those anti-Semitic, anti-Israel 
folks at universities—gotten so far 
from decency that they would applaud 
Israelis, Jews being killed by the mil-
lions in Israel? I wonder. I wonder if 
there would be any reaction like there 
has been in history, like there was in 
Germany when Jews were being killed? 
They deserved it. They were the prob-
lem in this country. 

Rationalization is a great thing, and 
it is a dangerous thing. 

People who were in Germany, who 
lived through the Holocaust don’t want 
to talk about it because they cannot 
believe that they got sucked into that 
group dynamic that allowed them to be 
so inhuman and so callous that they 
didn’t care about the extinction of 
Jews in Germany. I really don’t know 
the answer. These anti-Israeli groups 
in universities like to think they are 
diverse, but yet they go after and de-
stroy anybody who attempts to debate 
them. Would they cheer if Jews and 
Israelis were killed by Iran? 

I hope they will wake up to what is 
happening at these universities, but 
here again, love and money can be the 
root of all evil, and we see universities 
across this country getting more and 
more money from Middle Eastern 
countries that say, Hey, by the way, 
you need to teach a course on 
Islamophobia or at least have a sem-
inar, and talk about anybody who 
raises issues about radical Islam, like 
the author in The Washington Times, 
Husain, who just lied completely about 
things that I had said. He just lied. He 
made stuff up. He didn’t do his home-
work. Yet those kinds of things are 
being talked about and taught at uni-
versities. 
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We have got to get back to having 

real debate. Some people think, when I 
get upset, it means I hate somebody. I 
don’t. I come from a family where we 
fuss at each other tooth and nail. We 
still love each other and stand by each 
other. I heard that this was attributed 
to Johnson, as President, but we had a 
pastor in Mount Pleasant, Texas, in 
1953, who said it to my parents: if two 
people agree on everything, one of 
them is unnecessary. The same is true 
here in Congress. If we all agree on ev-
erything, then all but one are unneces-
sary. We don’t need a Congress. We 
don’t need advisors. If one person 
knows everything, then just let him 
make all the decisions, but that is not 
the case in this fallen world. We need 
to hear from everybody. Debate is a 
good thing, and it used to be at univer-
sities and can be again if they will 
allow all voices to be heard. 

I have one other story here from CNS 
News: 

Afghanistan will resume being a terrorist 
haven when U.S. troops depart. 

That is going to happen. I have been 
talking about that for a number of 
years, and it doesn’t have to happen if 
we would simply grant the people of 
Afghanistan what the Founders origi-
nally gave us. We have messed it up, 
but they originally gave us a govern-
ment where the States were the most 
powerful entity. As my moderate Mus-
lim friends in Afghanistan have said, 
and as former Vice President Massoud 
has said, and others: if you will just 
help us push Karzai to let us have an 
amendment in our constitution that al-
lows us to elect our governors, elect 
our mayors, get our own police chiefs, 
govern our own regions, our own state 
areas—if you will let us do that, we can 
keep the Taliban out. 

I mentioned it before, but when I 
asked, ‘‘What makes you think we 
could exert that kind of pressure?’’ 
they informed me that out of about a 
$12.5 billion government budget in Af-
ghanistan, the Afghans only provide 
about $1.5 billion. The rest is provided 
by foreign countries, and most of that 
is the United States. Today, if this 
President says you either let the states 
elect their own governors and mayors 
and pick their own police chiefs—that 
is today—or we will cut off every dime 
going to Afghanistan, I would bet that 
would be the day they would get start-
ed and that they would get an amend-
ment to their constitution, and they 
would become more of a democratic re-
public like we started out as, perhaps 
even more than we are now. 

We need to do that for them. We 
don’t need to let more American lives 
be killed and be taken in Afghanistan. 
That doesn’t have to happen. It didn’t 
have to happen. Even though Secretary 
Gates said that he didn’t believe the 
President was really convinced the 
surge was a good idea in Afghanistan, 
he still sent more troops, and what 
people haven’t been talking about for a 
long time is that 75 percent of the peo-
ple of the American soldiers who have 

been killed in Afghanistan—soldiers, 
sailors, marines, airmen—all of them— 
have been killed while President 
Obama has been Commander in Chief. 

I did not think President Bush did 
the right thing by sending tens of thou-
sands of American troops in after the 
Taliban was defeated with fewer than 
500 Americans in supporting the North-
ern Alliance, but we became occupiers. 
It was a mistake by the Bush adminis-
tration, I believe, and then a mistake 
that President Obama inherited, and it 
got worse. We don’t have to leave and 
have the blood of our soldiers—of our 
military—cry out as we leave Afghani-
stan and as the Taliban takes back 
over. Let us, Madam Speaker, help Af-
ghanistan to root out the evil in its 
own country. Let’s help them get a 
constitution that let’s them root it out 
for themselves. That is how we should 
be doing foreign policy. 

May God awaken the universities 
that were once so diverse and so great 
to understanding that they should not, 
cannot—I hope and pray do not—con-
tinue to foster this anti-Semitism, this 
anti-Israeli sentiment, that is growing, 
that might someday cheer when 
Israelis are nuked. 

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

f 

AUTONOMY FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BRIDENSTINE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) 
for 30 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, Con-
gress has a lot on its plate, and it is 
trying its best to pursue it. I am 
pleased to hear that we may be close to 
an agreement on the budget, but with 
all we have to do with respect to the 
economy, the environment, income in-
equality, and unemployment insur-
ance, I think the public would be con-
cerned when the Congress goes off 
course and no longer involves itself 
only in the Nation’s business but inter-
feres with the business of local juris-
dictions. One of the cardinal principles 
of our Nation is, of course, what is 
local is local and not for the Federal 
Government. 

This afternoon, I want to speak about 
three issues where the Nation has been 
drawn into local affairs by the Con-
gress, much against the bipartisan 
principles on both sides of this Cham-
ber and of the Senate as well. One issue 
involved the shutdown of a local gov-
ernment. Another involved something, 
perhaps, even more sacred: the auton-
omy every local government demands 
over its local funds and, only yester-
day, the near-sacred autonomy over 
the local laws of a local jurisdiction. 

Yesterday, there was a hearing. I 
would not have objected to the hearing. 
It was about a very controversial sub-
ject, and I happened to be on the other 
side of the majority, but it is a subject 

that divides the Nation, and it deserves 
to be aired. It had to do with what 
looked to be re-codifying and, perhaps, 
also adding some provisions on repro-
ductive choice by Members of the ma-
jority who oppose abortion in all of its 
forms, as do many of the American 
people. 

b 1230 

Of course, we have a Supreme Court 
decision that has ruled on abortion. 
Nevertheless, there continues to be leg-
islation and interest in this issue here. 

Yesterday’s hearing was a little curi-
ous because, for the most part, the 
issues have long been addressed by the 
Congress in appropriations bills. No-
body talks about the so-called Hyde 
amendment anymore because that has 
to do with Federal funds for access to 
abortion. That is no longer much con-
tested. 

There is a so-called Helms amend-
ment, which denies access to safe abor-
tion care with U.S.-paid funds in other 
parts of the world; codifying that. 
There were some add-ons that you 
typically might expect from the sub-
committee for the Affordable Care Act; 
to make sure that federal civil servants 
and the military do not have access to 
abortion, etc. 

I went to the hearing. Frankly, I 
found it very interesting, the press was 
interested in only—at least as I read 
this morning—largely interested in 
only one matter. That had to do with 
my request to testify on what was real-
ly a minor section of this bill. It was 
very important to us, but very minor 
in the bill. 

It is a section that would codify 
something, again, that the appropri-
ators already have done, that is, to 
keep D.C. from spending its own local 
funds on abortions for low-income 
women. 

Remember, I just said the Hyde 
amendment keeps us from spending 
Federal funds. Note that I am talking 
only about local funds. In case you 
think we are an outlier here, 17 States 
provide local funds for abortions for 
their poor women because states and 
localities cannot spend Federal funds. 
We only want what they have. Those 17 
States, by the way, include Alaska, Ar-
izona, Montana—and I won’t go on, but 
you can see that they may be States of 
various political views that simply 
don’t want low-income women to be 
left out of the reproductive choice 
guaranteed by the Supreme Court’s de-
cision regarding abortion. 

What the press was most interested 
in was not the major portions of the 
bill but the fact that Chairman TRENT 
FRANKS included a D.C. provision in his 
bill, a provision that says though these 
are D.C.’s local funds—$8 billion, we 
are proud to say—raised by local tax-
payers, our businesses and our resi-
dents, 100 percent of it local funds— 
that we, and we alone, in the United 
States must accept the dictates from 
the Congress of the United States 
about where we may spend our own 
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local funds when some of its Members 
disagree, as I am sure they would dis-
agree with the 17 States who spend 
their local funds in the very same way. 

Since my own district was the only 
district mentioned in the bill, I did 
what any red-blooded Member of Con-
gress would do. I wrote a respectful let-
ter saying, as a courtesy from one 
Member to another, may I testify for a 
few minutes with respect to the D.C. 
provision? 

I wrote that letter the moment I 
heard that this matter was to come 
forward for a hearing. It was hand-de-
livered to Chairman FRANKS’ office. I 
heard no response. My counsel, Brad 
Truding, called repeatedly the next 
day. Frankly, I never heard a response 
until our office called. 

We called the ranking member, 
JERRY NADLER, who did tell us that he 
heard a response, and that I was to be 
denied the right to testify on a provi-
sion involving my own district. 

That is what has captured the press, 
not the many underlying issues, some 
of which I have just reiterated, of the 
bill itself, because one thing that cap-
tures the public imagination is discour-
tesy here in this Congress. I didn’t re-
ceive a courtesy of a reply, and I didn’t 
receive the courtesy of testifying with 
respect to a provision affecting my dis-
trict. 

Yet, Members are routinely offered 
the right to testify, usually before the 
named witnesses, just as a courtesy. In 
addition, even though you see us go at 
one another on this floor, if we are dis-
courteous on the floor, they will take 
down our words and we will have to 
come to the well of the House and ex-
plain ourselves. That is how important 
courtesy is. You can’t have 440 Mem-
bers without that kind of courtesy. 

I don’t even know Chairman FRANKS. 
I don’t think he meant any personal 
discourtesy to me. I am sure of that, as 
I sat in the hearing and he explained 
himself and welcomed me to the hear-
ing, it was clear that he didn’t mean 
any personal discourtesy. What he did, 
however, was to exercise discourtesy 
from one Member to another Member, 
and he did so on a matter of some im-
portance. 

There is no Member of this body who 
would sanction an attack on her local 
jurisdiction without getting up to pro-
test it. I may not be able to vote on 
this bill when it comes to the floor, but 
should I not be able to speak on the 
matter? 

D.C. matters come to this floor time 
and again, and all I can do is talk. If 
there is any decency in this body, sure-
ly nobody would shut me up. There is 
no Member of the Senate of the United 
States who represents the 640,000 resi-
dents of D.C., who pay taxes to the fed-
eral government and have gone to war 
each and every time since the Nation 
was created. There is only one Member. 
She is a delegate. She has no vote on 
this floor. She only can vote in com-
mittee. All she can do is speak. 

In our democracy, who would want to 
say you cannot even speak? That is 

what happened yesterday. As a result, 
important issues—certainly, important 
to the committee regarding abortion— 
were not even the focus of the media 
attention. They just flew from their at-
tention span because of the denial of a 
Member the right to speak on a provi-
sion that affected only her jurisdiction. 

I am clear on where I stand on repro-
ductive freedom, and I oppose that bill 
in its entirely. Every Member of the 
House knows that bill will never see 
the light of day on the other side of the 
Congress, in the Senate, and will never 
become law. It is a message bill. That 
is all right. Both sides, when they cap-
ture the Congress, participate in mes-
sage bills. The problem with the major-
ity in the House today is that it only 
does message bills. That is why this 
Congress has now gone down as the 
Congress that was the least productive 
in American history, because all it did 
was message bills. 

Well, it is one thing to have a mes-
sage bill on the United States of Amer-
ica. It is another to have a message bill 
that involves a message pertaining to a 
local jurisdiction where the local juris-
diction has no voice. No vote, no voice. 

The bill managed to be an affront on 
two counts. It denies our low-income 
women the right to the reproductive 
choice that they would have if D.C. 
could pay for their reproductive 
choices, as 17 different States do, and it 
violated the very principle of local gov-
ernment, which was at the root of the 
American Revolution. 

In one of the great contortions in leg-
islation, the bill seems to have recog-
nized that you cannot really legislate 
for a local jurisdiction. So it redefines 
the District of Columbia government 
as a part of the Federal Government 
for purposes of abortion. 

Imagine having your city and your 
county redefined as now a part of the 
United States Government in order to 
pass a bill you do not want. That was 
a concession in itself against the bill, 
that they had to redefine us out of who 
we are into who this Nation is. That 
kind of contortion undercut any pos-
sible legitimacy for the bill. 

This is the kind of thing that led to 
the war on women last Congress. You 
see what effect that had. 

The Republicans want to start out 
again with the Member who cannot 
fight back in the way they do because 
she doesn’t have a vote on this floor by 
denying her even the right to speak on 
a bill affecting her jurisdiction. Go at 
it. We will not let it rest. 

We all witnesses this same local ju-
risdiction, the District of Columbia, 
now one of the most successful local ju-
risdictions in the United States, that 
raised $8 billion on our own. We are 
building everywhere. We added 50,000 
people in the last census. Yet, this ju-
risdiction faced the shutdown in the 
just-past infamous shutdown of the 
Federal Government. 

Well, the public will say, That can’t 
be. They shut down the Federal Gov-
ernment. As a matter of fact, the Con-

gress makes the District of Columbia 
bring its $8 billion local budget right 
here, to sign off on it, before we can 
spend our own local funds. 

You are hearing the very definition 
of autocracy, not democracy. When 
money that the Congress has nothing 
to do with has to come before this 
Chamber in any form or fashion, that 
can lead to catastrophe—and it almost 
did, because the Congress had gotten to 
not one bit of the one business it has to 
do every single year, and that is pass 
bills for appropriations for its own gov-
ernment. They hadn’t done one. 

Among those, tucked into one of its 
bills was the independent jurisdiction 
of the District of Columbia. The mayor 
was put to using contingency funds to 
keep the city open during those 16 
days. Normally, he has to do the same 
shutdown preparation that OPM, the 
Department of Education, or the De-
partment of Transportation has to do. 
Instead, he used his contingency funds. 
The problem is he was running out of 
contingency funds. 

There were Members of this body 
that helped me finally in negotiations 
with the administration, with our Re-
publican colleagues, and of course, 
with the Democrats in the Senate. I 
thank Chairman DARRELL ISSA, who 
chairs the Oversight and Government 
Reform Committee with jurisdiction, 
among other things, over the District 
of Columbia. 

b 1245 
I thank majority leader, ERIC CAN-

TOR, a member of this regional delega-
tion, for his efforts as well. There were 
just as many Republicans and Demo-
crats in the Senate who were helpful, 
and others whom I have not named, 
who were helpful here. 

But it took a three-way negotiation 
to get us out of that; and the reason 
that negotiation was important is that 
we are waiting, as I speak, to see 
whether or not there is going to be an-
other government shutdown now. I am 
hopeful about that because we are told 
that we may have a delay for a few 
days. 

The prospect is there won’t be an-
other shutdown; but we didn’t know 
that, then, so I had to negotiate for 
something that the Federal agencies do 
not yet have. They are now being run 
on what is called a ‘‘continuing resolu-
tion’’ based on last year’s appropria-
tion, 2013 funds. 

Imagine if we had had to do that, run 
a big city on funds from last year in-
stead of your appropriated funds for 
this year. That could result in viola-
tion of contracts, all kinds of upheav-
als in your city. 

Fortunately, I was able to negotiate 
a bill that would keep us open for the 
rest of the year, that is, the fiscal year. 
The Federal Government still has to do 
that for its own agencies. 

Why in the world would anybody 
want any local jurisdiction to be 
caught up in that federal mess? 

Fortunately, there is no disagree-
ment on this. I don’t want to leave the 
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impression that this is a matter of 
great contention. The Senate has what 
we call ‘‘shutdown avoidance lan-
guage’’ for the Nation’s Capital in its 
D.C. appropriations bill. The Presi-
dent’s budget had such language too. 

My own colleagues here, Mr. ISSA, for 
example, is for anti-shutdown lan-
guage. The appropriators have indi-
cated the very same. 

I am hoping that as the appropria-
tion bill passes—sorry—comes to the 
floor, it will have that shutdown avoid-
ance language in it. Indeed, I am hop-
ing it will have budget autonomy in it. 

The President’s budget had budget 
autonomy language. The Senate appro-
priations now has budget autonomy in 
it. 

Hasn’t the time come to say to the 
Nation’s Capital, the residents who 
raise their own money here in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, that if you raise it, 
you can spend it, and the Congress does 
not have to be a pass-through for you? 

Isn’t it time to say that, at least, be-
cause Wall Street charges D.C. a pen-
alty because, after it passes its bal-
anced budget, the city has to come to 
the Congress, which passes no balanced 
budgets. Any time somebody else has 
to look at your budget, there is an ad-
ditional layer. You pay for the extra 
layer because it should not be there 
and is not there for any other jurisdic-
tion. 

If all of this seems strange and 
against American traditions, imagine 
legislation coming here. That one, the 
last one I want to discuss is 
Kafkaesque in the extreme. 

The District of Columbia passes a 
bill, it is supposed to lay over here be-
fore it can take effect for 30 legislative, 
not calendar, days, and 60 for criminal 
matters, except our legislative days are 
far and few between. So bills have to 
lay over here long past a 30-day period, 
usually for at least 3 calendar months. 

Now, you are running a big city. Let 
me give you one of the more laughable 
examples that is not atypical, but I 
give it to you because you can see that 
this is the kind of subject matter that 
would never interest the Congress. 

The congressional review, or layover, 
period for the change that the District 
made in its laws to exchange the word 
‘‘handicap’’ for ‘‘disability’’ took 9 
months. It took 9 months. In order to 
keep legislation from lapsing, the Dis-
trict has to pass temporary legislation 
and then another extension of legisla-
tion. And it has to keep passing var-
ious kinds of temporary bills of its 
final bills until it finally gets through 
these review days. 

The council estimates that about 65 
percent, up to 65 percent, of the bills it 
passes could be eliminated were it not 
for this make-work procedure. 

Now, this isn’t painless. The council 
says it takes 5,000 employee-hours and 
160,000 sheets of paper per Council pe-
riod; and you’d better be precise, be-
cause if you miss one of these periods, 
and there are usually three different 
periods during which these bills pass 

until you get to the 30 legislative days, 
the bill could lapse, and then you 
would have to start all over again. 

That would be bad enough if Congress 
had a reason for requiring these bills to 
come here. Congress never looks at 
these bills. If there is something that 
the Council of the District of Columbia 
does that the Congress thinks it 
shouldn’t do, it knows exactly what to 
do, at least in its own view. 

Why bother with introducing a bill 
here, having it come to the floor, and 
doing the same thing in the Senate? 

Why not simply try to attach your 
objection or amendment to something 
else? 

So the Congress simply uses the ap-
propriation bills and attaches whatever 
it wants to overturn. At the moment, 
there is only one such matter and that 
is the abortion rider; and it simply 
tucks that into another bill. 

On only three occasions has the Con-
gress ever used the review, or layover 
period, to overturn a D.C. law: 1979, 
1981, and 1991. And two of those directly 
involved Federal interests, so Congress 
was within its rights. 

In fact, if the truth be told, the Dis-
trict was not trying to defy the Federal 
Government. 

In fact, I would have been with the 
Congress on this because Federal inter-
ests were involved on two of them. The 
District mistook, was mistaken in the 
extent to where there was a Federal in-
terest involved. 

So those were not even attempts to 
try to challenge the Federal Govern-
ment. Those were mistakes. Had I been 
here at the time, I would have tried to 
correct them before they got very far 
by going to the District before they 
ever got here. 

In any case, you have a Sisyphus-like 
process, keep rolling up the hill, keep 
spending all that money, keep exerting 
all those employee-hours, for a process 
that Congress has long abandoned and 
pays no attention to. 

My bill says to a Congress which reg-
ularly passes paperwork-reduction 
bills, this is a classic example of where 
it is needed. I do not believe there is 
the slightest opposition here. It is a 
matter of inertia. I am trying to make 
it rise above the ground where it has 
laid since I have been introducing this 
bill. 

I don’t believe for a moment that 
there is a single Member that wishes 
the District, or any other jurisdiction, 
or any part of this government, to en-
gage in such a labor-intensive, costly 
process, even if it had an outcome, but 
particularly one that the Congress 
itself abandoned and has abandoned 
into disuse. 

So, Madam Speaker, I brought these 
matters of local concern to the floor 
today because they are, I think, every 
last one of them, matters about which 
most Members are unaware, and for 
good reason. 

Members are dealing with their own 
districts and with the Nation’s busi-
ness. They really don’t have any reason 

to care about whether or not the Dis-
trict spends its local money one way or 
the other, about what laws it has 
passed, and if it is shut down. In the 
case of D.C. bills only three out of 4,500 
D.C. bills have been overturned. It has 
abandoned one of these processes alto-
gether. 

The District had a budget autonomy 
referendum that, technically, is law. It 
is in some danger, so I am trying still 
to get budget autonomy through the 
Congress and to the President. 

I can not believe that, with many 
conservative Members of this House 
who believe in local matters for local 
folks, that I would not have support 
here. I recognize that abortion is a con-
troversial issue, and I have the deepest 
respect for those who disagree with me 
on that issue; but I think most Mem-
bers would agree that that is a matter 
for local jurisdictions to decide. 

Wherever we stand on the Nation’s 
business, we are as one on local prin-
ciples. Local matters are for local ju-
risdictions. That cannot be your prin-
ciple for every jurisdiction in the 
United States except the District of 
Columbia. The matter of democracy, 
which we have tried to spread through-
out the world, cannot be a matter for 
every nation on the face of this Earth 
except the Nation’s Capital. 

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

f 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported that on January 9, 2014, she 
presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill: 

H.R. 667. To redesignate the Dryden Flight 
Research Center as the Neil A. Armstrong 
Flight Research Center and the Western 
Aeronautical Test Range as the Hugh L. Dry-
den Aeronautical Test Range. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, Janu-
ary 13, 2014, at noon for morning-hour 
debate. 

f 

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-
lowing Members executed the oath for 
access to classified information: 

Robert B. Aderholt, Rodney Alexander*, 
Justin Amash, Mark E. Amodei, Robert E. 
Andrews, Michele Bachmann, Spencer Bach-
us, Ron Barber, Lou Barletta, Garland 
‘‘Andy’’ Barr, John Barrow, Joe Barton, 
Karen Bass, Joyce Beatty, Xavier Becerra, 
Dan Benishek, Kerry L. Bentivolio, Ami 
Bera, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, Sanford 
D. Bishop, Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, Diane 
Black, Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, 
John A. Boehner, Suzanne Bonamici, Jo 
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Bonner*, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Charles W. 
Boustany, Jr., Kevin Brady, Robert A. 
Brady, Bruce L. Braley, Jim Bridenstine, Mo 
Brooks, Susan W. Brooks, Paul C. Broun, 
Corrine Brown, Julia Brownley, Vern 
Buchanan, Larry Bucshon, Michael C. Bur-
gess, Cheri Bustos, G. K. Butterfield, Bradley 
Byrne, Ken Calvert, Dave Camp, John Camp-
bell, Eric Cantor, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois 
Capps, Michael E. Capuano, Tony Cárdenas, 
John C. Carney, Jr., André Carson, John R. 
Carter, Matt Cartwright, Bill Cassidy, Kathy 
Castor, Joaquin Castro, Steve Chabot, Jason 
Chaffetz, Donna M. Christensen, Judy Chu, 
David N. Cicilline, Katherine M. Clark, 
Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. Lacy Clay, Emanuel 
Cleaver, James E. Clyburn, Howard Coble, 
Mike Coffman, Steve Cohen, Tom Cole, Chris 
Collins, Doug Collins, K. Michael Conaway, 
Gerald E. Connolly, John Conyers, Jr., Paul 
Cook, Jim Cooper, Jim Costa, Tom Cotton, 
Joe Courtney, Kevin Cramer, Eric A. ‘‘Rick’’ 
Crawford, Ander Crenshaw, Joseph Crowley, 
Henry Cuellar, John Abney Culberson, Elijah 
E. Cummings, Steve Daines, Danny K. Davis, 
Rodney Davis, Susan A. Davis, Peter A. 
DeFazio, Diana DeGette, John K. Delaney, 
Rosa L. DeLauro, Suzan K. DelBene, Jeff 
Denham, Charles W. Dent, Ron DeSantis, 
Scott DesJarlais, Theodore E. Deutch, Mario 
Diaz-Balart, John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, 
Michael F. Doyle, Tammy Duckworth, Sean 
P. Duffy, Jeff Duncan, John J. Duncan, Jr., 
Donna F. Edwards, Keith Ellison, Renee L. 
Ellmers, Jo Ann Emerson*, Eliot L. Engel, 
William L. Enyart, Anna G. Eshoo, Elizabeth 
H. Esty, Eni F. H. Faleomavaega, Blake 
Farenthold, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Ste-
phen Lee Fincher, Michael G. Fitzpatrick, 
Charles J. ‘‘Chuck’’ Fleischmann, John 
Fleming, Bill Flores, J. Randy Forbes, Jeff 
Fortenberry, Bill Foster, Virginia Foxx, Lois 
Frankel, Trent Franks, Rodney P. Freling-
huysen, Marcia L. Fudge, Tulsi Gabbard, 
Pete P. Gallego, John Garamendi, Joe Gar-
cia, Cory Gardner, Scott Garrett, Jim Ger-
lach, Bob Gibbs, Christopher P. Gibson, Phil 
Gingrey, Louie Gohmert, Bob Goodlatte, 
Paul A. Gosar, Trey Gowdy, Kay Granger, 
Sam Graves, Tom Graves, Alan Grayson, Al 
Green, Gene Green, Tim Griffin, H. Morgan 
Griffith, Raúl M. Grijalva, Michael G. 
Grimm, Brett Guthrie, Luis V. Gutierrez, 
Janice Hahn, Ralph M. Hall, Colleen W. 
Hanabusa, Richard L. Hanna, Gregg Harper, 
Andy Harris, Vicky Hartzler, Alcee L. Has-
tings, Doc Hastings, Denny Heck, Joseph J. 
Heck, Jeb Hensarling, Jaime Herrera 
Beutler, Brian Higgins, James A. Himes, 
Rubén Hinojosa, George Holding, Rush Holt, 
Michael M. Honda, Steven A. Horsford, 
Steny H. Hoyer, Richard Hudson, Tim 
Huelskamp, Jared Huffman, Bill Huizenga, 
Randy Hultgren, Duncan Hunter, Robert 
Hurt, Steve Israel, Darrell E. Issa, Sheila 
Jackson Lee, Hakeem S. Jeffries, Lynn Jen-
kins, Bill Johnson, Eddie Bernice Johnson, 
Henry C. ‘‘Hank’’ Johnson, Jr., Sam John-
son, Walter B. Jones, Jim Jordan, David P. 
Joyce, Marcy Kaptur, William R. Keating, 
Mike Kelly, Robin L. Kelly, Joseph P. Ken-
nedy III, Daniel T. Kildee, Derek Kilmer, 
Ron Kind, Peter T. King, Steve King, Jack 
Kingston, Adam Kinzinger, Ann Kirkpatrick, 
John Kline, Ann M. Kuster, Raúl R. Lab-
rador, Doug LaMalfa, Doug Lamborn, Leon-
ard Lance, James R. Langevin, James 
Lankford, Rick Larsen, John B. Larson, Tom 
Latham, Robert E. Latta, Barbara Lee, 
Sander M. Levin, John Lewis, Daniel Lipin-
ski, Frank A. LoBiondo, David Loebsack, 
Zoe Lofgren, Billy Long, Alan S. Lowenthal, 
Nita M. Lowey, Frank D. Lucas, Blaine 
Luetkemeyer, Ben Ray Luján, Michelle 
Lujan Grisham, Cynthia M. Lummis, Ste-
phen F. Lynch, Daniel B. Maffei, Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean Patrick Maloney, Kenny 
Marchant, Tom Marino, Edward J. Markey*, 

Thomas Massie, Jim Matheson, Doris O. 
Matsui, Vance M. McAllister, Carolyn 
McCarthy, Kevin McCarthy, Michael T. 
McCaul, Tom McClintock, Betty McCollum, 
James P. McGovern, Patrick T. McHenry, 
Mike McIntyre, Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon, 
David B. McKinley, Cathy McMorris Rod-
gers, Jerry McNerney, Mark Meadows, Pat-
rick Meehan, Gregory W. Meeks, Grace 
Meng, Luke Messer, John L. Mica, Michael 
H. Michaud, Candice S. Miller, Gary G. Mil-
ler, George Miller, Jeff Miller, Gwen Moore, 
James P. Moran, Markwayne Mullin, Mick 
Mulvaney, Patrick Murphy, Tim Murphy, 
Jerrold Nadler, Grace F. Napolitano, Richard 
E. Neal, Gloria Negrete McLeod, Randy 
Neugebauer, Kristi L. Noem, Richard M. 
Nolan, Eleanor Holmes Norton, Richard B. 
Nugent, Devin Nunes, Alan Nunnelee, Pete 
Olson, Beto O’Rourke, William L. Owens, 
Steven M. Palazzo, Frank Pallone, Jr., Bill 
Pascrell, Jr., Ed Pastor, Erik Paulsen, Don-
ald M. Payne, Jr., Stevan Pearce, Nancy 
Pelosi, Ed Perlmutter, Scott Perry, Gary C. 
Peters, Scott H. Peters, Collin C. Peterson, 
Thomas E. Petri, Pedro R. Pierluisi, Chellie 
Pingree, Robert Pittenger, Joseph R. Pitts, 
Mark Pocan, Ted Poe, Jared Polis, Mike 
Pompeo, Bill Posey, David E. Price, Tom 
Price, Mike Quigley, Trey Radel, Nick J. 
Rahall II, Charles B. Rangel, Tom Reed, 
David G. Reichert, James B. Renacci, Reid J. 
Ribble, Tom Rice, Cedric L. Richmond, E. 
Scott Rigell, Martha Roby, David P. Roe, 
Harold Rogers, Mike Rogers, Mike Rogers, 
Dana Rohrabacher, Todd Rokita, Thomas J. 
Rooney, Peter J. Roskam, Ileana Ros- 
Lehtinen, Dennis A. Ross, Keith J. Rothfus, 
Lucille Roybal-Allard, Edward R. Royce, 
Raul Ruiz, Jon Runyan, C. A. Dutch Rup-
persberger, Bobby L. Rush, Paul Ryan, Tim 
Ryan, Gregorio Kilili Camacho Sablan, Matt 
Salmon, Linda T. Sánchez, Loretta Sanchez, 
Mark Sanford, John P. Sarbanes, Steve Sca-
lise, Janice D. Schakowsky, Adam B. Schiff, 
Bradley S. Schneider, Aaron Schock, Kurt 
Schrader, Allyson Y. Schwartz, David 
Schweikert, Austin Scott, David Scott, Rob-
ert C. ‘‘Bobby’’ Scott, F. James Sensen-
brenner, Jr., José E. Serrano, Pete Sessions, 
Terri A. Sewell, Carol Shea-Porter, Brad 
Sherman, John Shimkus, Bill Shuster, Mi-
chael K. Simpson, Kyrsten Sinema, Albio 
Sires, Louise McIntosh Slaughter, Adam 
Smith, Adrian Smith, Christopher H. Smith, 
Jason T. Smith, Lamar Smith, Steve 
Southerland II, Jackie Speier, Chris Stewart, 
Steve Stivers, Steve Stockman, Marlin A. 
Stutzman, Eric Swalwell, Mark Takano, Lee 
Terry, Bennie G. Thompson, Glenn Thomp-
son, Mike Thompson, Mac Thornberry, Pat-
rick J. Tiberi, John F. Tierney, Scott R. Tip-
ton, Dina Titus, Paul Tonko, Niki Tsongas, 
Michael R. Turner, Fred Upton, David G. 
Valadao, Chris Van Hollen, Juan Vargas, 
Marc A. Veasey, Filemon Vela, Nydia M. 
Velázquez, Peter J. Visclosky, Ann Wagner, 
Tim Walberg, Greg Walden, Jackie Walorski, 
Timothy J. Walz, Debbie Wasserman 
Schultz, Maxine Waters, Melvin L. Watt*, 
Henry A. Waxman, Randy K. Weber, Sr., 
Daniel Webster, Peter Welch, Brad R. 
Wenstrup, Lynn A. Westmoreland, Ed Whit-
field, Roger Williams, Frederica S. Wilson, 
Joe Wilson, Robert J. Wittman, Frank R. 
Wolf, Steve Womack, Rob Woodall, John A. 
Yarmuth, Kevin Yoder, Ted S. Yoho, C. W. 
Bill Young*, Don Young, Todd C. Young 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4430. A letter from the Secretary, Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission, trans-

mitting the Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule 
— Prohibitions and Restrictions on Propri-
etary Trading and Certain Interests in, and 
Relationships with, Hedge Funds and Private 
Equity Funds (RIN: 3038-AD05) received Jan-
uary 7, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

4431. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Extension of Tolerances for 
Emergency Exemptions (Multiple Chemicals) 
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0777; FRL-9904-15] re-
ceived December 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

4432. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s fiscal year 2013 report on the Re-
gional Defense Combating Terrorism Fellow-
ship Program; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

4433. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — Pro-
hibitions and Restrictions on Proprietary 
Trading and Certain Interests in, and Rela-
tionships with, Hedge Funds and Private Eq-
uity Funds (RIN: 3235-AL07) [Release No.: 
BHCA-1; File No. S7-41-11] received January 
7, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

4434. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Attainment 
Demonstration for the Houston-Galveston- 
Brazoria 1997 8-hour Ozone Nonattainment 
Area [EPA-R06-OAR-2013-0387; FRL-9904-96- 
Region 6] received December 30, 2013, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

4435. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Copper Sulfate 
Pentahydrate; Exemption from the Require-
ment of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-0286; 
FRL-9904-30] received December 30, 2013, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

4436. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Hazardous Waste Manage-
ment System: Conditional Exclusion for Car-
bon Dioxide (CO2) Streams in Geologic Se-
questration Activities [EPA-HQ-RCRA-2010- 
0695; FRL-9904-48-OSWER) (RIN: 2050-AG60) 
received December 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4437. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Isopyrazam; Pesticide Tol-
erances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0509; FRL-9903-53] 
received December 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4438. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emissions Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from Sec-
ondary Lead Smelting [EPA-HQ-OAR-2011- 
0344; FRL-9904-38-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AR66) re-
ceived December 30, 2013, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4439. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Ocean Dumping Regula-
tions: Atchafalaya-West Ocean Dredged Ma-
terial Disposal Site Designation; Calcasieu, 
Sabine Neches, and Atchafalaya-East Site 
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Corrections [EPA-R06-OW-2013-0221; FRL- 
9904-86-Region 6] received December 30, 2013, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

4440. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the California 
State Implementation Plan, Antelope Valley 
Air Quality Management District, Mojave 
Desert Air Quality Management District, 
Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control 
District, and South Coast Air Quality Man-
agement District [EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0668; 
FRL-9902-71-Region 9] received December 30, 
2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

4441. A letter from the Staff Director, Com-
mission on Civil Rights, transmitting the 
Commission’s Performance and Account-
ability Report for fiscal year 2013; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

4442. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting FY 2013 
Treasury Agency Financial Report; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

4443. A letter from the Co-Chief Privacy Of-
ficer, Federal Election Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s Privacy Act Re-
port for fiscal year 2013; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

4444. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Affairs, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting a copy of the Commission’s 
Performance and Accountability Report for 
FY 2013; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

4445. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting 
the Board’s report on competitive sourcing 
efforts for fiscal year 2013; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

4446. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Government Ethics, transmitting the Of-
fice’s Performance and Accountability Re-
port for Fiscal Year 2013; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

4447. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Department’s re-
port on the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens 
Absentee Voting Act for 2013, amended; to 
the Committee on House Administration. 

4448. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the administration of 
the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938, 
as amended for the six month period ending 
December 31, 2012, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 621; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4449. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting a let-
ter reporting the FY 2013 expenditures from 
the Pershing Hall Revolving Fund for 
projects, activities, and facilities that sup-
port the mission of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII, the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 2810. Referral to the Committee on 
Ways and Means extended for a period ending 
not later than March 14, 2014. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 

titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 3841. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 to provide that foreign in-
come be considered in the determination of 
eligibility for grants and loans under that 
Act; to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 3842. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Education to conduct a feasibility study for 
using income tax returns as the primary 
Federal student aid application; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 3843. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in-
come discharges of Federal student loans as 
a result of veterans’ service-connected total 
disability that is permanent in nature; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 3844. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to require cost or price to the 
Federal Government be given at least equal 
importance as technical or other criteria in 
evaluating competitive proposals for defense 
contracts; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 3845. A bill to require the Adminis-

trator of NASA to assess the cost and sched-
ule implications of extending science mis-
sions beyond planned mission lifetimes; to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan (for her-
self, Mr. MCCAUL, and Ms. JACKSON 
LEE): 

H.R. 3846. A bill to provide for the author-
ization of border, maritime, and transpor-
tation security responsibilities and functions 
in the Department of Homeland Security and 
the establishment of United States Customs 
and Border Protection, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BARBER (for himself, Mr. 
DAINES, and Ms. SINEMA): 

H.R. 3847. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Homeland Security the responsibility to de-
velop and provide to the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services risk-based, perform-
ance-based cybersecurity standards for the 
Federal information technology require-
ments under the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act, including the 
healthcare.gov website, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York (for him-
self and Mr. ISRAEL): 

H.R. 3848. A bill to amend the Magnuson- 
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act to add New York to the New Eng-
land Fishery Management Council, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 
H.R. 3849. A bill to provide for the repeal of 

the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act if it is determined that the Act has re-
sulted in increasing the number of uninsured 
individuals; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Ways and Means, Education and the 

Workforce, the Judiciary, Natural Re-
sources, House Administration, Rules, and 
Appropriations, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GIBSON (for himself, Mr. REED, 
and Ms. MCCOLLUM): 

H.R. 3850. A bill to amend the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965 to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal years 2014 through 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. LANCE: 
H.R. 3851. A bill to repeal sections 1341 and 

1342 of the Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. NADLER, and Mr. 
ELLISON): 

H.R. 3852. A bill to repeal the Authoriza-
tion for Use of Military Force Against Iraq 
Resolution of 2002; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
STUTZMAN, and Mr. SOUTHERLAND): 

H.R. 3853. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to prohibit 
Government contributions under the Federal 
employees health benefit program towards 
Exchange health insurance coverage of Mem-
bers of Congress; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky: 
H.J. Res. 106. A joint resolution making 

further continuing appropriations for fiscal 
year 2014, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California): 

H. Res. 456. A resolution calling on schools 
and State and local educational agencies to 
recognize that dyslexia has significant edu-
cational implications that must be ad-
dressed; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 3841. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 3842. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 3843. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 3844. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 3845. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 

H.R. 3846. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, clause 1; and Article I, 

section 8, clause 18 of the Constitution of the 
United States 

By Mr. BARBER: 
H.R. 3847. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
General welfare 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have Power to lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

Commercial Activity Regulation 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-

ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes. 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York: 
H.R. 3848. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. CASSIDY: 
H.R. 3849. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. GIBSON: 

H.R. 3850. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of Article 1—to provide for the 

common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States. 

By Mr. LANCE: 
H.R. 3851. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Sec. 8, Clause I, of the United 

States Constitution This states that ‘‘Con-
gress shall have power to . . . lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States.’’ 

By Ms. LEE of California: 
H.R. 3852. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. REED: 
H.R. 3853. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3: to regulate 

Commerce Article 1, Section 8, Clause 14: to 
make rules for the government 

By Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky: 
H.J. Res. 106. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The principal constitutional authority for 

this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar-
ticle I of the Constitution of the United 
States (the appropriation power), which 
states: ‘‘No Money shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria-

tions made by Law. . . .’’ In addition, clause 
1 of section 8 of article I of the Constitution 
(the spending power) provides: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have the Power . . . to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States. 
. . .’’ Together, these specific constitutional 
provisions establish the congressional power 
of the purse, granting Congress the author-
ity to appropriate funds, to determine their 
purpose, amount, and period of availability, 
and to set forth terms and conditions gov-
erning their use. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 7: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. 
RIBBLE, and Mr. TURNER. 

H.R. 385: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 543: Mr. WOLF. 
H.R. 596: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 645: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 685: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 695: Mr. WILLIAMS. 
H.R. 863: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-

fornia, and Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 940: Mr. YODER. 
H.R. 1010: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. BISHOP of 

Georgia, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1091: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 1136: Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 1146: Mr. WALZ and Mr. LARSON of 

Connecticut. 
H.R. 1176: Mrs. BACHMANN. 
H.R. 1180: Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 

SWALWELL of California, and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1201: Mr. YODER. 
H.R. 1226: Mr. TIPTON. 
H.R. 1263: Mr. PERLMUTTER and Mr. CAPU-

ANO. 
H.R. 1281: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Ms. 

EDWARDS, Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1385: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 1726: Mr. MAFFEI, Ms. BROWNLEY of 

California, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. CLYBURN, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. WELCH, Mr. SCOTT of 
Virginia, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. WAX-
MAN, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. MULVANEY, and Mrs. 
ELLMERS. 

H.R. 1750: Mr. YODER. 
H.R. 1751: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1771: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1779: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 
H.R. 1814: Mrs. ROBY and Mr. MCHENRY. 
H.R. 1861: Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 1918: Mr. REED and Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 1936: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 2101: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 2116: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 2288: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2291: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York, Mr. HANNA, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 2300: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 
H.R. 2539: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 2575: Mr. WILLIAMS and Mrs. 

HARTZLER. 
H.R. 2578: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 2591: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 2643: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. JOYCE, and 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 2686: Mr. JOYCE. 
H.R. 2689: Mr. JOYCE. 
H.R. 2709: Mr. KILMER. 

H.R. 2841: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas and Mr. 
COLE. 

H.R. 2854: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 2945: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 3015: Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 3086: Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 

FATTAH, Mr. MCNERNEY, and Mr. REICHERT. 
H.R. 3133: Mr. PRICE of Georgia. 
H.R. 3318: Ms. WILSON of Florida and Mr. 

COTTON. 
H.R. 3334: Mr. LEWIS and Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 3335: Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 3344: Ms. KAPTUR and Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 3361: Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT 

of Georgia, and Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 
H.R. 3369: Mr. THOMPSON of California and 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. 
H.R. 3370: Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. GIBSON, and 

Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 3382: Mr. CAMP. 
H.R. 3429: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 3494: Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. PETERS of 

California, Ms. TSONGAS, and Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3516: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 3541: Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 3546: Mr. VEASEY. 
H.R. 3549: Mrs. ELLMERS. 
H.R. 3573: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 3590: Mr. TIPTON, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. 

COTTON, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER, Mr. HALL, Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. HUD-
SON, Mr. BURGESS, and Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 3595: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 3604: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 3633: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 
H.R. 3635: Mr. CRAMER, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. 

STOCKMAN, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. JORDAN, 
and Mr. MULLIN. 

H.R. 3658: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. ROO-
NEY, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Ms. JENKINS, 
Mr. PEARCE, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. STIV-
ERS, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. VELA, Mr. YOUNG of 
Indiana, Mr. TIBERI, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, 
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. SIMPSON, and Mrs. 
HARTZLER. 

H.R. 3673: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 3685: Mr. WENSTRUP, Mr. TURNER, and 

Mr. LABRADOR. 
H.R. 3722: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 3732: Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. CAR-

TER, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. FINCHER, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
GARRETT, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, and Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia. 

H.R. 3757: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, and Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 3787: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mr. 
GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. YOHO, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, and Mrs. BACHMANN. 

H.R. 3788: Mrs. HARTZLER and Mr. LAM-
BORN. 

H.R. 3789: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. 
HARPER. 

H.R. 3790: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Ms. 
GRANGER. 

H.R. 3818: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 3819: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. 

LUCAS, and Mr. REED. 
H.J. Res. 56: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. OWENS, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. DEUTCH, and Ms. NORTON. 

H. Res. 247: Mr. HONDA and Mr. KENNEDY. 
H. Res. 281: Mr. VISCLOSKY. 
H. Res. 356: Mr. FORBES. 
H. Res. 362: Mr. DENT. 
H. Res. 410: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H. Res. 418: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
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CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-

ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. ROGERS OF KENTUCKY 

H.J. Res. 106, making further continuing 
appropriations for fiscal year 2014, and for 
other purposes, does not contain any con-
gressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or 
limited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 
of rule XXI. 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 3550: Mr. MEADOWS. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:24 Jan 11, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 4636 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A10JA7.020 H10JAPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-04-29T08:57:36-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




