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these new regulations will make it
harder for small businesses to obtain
credit.

Small businesses create the majority
of the new jobs in our economy, yet
without access to credit, how can they
do that? How can they even survive?
The gentleman’s amendment makes
sure that agencies do identify whether
new regulations will make it harder for
a substantial number of small busi-
nesses to obtain credit. It is a reform
that is long overdue and especially im-
portant as our country struggles to
achieve a real and durable job recov-
ery.
I thank the gentleman for his amend-
ment and urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. RIGELL).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. TIPTON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
House Report 113-361.

Mr. TIPTON. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 66, line 1, strike ‘“The agency’ and in-
sert ‘“‘Each year, each agency’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 487, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. TIPTON) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado.

Mr. TIPTON. Madam Chairman, I
would like to thank Chairman GRAVES
and Chairman GOODLATTE for all of
their work.

I yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Madam Chairman, I rise today in
support of my amendment to title III,
the Regulatory Flexibility Improve-
ments Act, which will ensure that a re-
quirement under current law, the Reg-
ulatory Flexibility Act, or RFA, re-
mains intact.

As the 1970s came to a close, Con-
gress took note of the challenges that
small businesses were facing. They
were struggling to run their businesses
while complying with an increasing
number of complicated regulations.
This led to the passage of the Regu-
latory Flexibility Act of 1980, which
was designed to improve agency rule-
making. Under statute, the Federal
Government agencies looking to regu-
late the private sector must evaluate
the costs of doing so on small busi-
nesses, and where the costs are found
to be significant, seek less burdensome
alternatives to their proposed actions.

A key piece of the RFA is section 610,
the ‘look-back’ provision, which re-
quires agencies to periodically evalu-
ate the necessity of every existing reg-
ulation that has ‘‘significant’ eco-
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nomic impact on a substantial number
of small businesses and determine
whether those regulations should be
amended or rescinded to minimize bur-
dens on small businesses. As a part of
the section 610 review process, agencies
must annually publish the list of regu-
lations they plan to review in the Fed-
eral Register. This amendment makes
a technical correction to the text of
title IIT to ensure this current annual
publication requirement remains in
place. It is an entirely appropriate ex-
ercise for the agencies to review old
regulations and weed out ones that are
outdated, ineffective, or overly burden-
some.

Ten years is a lifetime in terms of
our private sector’s ability to radically
transform marketplaces. Reviewing
the actual impacts of existing regula-
tions every 10 years just makes sense.
Understanding real-world consequences
of a regulation on small businesses and
taking into account changes in other
areas of Federal, State, or local law
that may affect the necessity of the
regulations are just a few of the rea-
sons that make these reviews abso-
lutely essential.

The regulatory burden for small busi-
nesses has not lightened since the pas-
sage of RFA. In fact, agencies have
been so busy issuing new regulations
that they have sometimes failed to
comply with already existing require-
ments to annually publish their list of
regulations to be reviewed and then to
review them. This simply isn’t accept-
able.

This amendment will relieve Federal
agencies of any ambiguity as to wheth-
er or not this annual publication re-
quirement still exists and ensure that
small businesses can continue to make
their voices heard after a regulation
has become implemented.

I urge Members to vote ‘‘yes’ on this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam
Chairman, I claim the time in opposi-
tion to the amendment, though I am in
support of this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. It is to my
horror that I would agree to this
amendment, but it simply corrects a
drafting error. So we do not oppose this
amendment. It makes a thoroughly
flawed bill slightly less thoroughly
flawed.

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

Mr. TIPTON. Madam Chair, I thank
the gentleman for his support of this
amendment. It speaks to a very impor-
tant point. We have got to make sure
that the agencies are actually doing
what the law is requiring. This clari-
fication simply achieves that.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. TIPTON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

H1995

Mr. GOODLATTE. I support his com-
monsense amendment and urge my col-
leagues to join in making it unani-
mous.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TIPTON).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chairman,
I move that the Committee do now
rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. TIP-
TON) having assumed the chair, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Acting Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2804) to amend title
5, United States Code, to require the
Administrator of the Office of Informa-
tion and Regulatory Affairs to publish
information about rules on the Inter-
net, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

———
COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE ROSA L. DELAURO,

MEMBER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable ROSA L.
DELAURO, Member of Congress:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
February 25, 2014
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, that I have
received a subpoena, issued by the United
States District Court for the District of New
Jersey, purporting to require that I produce
certain documents, at least some of which
relate to official functions, and appear to
testify at a deposition on similar matters in
a particular civil case.

After consulting with the Office of General
Counsel, I will make the determinations re-
quired by Rule VIII.

Sincerely,
ROsA L. DELAURO,
Member of Congress.

————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF
GALLAUDET UNIVERSITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 4303,
and the order of the House of January
3, 2013, of the following Members on the
part of the House to the Board of
Trustees of Gallaudet University:

Mr. YODER, Kansas

Mr. BUTTERFIELD, North Carolina

—————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
THE BRITISH-AMERICAN
INTERPALIAMENTARY GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 276,
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