
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.

.

H3147 

Vol. 160 WASHINGTON, THURSDAY, APRIL 10, 2014 No. 59 

House of Representatives 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. FOXX). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
April 10, 2014. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable VIRGINIA 
FOXX to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

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

f 

PRAYER 

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

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

Send Your spirit upon the Members 
of this people’s House to encourage 
them in their official tasks. As the 
Members approach the votes they are 
making today, may they be imbued 
with courage and leadership that looks 
to the health and vibrancy of our great 
Nation. 

Assure them that in the fulfillment 
of their responsibilities, You provide 
the grace to enable them to be faithful 
to their duties and the wisdom to be 
conscious of their obligations and ful-
fill them with integrity. 

As the Congress looks to the upcom-
ing holy celebrations of millions of 
Americans, may they, and may we all, 
be mindful of God’s love for us. May we 
be faithful stewards, not only of Your 
creation, but also Your desire that all 
people would be free from whatever in-
hibits them to be fully alive. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House her approval thereof. 

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

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote 
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

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

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. KIL-
MER) 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 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 5 requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

THE BATTLING BOYS OF 
BENGHAZI 

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

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, I want 
to share with the American people a 
poem a written by a Marine Corps offi-
cer. It is about two former Navy 
SEALs: Ben Doherty and Ty Woods. 
They were killed in Benghazi. It is 
called ‘‘The Battling Boys of 
Benghazi’’: 
We’re the battling boys of Benghazi! No 

fame, no glory, no paparazzi. 
Just a fiery death in a blazing hell, defending 

our country we loved so well. 
It wasn’t our job, but we answered the call, 

fought to the Consulate and scaled the 
wall. 

We pulled 20 countrymen from the jaws of 
fate. Led them to safety, and stood at 
the gate. 

Just the two of us, and foes by the score, but 
we stood fast to bar the door. 

Three calls for reinforcement, but all were 
denied, 

So we fought, and we fought, and we fought 
‘til we died. 

We gave our all for our Uncle Sam, but our 
leaders didn’t give a damn. 

Just two dead SEALs, who carried the load, 
no thanks to us, we were just ‘‘Bumps 
in the Road.’’ 

These two Navy SEALs did their 
jobs. Let’s do our jobs and bring those 
thugs who killed them to justice 

f 

EQUAL PAY FOR EQUAL WORK 
(Mr. KILMER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILMER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of a very simple prin-
ciple: equal pay for equal work. 

It turns out I am not the only one in 
my household who supports equal pay. 
One morning last month, on my way 
out the door, my 8-year-old, Sophie, 
asked me my plans for the day. I said 
I was having an event called ‘‘When 
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Women Succeed, America Succeeds’’ 
focused on economic opportunity for 
women, including good jobs and good 
pay. 

She said, Dad, that’s my agenda. I 
said, You have an agenda? She said, 
Yeah. She showed me her ‘‘Diary of a 
Wimpy Kid’’ book. At the top of one of 
the pages it says, When I am elected 
President, the laws I pass will be—and 
number one, she wrote, in penmanship 
we are going to work on, Women 
should get paid the same as men. 

This shouldn’t be hard, Madam 
Speaker. My 8-year-old gets it, and the 
American people are waiting for Con-
gress to get it too. 

So let’s stand up for equal pay for 
equal work and bring the Paycheck 
Fairness Act up for a vote. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF 
SERGEANT TIMOTHY OWENS 

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

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the life 
of United States Army Sergeant Tim-
othy Owens, who lived in Rolla, Mis-
souri, in the Eighth Congressional Dis-
trict. 

Sergeant Owens was killed in sense-
less act of violence at Fort Hood, 
Texas, last week. Sergeant Owens de-
ployed to Iraq with the 396th Transpor-
tation Company. During his military 
service, Sergeant Owens earned numer-
ous awards, including the Army Com-
mendation Medal, the National Defense 
Service Medal, Iraq Campaign Medal, 
Global War on Terrorism Service 
Medal, the Army Service Ribbon, Over-
seas Service Ribbon, and four Certifi-
cates of Achievement. 

Additionally, Sergeant Owens served 
as a counselor to his fellow soldiers at 
Fort Hood. In addition to his service to 
our Nation, Sergeant Owens was a de-
voted husband and a loving father of 
three. He will be greatly missed by his 
wife, Billy, his children, and his numer-
ous family and friends. 

Madam Speaker, we honor the serv-
ice and life of Sergeant Timothy 
Owens, and we lift his family in pray-
ers. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE 
(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was 

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

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Madam Speaker, 
last week in the Natural Resources 
Committee one of my esteemed col-
leagues from across the aisle claimed 
that the scientific evidence regarding 
human contributions to climate change 
was inconclusive. 

Well, Stanford researcher, Dr. James 
Powell, a geochemist, and a 12-year 
member of the non-partisan National 
Science Board, recently completed an 
update to his survey of peer-reviewed 
literature on climate change. 

As it points out, in the year 2013, 
there were 10,885 peer-reviewed articles 
and only two rejected human contribu-
tions towards climate change. That is 
less than two hundredths of 1 percent. 

Madam Speaker, this is not disagree-
ment. This is not a divided scientific 
community, case closed. Congress must 
stop denying the science and take ac-
tion. Future generations are depending 
upon us. 

f 

EASTER IN IRAN 

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

Mr. HOLDING. Madam Speaker, 
Good Friday and Easter are right 
around the corner. For some Christians 
in the Middle East, specifically in Iran 
and Egypt, these holidays can only be 
observed and celebrated in fear. 

Madam Speaker, Christians continue 
to be persecuted for their religious be-
liefs across the globe by intolerant, op-
pressive regimes and governments that 
seek to impose strict religious rule. 

Many of these Christians, if they 
aren’t killed, tortured to death, or im-
prisoned, must flee for their lives from 
places that they and their ancestors 
called home, for the simple and single 
reason that they are Christians. 

Madam Speaker, as we celebrate 
Easter this year, let us not forget the 
plight and daily struggle of those who 
can’t freely practice the religion of 
their own choosing. More importantly, 
Madam Speaker, let us continue to 
hold those regimes and governments 
accountable for their systematic tar-
geting and continued oppression of 
Christians. 

f 

BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL 
PROTECTION SMALL BUSINESS 
ADVISORY BOARD ACT 

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

Mr. HECK of Washington. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today in steadfast sup-
port of small business and H.R. 4383, 
the Bureau of Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Small Business Advisory Board 
Act. 

Within the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau consumers have a voice. 
Credit unions have a voice. Community 
banks have a voice. And appropriately, 
men and women in uniform have a 
voice through the Office of Service-
member Affairs. These are all impor-
tant contributors to include. 

Yet, one group was left out, and that 
group was America’s small businesses. 
While identified as ‘‘small,’’ they are 
mighty when it comes to our local 
economy and job creation. As a small 
business owner, I know they have in-
sight to offer during the development 
of new rules and regulations. 

Under the leadership of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
PITTENGER), I have cosponsored this 

critical improvement to the CFPB. I 
ask that our colleagues now join us in 
this bipartisan effort to allow small 
businesses in the financial sector to be 
heard. 

f 

MEDICAL EVALUATION PARITY 
FOR SERVICEMEMBERS 

(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. 
Madam Speaker, yesterday afternoon 
U.S. Senators ROB PORTMAN and JAY 
ROCKEFELLER introduced the Medical 
Evaluation Parity for Servicemembers, 
or MEPS, Act, companion legislation 
to the bill that I introduced with the 
Congressman from Ohio, Mr. TIM RYAN, 
on March 27 of this year. 

Most are aware that incoming sol-
diers must pass a physical and medical 
evaluation, which is the case, but so 
many are shocked that there is no 
similar evaluation for mental health 
competency. 

Madam Speaker, according to recent 
studies, nearly half of all soldiers who 
tried suicide first attempted it before 
enlisting. A large number of suicides in 
the military were individuals who had 
never been deployed in a combat role. 

These studies give us insight into the 
mental well-being of our military, but 
what they also show is that we must 
know more. 

The bipartisan MEPS Act would re-
quire a preliminary mental health as-
sessment for military recruits prior to 
joining the service, which will dramati-
cally improve the way the military 
identifies and assesses mental health 
issues. 

The bill has no budget impact and 
has support from a large number of 
veterans groups. I thank my Senate 
colleagues for introducing this bill and 
encourage my colleagues in the House 
to join the support. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 45TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE MINORITY BUSI-
NESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

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

Mr. GARCIA. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the 45th anniversary of 
the Minority Business Development 
Agency. Throughout its history, MBDA 
has spurred business development and 
worked tirelessly to advance the 
growth and global competitiveness of 
the minority business community. 

These businesses fuel the economic 
engine of our country, revitalizing our 
communities by creating hundreds of 
new jobs. In my home State of Florida, 
this agency helped create 2,500 jobs in 
2009, including over 800 new jobs in the 
past year alone. 

At a time when many communities 
blighted by recession continue to 
struggle, the Minority Development 
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Business Agency will strengthen busi-
nesses on the verge of recovery. 

I look forward to seeing this agency 
continue to create jobs and prosperity 
both in Florida and across our country. 

f 

b 0915 

KELSEY HIRSCH 

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, we all 
know that April is Sexual Assault 
Awareness Month, but what you all 
may not know is about the amazing ac-
complishments of a young freshman at 
South Forsyth High School down in my 
district. Her name is Kelsey Hirsch. 

Having been affected by all of the 
events that she saw in the media 
around our part of the world, she 
founded a group in my neighborhood. It 
is called Bands4RAINN. RAINN is the 
Rape, Abuse, and Incest National Net-
work, and she came up with the idea of 
selling wristbands to raise money for 
that network. 

She set a goal for herself of raising 
$600. She ended up raising more than 
$10,000. She ended up winning the 
HOPE Award for RAINN. She ended up 
founding a group at her high school 
called WarEagles4RAINN, and this 
weekend, she is holding a 
Concert4Courage and Hoops4Hope, 
which are two more fundraising events, 
to draw attention to sexual assault and 
violence, particularly among young 
people. 

Mr. Speaker, one person can make a 
difference, and in my district, it is 
Kelsey Hirsch, a freshman at South 
Forsyth High School. 

f 

LOUIS ZAPATA 

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

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about a giant whom we 
lost in the Fort Worth community— 
Louis Zapata, the first Hispanic ever 
elected to the Fort Worth City Council. 

Mr. Zapata held the post for 14 years. 
He was one of the longest-serving city 
council members in the city’s history. 

Mr. Zapata was so proud of the city’s 
north side, which he represented well. 
He did so many wonderful things for 
the community, like advancing the 
arts and protecting the Rose Marine 
Theater. Mr. Zapata was also someone 
who was interested in raising the qual-
ity of life for all of our city’s citizens. 

In addition to his duties on the Fort 
Worth City Council, he was also a 
union member and a union representa-
tive at Bell Helicopter, one of the 
city’s largest employers, where he 
worked tirelessly to make sure that 
every man and woman who worked at 
the plant enjoyed a better quality of 
life. 

I want to thank Mr. Zapata for ev-
erything that he did to help make our 

city better and to help make our com-
munity better. He will be missed. He is 
one of the legends of the Fort Worth 
City Council, and he is someone who 
will always be remembered fondly in 
our city. 

f 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2015 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to add 
extraneous material into the RECORD 
on H. Con. Res. 96. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 544 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H. Con. Res. 
96. 

Will the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) kindly take the 
chair. 

b 0917 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H. 
Con. Res. 96) establishing the budget 
for the United States Government for 
fiscal year 2015 and setting forth appro-
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 
2016 through 2024, with Ms. FOXX (Act-
ing Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, April 9, 2014, amendment No. 3 
printed in House Report 113–405 offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GRIJALVA) had been disposed of. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 IN THE NATURE OF A 
SUBSTITUTE OFFERED BY MR. WOODALL 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 113–405. 

Mr. WOODALL. 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: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 
BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015. 

(a) DECLARATION.—The Congress deter-
mines and declares that this concurrent res-
olution establishes the budget for fiscal year 
2015 and sets forth appropriate budgetary 
levels for fiscal years 2015 through 2024. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this concurrent resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Sec. 1. Concurrent resolution on the budget 
for fiscal year 2015. 

TITLE I—RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 
AMOUNTS 

Sec. 101. Recommended levels and amounts. 
Sec. 102. Major functional categories. 

TITLE II—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 
Sec. 201. Limitation on advance appropria-

tions. 
Sec. 202. Concepts and definitions. 
Sec. 203. Adjustments of aggregates, alloca-

tions, and appropriate budg-
etary levels. 

Sec. 204. Limitation on long-term spending. 
Sec. 205. Budgetary treatment of certain 

transactions. 
Sec. 206. Application and effect of changes 

in allocations and aggregates. 
Sec. 207. Congressional Budget Office esti-

mates. 
Sec. 208. Transfers from the general fund of 

the Treasury to the Highway 
Trust Fund that increase public 
indebtedness. 

Sec. 209. Separate allocation for overseas 
contingency operations/global 
war on terrorism. 

Sec. 210. Exercise of rulemaking powers. 
TITLE III—POLICY 

Sec. 301. Policy statement on health care 
law repeal. 

Sec. 302. Policy statement on means-tested 
welfare programs. 

Sec. 303. Policy statement on block granting 
Medicaid. 

Sec. 304. Policy statement on a carbon tax. 
Sec. 305. Policy statement on the use of offi-

cial time by Federal employees 
for union activities. 

Sec. 306. Policy statement on creation of a 
Committee to Eliminate Dupli-
cation and Waste. 

Sec. 307. Policy statement on Federal fund-
ing of abortion. 

Sec. 308. Policy statement on readable legis-
lation. 

Sec. 309. Policy statement on work require-
ments. 

Sec. 310. Policy statement on energy produc-
tion. 

Sec. 311. Policy statement on regulation of 
greenhouse gases by the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency. 

Sec. 312. Policy statement on reforming the 
Federal budget process. 

Sec. 313. Policy statement on economic 
growth and putting Americans 
back to work. 

Sec. 314. Policy statement on tax reform. 
Sec. 315. Policy statement on replacing the 

President’s health care law. 
Sec. 316. Policy statement on Medicare. 
Sec. 317. Policy statement on Social Secu-

rity. 
Sec. 318. Policy statement on higher edu-

cation and workforce develop-
ment opportunity. 

Sec. 319. Policy statement on deficit reduc-
tion through the cancellation 
of unobligated balances. 

Sec. 320. Policy statement on responsible 
stewardship of taxpayer dollars. 

Sec. 321. Policy statement on deficit reduc-
tion through the reduction of 
unnecessary and wasteful 
spending. 

Sec. 322. Policy statement on unauthorized 
spending. 

Sec. 323. Policy statement on Federal regu-
latory policy. 

Sec. 324. Policy statement on trade. 
Sec. 325. No Budget, no Pay. 
Sec. 326. Policy statement on reform of the 

Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program. 

Sec. 327. Policy statement on transportation 
reform. 

TITLE IV—RESERVE FUNDS 
Sec. 401. Reserve fund for the repeal of the 

2010 health care laws. 
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Sec. 402. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for the 

replacement of Obamacare. 
Sec. 403. Deficit-neutral reserve fund related 

to the Medicare provisions of 
the 2010 health care laws. 

Sec. 404. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for the 
sustainable growth rate of the 
Medicare program. 

Sec. 405. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for re-
forming the tax code. 

Sec. 406. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
trade agreements. 

Sec. 407. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
revenue measures. 

Sec. 408. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
rural counties and schools. 

Sec. 409. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
transportation reform. 

Sec. 410. Deficit-neutral reserve fund to re-
duce poverty and increase op-
portunity and upward mobility. 

Sec. 411. Implementation of a deficit and 
long-term debt reduction agree-
ment. 

Sec. 412. Deficit-neutral reserve account for 
reforming SNAP. 

Sec. 413. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for So-
cial Security Disability Insur-
ance Reform. 

TITLE V—EARMARK MORATORIUM 
Sec. 501. Earmark moratorium. 
Sec. 502. Limitation of authority of the 

House Committee on Rules. 
TITLE VI—ESTIMATES OF DIRECT 

SPENDING 
Sec. 601. Direct spending. 

TITLE I—RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 
AMOUNTS 

SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 
AMOUNTS. 

The following budgetary levels are appro-
priate for each of fiscal years 2015 through 
2024: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.—For purposes of 
the enforcement of this concurrent resolu-
tion: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $2,533,142,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,675,941,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,789,406,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $2,890,066,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $3,014,538,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,148,143,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,294,465,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,456,164,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $3,626,464,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $3,807,341,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $0. 
Fiscal year 2016: $0. 
Fiscal year 2017: $0. 
Fiscal year 2018: $0. 
Fiscal year 2019: $0. 
Fiscal year 2020: $0. 
Fiscal year 2021: $0. 
Fiscal year 2022: $0. 
Fiscal year 2023: $0. 
Fiscal year 2024: $0. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.—For purposes 

of the enforcement of this concurrent resolu-
tion, the appropriate levels of total new 
budget authority are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $2,743,504,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,778,548,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,848,957,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $2,925,554,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $3,033,623,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,162,619,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,241,898,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,361,147,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $3,414,031,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $3,434,808,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.—For purposes of the 

enforcement of this concurrent resolution, 

the appropriate levels of total budget out-
lays are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $2,818,544,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,808,954,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,840,958,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $2,901,664,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $3,009,073,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,124,872,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,215,785,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,351,489,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $3,387,409,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $3,405,674,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS (ON-BUDGET).—For purposes of 

the enforcement of this concurrent resolu-
tion, the amounts of the deficits (on-budget) 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: -$285,402,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: -$133,013,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: -$51,552,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: -$11,598,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $5,465,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $23,271,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $78,680,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $104,675,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $239,055,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $401,667,000,000. 
(5) DEBT SUBJECT TO LIMIT.—The appro-

priate levels of the public debt are as fol-
lows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $18,204,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $18,414,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $19,013,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $19,267,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $19,603,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $20,055,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $20,311,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $20,701,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $20,976,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $21,220,000,000. 
(6) DEBT HELD BY THE PUBLIC.—The appro-

priate levels of debt held by the public are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $13,112,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $13,206,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $13,640,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $13,716,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $13,909,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $14,255,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $14,440,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022; $14,818,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $15,074,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $15,307,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author-
ity and outlays for fiscal years 2015 through 
2024 for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $528,927,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $566,503,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $573,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $573,064,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $597,895,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $584,252,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $611,146,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $593,795,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $624,416,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $611,902,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $638,697,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $626,175,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $653,001,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $640,499,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $669,967,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $661,181,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $687,393,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $672,922,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $706,218,000,000. 

(B) Outlays, $685,796,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
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(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
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Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
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Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 

(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 
derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 

(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 
derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $368,359,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $368,359,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $408,990,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $408,990,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $465,411,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $465,411,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $525,481,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $525,481,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $568,468,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $568,468,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $606,691,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $606,691,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $626,835,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $626,835,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $643,655,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $643,655,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $656,318,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $656,318,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $660,760,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $660,760,000,000. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,846,217,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,883,682,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,795,765,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,826,890,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,785,651,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,791,295,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,788,927,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,782,388,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,840,739,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,828,703,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,917,231,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,892,007,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $1,962,061,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $1,948,451,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
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(A) New budget authority, $2,047,525,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,046,652,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,070,320,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,058,169,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,067,830,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $2,059,117,000,000. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
(21) Overseas Contingency Operations/Glob-

al War on Terrorism (970): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2020: 

(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 
derived from function 920. 

(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 
function 920. 

Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, an amount to be 

derived from function 920. 
(B) Outlays, an amount to be derived from 

function 920. 
TITLE II—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 

SEC. 201. LIMITATION ON ADVANCE APPROPRIA-
TIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the House, except as 
provided for in subsection (b), any bill or 
joint resolution, or amendment thereto or 
conference report thereon, making a general 
appropriation or continuing appropriation 
may not provide for advance appropriations. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—An advance appropriation 
may be provided for programs, projects, ac-
tivities, or accounts referred to in subsection 
(c)(1) or identified in the report to accom-
pany this concurrent resolution or the joint 
explanatory statement of managers to ac-
company this concurrent resolution under 
the heading ‘‘Accounts Identified for Ad-
vance Appropriations’’. 

(c) LIMITATIONS.—For fiscal year 2016, the 
aggregate level of advance appropriations 
shall not exceed— 

(1) $58,662,202,000 for the following pro-
grams in the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs— 

(A) Medical Services; 
(B) Medical Support and Compliance; and 
(C) Medical Facilities accounts of the Vet-

erans Health Administration; and 
(2) $28,781,000,000 in new budget authority 

for all programs identified pursuant to sub-
section (b). 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘advance appropriation’’ means any new dis-
cretionary budget authority provided in a 
bill or joint resolution, or amendment there-
to or conference report thereon, making gen-
eral appropriations or any new discretionary 
budget authority provided in a bill or joint 
resolution making continuing appropriations 
for fiscal year 2016. 
SEC. 202. CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS. 

Upon the enactment of any bill or joint 
resolution providing for a change in budg-
etary concepts or definitions, the chair of 
the Committee on the Budget may adjust 
any allocations, aggregates, and other appro-
priate levels in this concurrent resolution 
accordingly. 
SEC. 203. ADJUSTMENTS OF AGGREGATES, ALLO-

CATIONS, AND APPROPRIATE BUDG-
ETARY LEVELS. 

(a) ADJUSTMENTS OF DISCRETIONARY AND 
DIRECT SPENDING LEVELS.—If a committee 
(other than the Committee on Appropria-
tions) reports a bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, providing for a decrease in direct 
spending (budget authority and outlays flow-
ing therefrom) for any fiscal year and also 
provides for an authorization of appropria-
tions for the same purpose, upon the enact-
ment of such measure, the chair of the Com-
mittee on the Budget may decrease the allo-

cation to such committee and increase the 
allocation of discretionary spending (budget 
authority and outlays flowing therefrom) to 
the Committee on Appropriations for fiscal 
year 2015 by an amount equal to the new 
budget authority (and outlays flowing there-
from) provided for in a bill or joint resolu-
tion making appropriations for the same 
purpose. 

(b) ADJUSTMENTS TO FUND OVERSEAS CON-
TINGENCY OPERATIONS/GLOBAL WAR ON TER-
RORISM.—In order to take into account any 
new information included in the budget sub-
mission by the President for fiscal year 2015, 
the chair of the Committee on the Budget 
may adjust the allocations, aggregates, and 
other appropriate budgetary levels for Over-
seas Contingency Operations/Global War on 
Terrorism or the section 302(a) allocation to 
the Committee on Appropriations set forth 
in the report of this concurrent resolution to 
conform with section 251(c) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (as adjusted by section 251A of such 
Act). 

(c) REVISED CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE 
BASELINE.—The chair of the Committee on 
the Budget may adjust the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate budgetary 
levels to reflect changes resulting from tech-
nical and economic assumptions in the most 
recent baseline published by the Congres-
sional Budget Office. 

(d) DETERMINATIONS.—For the purpose of 
enforcing this concurrent resolution on the 
budget in the House, the allocations and ag-
gregate levels of new budget authority, out-
lays, direct spending, new entitlement au-
thority, revenues, deficits, and surpluses for 
fiscal year 2015 and the period of fiscal years 
2015 through fiscal year 2024 shall be deter-
mined on the basis of estimates made by the 
chair of the Committee on the Budget and 
such chair may adjust such applicable levels 
of this concurrent resolution. 
SEC. 204. LIMITATION ON LONG-TERM SPENDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the House, it shall not 
be in order to consider a bill or joint resolu-
tion reported by a committee (other than the 
Committee on Appropriations), or an amend-
ment thereto or a conference report thereon, 
if the provisions of such measure have the 
net effect of increasing direct spending in ex-
cess of $5,000,000,000 for any period described 
in subsection (b). 

(b) TIME PERIODS.—The applicable periods 
for purposes of this section are any of the 
four consecutive ten fiscal-year periods be-
ginning with fiscal year 2025. 
SEC. 205. BUDGETARY TREATMENT OF CERTAIN 

TRANSACTIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 

302(a)(1) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, section 13301 of the Budget Enforcement 
Act of 1990, and section 4001 of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1989, the report 
accompanying this concurrent resolution on 
the budget or the joint explanatory state-
ment accompanying the conference report on 
any concurrent resolution on the budget 
shall include in its allocation under section 
302(a) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
to the Committee on Appropriations 
amounts for the discretionary administra-
tive expenses of the Social Security Admin-
istration and the United States Postal Serv-
ice. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of apply-
ing sections 302(f) and 311 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, estimates of the 
level of total new budget authority and total 
outlays provided by a measure shall include 
any off-budget discretionary amounts. 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The chair of the Com-
mittee on the Budget may adjust the alloca-
tions, aggregates, and other appropriate lev-
els for legislation reported by the Committee 
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on Oversight and Government Reform that 
reforms the Federal retirement system, if 
such adjustments do not cause a net increase 
in the deficit for fiscal year 2015 and the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2015 through 2024. 
SEC. 206. APPLICATION AND EFFECT OF 

CHANGES IN ALLOCATIONS AND AG-
GREGATES. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Any adjustments of the 
allocations, aggregates, and other appro-
priate levels made pursuant to this concur-
rent resolution shall— 

(1) apply while that measure is under con-
sideration; 

(2) take effect upon the enactment of that 
measure; and 

(3) be published in the Congressional 
Record as soon as practicable. 

(b) EFFECT OF CHANGED ALLOCATIONS AND 
AGGREGATES.—Revised allocations and ag-
gregates resulting from these adjustments 
shall be considered for the purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 as alloca-
tions and aggregates included in this concur-
rent resolution. 

(c) BUDGET COMPLIANCE.—The consider-
ation of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, for which the chair of the Com-
mittee on the Budget makes adjustments or 
revisions in the allocations, aggregates, and 
other appropriate levels of this concurrent 
resolution shall not be subject to the points 
of order set forth in clause 10 of rule XXI of 
the Rules of the House of Representatives or 
section 504. 
SEC. 207. CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTI-

MATES. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) Costs of Federal housing loans and loan 

guarantees are treated unequally in the 
budget. The Congressional Budget Office uses 
fair-value accounting to measure the costs of 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, but determines 
the cost of other Federal loan and loan-guar-
antee programs on the basis of the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (‘‘FCRA’’). 

(2) The fair-value accounting method uses 
discount rates which incorporate the risk in-
herent to the type of liability being esti-
mated in addition to Treasury discount rates 
of the proper maturity length. In contrast, 
FCRA accounting solely uses the discount 
rates of the Treasury, failing to incorporate 
all of the risks attendant to these credit ac-
tivities. 

(3) The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that if fair-value were used to esti-
mate the cost of all new credit activity in 
2014, the deficit would be approximately $50 
billion higher than under the current meth-
odology. 

(b) FAIR VALUE ESTIMATES.—Upon the re-
quest of the chair or ranking member of the 
Committee on the Budget, any estimate pre-
pared by the Director of the Congressional 
Budget Office for a measure under the terms 
of title V of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, ‘‘credit reform’’, as a supplement to 
such estimate shall, to the extent prac-
ticable, also provide an estimate of the cur-
rent actual or estimated market values rep-
resenting the ‘‘fair value’’ of assets and li-
abilities affected by such measure. 

(c) FAIR VALUE ESTIMATES FOR HOUSING 
PROGRAMS.—Whenever the Director of the 
Congressional Budget Office prepares an esti-
mate pursuant to section 402 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 of the costs which 
would be incurred in carrying out any bill or 
joint resolution and if the Director deter-
mines that such bill or joint resolution has a 
cost related to a housing or residential mort-
gage program under the FCRA, then the Di-
rector shall also provide an estimate of the 
current actual or estimated market values 
representing the ‘‘fair value’’ of assets and 

liabilities affected by the provisions of such 
bill or joint resolution that result in such 
cost. 

(d) ENFORCEMENT.—If the Director of the 
Congressional Budget Office provides an esti-
mate pursuant to subsection (b) or (c), the 
chair of the Committee on the Budget may 
use such estimate to determine compliance 
with the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
and other budgetary enforcement controls. 
SEC. 208. TRANSFERS FROM THE GENERAL FUND 

OF THE TREASURY TO THE HIGH-
WAY TRUST FUND THAT INCREASE 
PUBLIC INDEBTEDNESS. 

For purposes of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, or the 
rules or orders of the House of Representa-
tives, a bill or joint resolution, or an amend-
ment thereto or conference report thereon, 
that transfers funds from the general fund of 
the Treasury to the Highway Trust Fund 
shall be counted as new budget authority 
and outlays equal to the amount of the 
transfer in the fiscal year the transfer oc-
curs. 
SEC. 209. SEPARATE ALLOCATION FOR OVERSEAS 

CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS/GLOB-
AL WAR ON TERRORISM. 

(a) ALLOCATION.—In the House, there shall 
be a separate allocation to the Committee on 
Appropriations for overseas contingency op-
erations/global war on terrorism. For pur-
poses of enforcing such separate allocation 
under section 302(f) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, the ‘‘first fiscal year’’ 
and the ‘‘total of fiscal years’’ shall be 
deemed to refer to fiscal year 2015. Such sep-
arate allocation shall be the exclusive allo-
cation for overseas contingency operations/ 
global war on terrorism under section 302(a) 
of such Act. Section 302(c) of such Act shall 
not apply to such separate allocation. The 
Committee on Appropriations may provide 
suballocations of such separate allocation 
under section 302(b) of such Act. Spending 
that counts toward the allocation estab-
lished by this section shall be designated 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A)(ii) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT.—In the House, for pur-
poses of subsection (a) for fiscal year 2015, no 
adjustment shall be made under section 
314(a) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 
if any adjustment would be made under sec-
tion 251(b)(2)(A)(ii) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 
SEC. 210. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS. 

The House adopts the provisions of this 
title— 

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the House of Representatives and as such 
they shall be considered as part of the rules 
of the House of Representatives, and these 
rules shall supersede other rules only to the 
extent that they are inconsistent with other 
such rules; and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of the House of Representatives 
to change those rules at any time, in the 
same manner, and to the same extent as in 
the case of any other rule of the House of 
Representatives. 

TITLE III—POLICY 
SEC. 301. POLICY STATEMENT ON HEALTH CARE 

LAW REPEAL. 
It is the policy of this resolution that the 

Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
(Public Law 111–148), and the Health Care 
and Education Reconciliation Act of 2010 
(Public Law 111–152) should be repealed. 
SEC. 302. POLICY STATEMENT ON MEANS-TESTED 

WELFARE PROGRAMS. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that: 
(1) Too many people are trapped at the bot-

tom rungs of the economic ladder, and every 

citizen should have the opportunity to rise, 
escape from poverty, and achieve their own 
potential. 

(2) In 1996, President Bill Clinton and con-
gressional Republicans enacted reforms that 
have moved families off of Federal programs 
and enabled them to provide for themselves. 

(3) According to the most recent projec-
tions, over the next 10 years we will spend 
approximately $9.7 trillion on means-tested 
welfare programs. 

(4) Today, there are approximately 92 Fed-
eral programs that provide benefits specifi-
cally to poor and low-income Americans. 

(5) Taxpayers deserve clear and trans-
parent information on how well these pro-
grams are working, and how much the Fed-
eral Government is spending on means-test-
ed welfare. 

(6) It should be the goal of welfare pro-
grams to encourage work and put people on 
a path to self-reliance. 

(b) POLICY ON MEANS-TESTED WELFARE PRO-
GRAMS.—It is the policy of this resolution 
that— 

(1) the welfare system should be reformed 
to give states flexibility to implement and 
improve safety net programs and that to be 
eligible for benefits, able bodied adults with-
out dependents should be required to work or 
be preparing for work, including enrolling in 
educational or job training programs, con-
tributing community service, or partici-
pating in a supervised job search; and 

(2) the President’s budget should disclose, 
in a clear and transparent manner, the ag-
gregate amount of Federal welfare expendi-
tures, as well as an estimate of State and 
local spending for this purpose, over the next 
ten years. 
SEC. 303. POLICY STATEMENT ON BLOCK GRANT-

ING MEDICAID. 
It is the policy of this resolution that Med-

icaid and the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program (CHIP) should be block granted to 
the States in a manner prescribed by the 
State Health Flexibility Act of 2013 (H.R. 567, 
113th Congress). 
SEC. 304. POLICY STATEMENT ON A CARBON TAX. 

It is the policy of this resolution that a 
carbon tax would be detrimental to Amer-
ican families and businesses, and is not in 
the best interest of the United States. 
SEC. 305. POLICY STATEMENT ON THE USE OF 

OFFICIAL TIME BY FEDERAL EM-
PLOYEES FOR UNION ACTIVITIES. 

It is the policy of this resolution that, as 
called for in H.R. 107, the Federal Employee 
Accountability Act of 2013, Federal employ-
ees shall not use official time to conduct 
union activities. 
SEC. 306. POLICY STATEMENT ON CREATION OF A 

COMMITTEE TO ELIMINATE DUPLI-
CATION AND WASTE. 

It is the policy of this resolution that a 
new committee, styled after the post-World 
War II ‘‘Byrd Committee’’ shall be created to 
act on GAO’s annual waste and duplication 
reports as well as Oversight and Government 
Reform Inspector General reports. 
SEC. 307. POLICY STATEMENT ON FEDERAL 

FUNDING OF ABORTION. 
It is the policy of this resolution that no 

taxpayer dollars shall go to any entity that 
provides abortion services. 
SEC. 308. POLICY STATEMENT ON READABLE 

LEGISLATION. 
It is the policy of this resolution that bills 

should be made more readable and for Mem-
bers of Congress and more accessible to the 
public as called for in H.R. 760, the Readable 
Legislation Act of 2013. 
SEC. 309. POLICY STATEMENT ON WORK RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
It is the policy of this resolution that the 

work requirements in the Temporary Assist-
ance for Needy Families block grant pro-
gram should be preserved as called for in 
H.R. 890, 113th Congress. 
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SEC. 310. POLICY STATEMENT ON ENERGY PRO-

DUCTION. 
It is the policy of this resolution that the 

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) and 
currently unavailable areas of the Outer 
Continental Shelf (OCS) should be open for 
energy exploration and production. To en-
sure States’ rights, states are given the op-
tion to withdrawal from leasing within cer-
tain areas of the OCS. Specifically, a State, 
through enactment of a State statute, may 
withdrawal from leasing from all or part of 
any area within 75 miles of that State’s 
coast. 
SEC. 311. POLICY STATEMENT ON REGULATION 

OF GREENHOUSE GASES BY THE EN-
VIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGEN-
CY. 

It is the policy of this resolution that the 
Environmental Protection Agency should be 
prohibited from promulgating any regula-
tion concerning, taking action relating to, or 
taking into consideration the emission of a 
greenhouse gas to address climate change. 
SEC. 312. POLICY STATEMENT ON REFORMING 

THE FEDERAL BUDGET PROCESS. 
It is the policy of this resolution that the 

Federal budget process should be reformed to 
promote accountability, increase trans-
parency, and make it easier to reduce spend-
ing. 
SEC. 313. POLICY STATEMENT ON ECONOMIC 

GROWTH AND PUTTING AMERICANS 
BACK TO WORK. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Although the United States economy 
technically emerged from recession nearly 
five years ago, the subsequent recovery has 
felt more like a malaise than a rebound. 
Real gross domestic product (GDP) growth 
over the past four years has averaged just 
over 2 percent, well below the 3 percent trend 
rate of growth in the United States. 

(2) The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) 
did a study in late 2012 examining why the 
United States economy was growing so slow-
ly after the recession. They found, among 
other things, that United States economic 
output was growing at less than half of the 
typical rate exhibited during other recov-
eries since World War II. CBO said that 
about two-thirds of this ‘‘growth gap’’ was 
due to a pronounced sluggishness in the 
growth of potential GDP—particularly in po-
tential employment levels (such as people 
leaving the labor force) and the growth in 
productivity (which is in turn related to 
lower capital investment). 

(3) The prolonged economic sluggishness is 
particularly troubling given the amount of 
fiscal and monetary policy actions taken in 
recent years to cushion the depth of the 
downturn and to spark higher rates of 
growth and employment. In addition to the 
large stimulus package passed in early 2009, 
many other initiatives have been taken to 
boost growth, such as the new homebuyer 
tax credit and the ‘‘cash for clunkers’’ pro-
gram. These stimulus efforts may have led to 
various short term ‘‘pops’’ in activity but 
the economy and job market has since re-
verted back to a sub-par trend. 

(4) The unemployment rate has declined in 
recent years, from a peak of nearly 10 per-
cent in 2009-2010 to 6.7 percent in the latest 
month. However, a significant chunk of this 
decline has been due to people leaving the 
labor force (and therefore no longer being 
counted as ‘‘unemployed’’) and not from a 
surge in employment. The slow decline in 
the unemployment rate in recent years has 
occurred alongside a steep decline in the 
economy’s labor force participation rate. 
The participation rate stands at 63.2 percent, 
close to the lowest level since 1978. The 
flipside of this is that over 90 million Ameri-
cans are now ‘‘on the sidelines’’ and not in 

the labor force, representing a 10 million in-
crease since early 2009. 

(5) Real median household income declined 
for the fifth consecutive year in 2012 (latest 
data available) and, at just over $51,000, is 
currently at its lowest level since 1995. Weak 
wage and income growth as a result of a sub-
par labor market not only means lower tax 
revenue coming in to the Treasury, it also 
means higher government spending on in-
come support programs. 

(6) A stronger economy is vital to lowering 
deficit levels and eventually balancing the 
budget. According to CBO, if annual real 
GDP growth is just 0.1 percentage point 
higher over the budget window, deficits 
would be reduced by $311 billion. 

(7) This budget resolution therefore em-
braces pro-growth policies, such as funda-
mental tax reform, that will help foster a 
stronger economy and more job creation. 

(8) Reining in government spending and 
lowering budget deficits has a positive long- 
term impact on the economy and the budget. 
According to CBO, a significant deficit re-
duction package (i.e. $4 trillion), would boost 
longer-term economic output by 1.7 percent. 
Their analysis concludes that deficit reduc-
tion creates long-term economic benefits be-
cause it increases the pool of national sav-
ings and boosts investment, thereby raising 
economic growth and job creation. 

(9) The greater economic output that 
stems from a large deficit reduction package 
would have a sizeable impact on the Federal 
budget. For instance, higher output would 
lead to greater revenues through the in-
crease in taxable incomes. Lower interest 
rates, and a reduction in the stock of debt, 
would lead to lower government spending on 
net interest expenses. 

(b) POLICY ON ECONOMIC GROWTH AND JOB 
CREATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of this res-
olution to promote faster economic growth 
and job creation. By putting the budget on a 
sustainable path, this resolution ends the 
debt-fueled uncertainty holding back job cre-
ators. Reforms to the tax code to put Amer-
ican businesses and workers in a better posi-
tion to compete and thrive in the 21st cen-
tury global economy. This resolution targets 
the regulatory red tape and cronyism that 
stack the deck in favor of special interests. 
All of the reforms in this resolution serve as 
means to the larger end of growing the econ-
omy and expanding opportunity for all 
Americans. 

(2) JOBS ACT.—It is the policy of this reso-
lution that to create jobs, opportunity, and 
economic growth, H.R. 4304, the 
Jumpstarting Opportunities with Bold Solu-
tions (JOBS) Act, should be enacted. This 
legislation, introduced by the Republican 
Study Committee, would unleash North 
American energy production, reform labor 
laws, reduce the regulatory burden, and in-
crease access to capital. 
SEC. 314. POLICY STATEMENT ON TAX REFORM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A world-class tax system should be sim-
ple, fair, and promote (rather than impede) 
economic growth. The United States tax 
code fails on all three counts-it is notori-
ously complex, patently unfair, and highly 
inefficient. The tax code’s complexity dis-
torts decisions to work, save, and invest, 
which leads to slower economic growth, 
lower wages, and less job creation. 

(2) Over the past decade alone, there have 
been more than 4,400 changes to the tax code, 
more than one per day. Many of the major 
changes over the years have involved carving 
out special preferences, exclusions, or deduc-
tions for various activities or groups. These 
loopholes add up to more than $1 trillion per 

year and make the code unfair, inefficient, 
and highly complex. 

(3) The large amount of tax preferences 
that pervade the code end up narrowing the 
tax base. A narrow tax base, in turn, requires 
much higher tax rates to raise a given 
amount of revenue. 

(4) It is estimated that American taxpayers 
end up spending $160 billion and roughly 6 
billion hours a year complying with the tax 
code-a waste of time and resources that 
could be used in more productive activities. 

(5) Standard economic theory shows that 
high marginal tax rates dampen the incen-
tives to work, save, and invest, which re-
duces economic output and job creation. 
Lower economic output, in turn, mutes the 
intended revenue gain from higher marginal 
tax rates. 

(6) Roughly half of United States active 
business income and half of private sector 
employment are derived from business enti-
ties (such as partnerships, S corporations, 
and sole proprietorships) that are taxed on a 
‘‘pass-through’’ basis, meaning the income 
flows through to the tax returns of the indi-
vidual owners and is taxed at the individual 
rate structure rather than at the corporate 
rate. Small businesses, in particular, tend to 
choose this form for Federal tax purposes, 
and the top Federal rate on such small busi-
ness income reaches 44.6 percent. For these 
reasons, sound economic policy requires low-
ering marginal rates on these pass-through 
entities. 

(7) The United States corporate income tax 
rate (including Federal, State, and local 
taxes) sums to just over 39 percent, the high-
est rate in the industrialized world. Tax 
rates this high suppress wages and discour-
age investment and job creation, distort 
business activity, and put American busi-
nesses at a competitive disadvantage with 
foreign competitors. 

(8) By deterring potential investment, the 
United States corporate tax restrains eco-
nomic growth and job creation. The United 
States tax rate differential with other coun-
tries also fosters a variety of complicated 
multinational corporate behaviors intended 
to avoid the tax, which have the effect of 
moving the tax base offshore, destroying 
American jobs, and decreasing corporate rev-
enue. 

(9) The ‘‘worldwide’’ structure of United 
States international taxation essentially 
taxes earnings of United States firms twice, 
putting them at a significant competitive 
disadvantage with competitors with more 
competitive international tax systems. 

(10) Reforming the United States tax code 
to a more competitive international system 
would boost the competitiveness of United 
States companies operating abroad and it 
would also greatly reduce tax avoidance. 

(11) The tax code imposes costs on Amer-
ican workers through lower wages, on con-
sumers in higher prices, and on investors in 
diminished returns. 

(12) Revenues have averaged about 17.5 per-
cent of the economy throughout modern 
American history. Revenues rise above this 
level under current law to 18.4 percent of the 
economy by the end of the 10-year budget 
window. 

(13) Attempting to raise revenue through 
tax increases to meet out-of-control spend-
ing would damage the economy. 

(14) This resolution also rejects the idea of 
instituting a carbon tax in the United 
States, which some have offered as a ‘‘new’’ 
source of revenue. Such a plan would damage 
the economy, cost jobs, and raise prices on 
American consumers. 

(15) Closing tax loopholes to fund spending 
does not constitute fundamental tax reform. 

(16) The goal of tax reform should be to 
curb or eliminate loopholes and use those 
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savings to lower tax rates across the board— 
not to fund more wasteful Government 
spending. Tax reform should be revenue-neu-
tral and should not be an excuse to raise 
taxes on the American people. Washington 
has a spending problem, not a revenue prob-
lem. 

(b) POLICY ON TAX REFORM.—It is the pol-
icy of this resolution that Congress should 
enact legislation that provides for a com-
prehensive reform of the United States tax 
code to promote economic growth, create 
American jobs, increase wages, and benefit 
American consumers, investors, and workers 
through revenue-neutral fundamental tax re-
form that provides for the following: 

(1) Aims for revenue neutrality (relative to 
the CBO baseline revenue projection) based 
on a dynamic score that takes into account 
macroeconomic effects. 

(2) Simplifies the individual rates from 
seven brackets to two, with a top rate of 25 
percent. 

(3) Simplifies the tax code by ensuring that 
fewer Americans will be required to itemize 
their deductions. 

(4) Gives equal tax treatment to individual 
and employer health care expenditures mod-
eled on the American Health Care Reform 
Act (H.R. 3121). 

(5) Eliminates the current Earned Income 
Tax Credit that is given in a yearly lump- 
sum payment and replaces it with a program 
that would allow workers to exempt a por-
tion of their payroll taxes every month. 

(6) Repeals the death tax or inheritance 
tax. 

(7) Reduces the rate of double taxation by 
lowering the top corporate rate to 25 percent 
and setting a maximum long-term capital 
gains tax rate at 15 percent. 

(8) Sets a maximum dividend tax rate at 15 
percent. 

(9) Encourages (on net) investment and en-
trepreneurial activity. 

(10) Moves to a competitive international 
system of taxation. 
SEC. 315. POLICY STATEMENT ON REPLACING 

THE PRESIDENT’S HEALTH CARE 
LAW. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The President’s health care law has 
failed to reduce health care premiums as 
promised. Health care premiums were sup-
posed to decline by $2,500. Instead, according 
to the 2013 Employer Health Benefits Survey, 
health care premiums have increased by 5 
percent for individual plans and 4 percent for 
family since 2012. Moreover, according to a 
report from the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, premiums for individual market 
plans may go up as much as 50 percent be-
cause of the law. 

(2) The President pledged that Americans 
would be able to keep their health care plan 
if they liked it. But the non-partisan Con-
gressional Budget Office now estimates 2 
million Americans with employment-based 
health coverage will lose those plans. 

(3) Then-Speaker of the House, Nancy 
Pelosi, said that the President’s health care 
law would create 4 million jobs over the life 
of the law and almost 400,000 jobs imme-
diately. Instead, the Congressional Budget 
Office estimates that the law will reduce 
full-time equivalent employment by about 
2.0 million hours in 2017 and 2.5 million hours 
in 2024, ‘‘compared with what would have oc-
curred in the absence of the ACA.’’. 

(4) The implementation of the law has been 
a failure. The main website that Americans 
were supposed to use in purchasing new cov-
erage was broken for over a month. Since the 
President’s health care law was signed into 
law, the Administration has announced 23 
delays. The President has also failed to sub-
mit any nominees to sit on the Independent 

Payment Advisory Board, a panel of bureau-
crats that will cut Medicare by an additional 
$12.1 billion over the next ten years, accord-
ing to the President’s own budget. 

(5) The President’s health care law should 
be repealed and replaced with reforms that 
make affordable and quality health care cov-
erage available to all Americans. 

(b) POLICY ON REPLACING THE PRESIDENT’S 
HEALTH CARE LAW.—It is the policy of this 
resolution that the President’s health care 
law must not only be repealed, but also re-
placed by enacting H.R. 3121, the American 
Health Care Reform Act. 
SEC. 316. POLICY STATEMENT ON MEDICARE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) More than 50 million Americans depend 
on Medicare for their health security. 

(2) The Medicare Trustees Report has re-
peatedly recommended that Medicare’s long- 
term financial challenges be addressed soon. 
Each year without reform, the financial con-
dition of Medicare becomes more precarious 
and the threat to those in or near retirement 
becomes more pronounced. According to the 
Congressional Budget Office— 

(A) the Hospital Insurance Trust Fund will 
be exhausted in 2026 and unable to pay sched-
uled benefits; and 

(B) Medicare spending is growing faster 
than the economy and Medicare outlays are 
currently rising at a rate of 6 percent per 
year over the next ten years, and according 
to the Congressional Budget Office’s 2013 
Long-Term Budget Outlook, spending on 
Medicare is projected to reach 5 percent of 
gross domestic product (GDP) by 2040 and 9.4 
percent of GDP by 2088. 

(3) The President’s health care law created 
a new Federal agency called the Independent 
Payment Advisory Board (IPAB) empowered 
with unilateral authority to cut Medicare 
spending. As a result of that law— 

(A) IPAB will be tasked with keeping the 
Medicare per capita growth below a Medicare 
per capita target growth rate. Prior to 2018, 
the target growth rate is based on the five- 
year average of overall inflation and medical 
inflation. Beginning in 2018, the target 
growth rate will be the five-year average in-
crease in the nominal GDP plus one percent-
age point, which the President has twice pro-
posed to reduce to GDP plus one-half per-
centage point; 

(B) the fifteen unelected, unaccountable 
bureaucrats of IPAB will make decisions 
that will reduce seniors access to care; 

(C) the nonpartisan Office of the Medicare 
Chief Actuary estimates that the provider 
cuts already contained in the Affordable 
Care Act will force 15 percent of hospitals, 
skilled nursing facilities, and home health 
agencies to become unprofitable in 2019; and 

(D) additional cuts from the IPAB board 
will force even more health care providers to 
close their doors, and the Board should be re-
pealed. 

(4) Failing to address this problem will 
leave millions of American seniors without 
adequate health security and younger gen-
erations burdened with enormous debt to pay 
for spending levels that cannot be sustained. 

(b) POLICY ON MEDICARE REFORM.—It is the 
policy of this resolution to protect those in 
or near retirement from any disruptions to 
their Medicare benefits and offer future 
beneficiaries the same health care options 
available to Members of Congress. 

(c) ASSUMPTIONS.—This resolution assumes 
reform of the Medicare program such that: 

(1) Current Medicare benefits are preserved 
for those in or near retirement. 

(2) For future generations, when they 
reach eligibility, Medicare is reformed to 
provide a premium support payment and a 
selection of guaranteed health coverage op-

tions from which recipients can choose a 
plan that best suits their needs. 

(3) Medicare will maintain traditional fee- 
for-service as an option. 

(4) Medicare will provide additional assist-
ance for lower-income beneficiaries and 
those with greater health risks. 

(5) Medicare spending is put on a sustain-
able path and the Medicare program becomes 
solvent over the long-term. 
SEC. 317. POLICY STATEMENT ON SOCIAL SECU-

RITY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) More than 55 million retirees, individ-
uals with disabilities, and survivors depend 
on Social Security. Since enactment, Social 
Security has served as a vital leg on the 
‘‘three-legged stool’’ of retirement security, 
which includes employer provided pensions 
as well as personal savings. 

(2) The Social Security Trustees Report 
has repeatedly recommended that Social Se-
curity’s long-term financial challenges be 
addressed soon. Each year without reform, 
the financial condition of Social Security be-
comes more precarious and the threat to sen-
iors and those receiving Social Security dis-
ability benefits becomes more pronounced: 

(A) In 2016, the Disability Insurance Trust 
Fund will be exhausted and program reve-
nues will be unable to pay scheduled bene-
fits. 

(B) In 2033, the combined Old-Age and Sur-
vivors and Disability Trust Funds will be ex-
hausted, and program revenues will be un-
able to pay scheduled benefits. 

(C) With the exhaustion of the Trust Funds 
in 2033, benefits will be cut nearly 25 percent 
across the board, devastating those cur-
rently in or near retirement and those who 
rely on Social Security the most. 

(3) The recession and continued low eco-
nomic growth have exacerbated the looming 
fiscal crisis facing Social Security. The most 
recent CBO projections find that Social Se-
curity will run cash deficits of $1.7 trillion 
over the next 10 years. 

(4) Lower-income Americans rely on Social 
Security for a larger proportion of their re-
tirement income. Therefore, reforms should 
take into consideration the need to protect 
lower-income Americans’ retirement secu-
rity. 

(5) The Disability Insurance program pro-
vides an essential income safety net for 
those with disabilities and their families. 
According to the Congressional Budget Of-
fice (CBO), between 1970 and 2012, the number 
of people receiving disability benefits (both 
disabled workers and their dependent family 
members) has increased by over 300 percent 
from 2.7 million to over 10.9 million. This in-
crease is not due strictly to population 
growth or decreases in health. David Autor 
and Mark Duggan have found that the in-
crease in individuals on disability does not 
reflect a decrease in self-reported health. 
CBO attributes program growth to changes 
in demographics, changes in the composition 
of the labor force and compensation, as well 
as Federal policies. 

(6) If this program is not reformed, fami-
lies who rely on the lifeline that disability 
benefits provide will face benefit cuts of up 
to 25 percent in 2016, devastating individuals 
who need assistance the most. 

(7) In the past, Social Security has been re-
formed on a bipartisan basis, most notably 
by the ‘‘Greenspan Commission’’ which 
helped to address Social Security shortfalls 
for over a generation. 

(8) Americans deserve action by the Presi-
dent, the House, and the Senate to preserve 
and strengthen Social Security. It is critical 
that bipartisan action be taken to address 
the looming insolvency of Social Security. 
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In this spirit, this resolution creates a bipar-
tisan opportunity to find solutions by requir-
ing policymakers to ensure that Social Secu-
rity remains a critical part of the safety net. 

(b) POLICY ON SOCIAL SECURITY.—It is the 
policy of this resolution that Congress 
should work on a bipartisan basis to make 
Social Security sustainably solvent. This 
resolution assumes these reforms will in-
clude the following: 

(1) Adoption of a more accurate measure 
for calculating cost of living adjustments. 

(2) Adoption of adjustments to the full re-
tirement age to reflect longevity. 

(c) POLICY ON DISABILITY INSURANCE.—It is 
the policy of this resolution that Congress 
and the President should enact legislation on 
a bipartisan basis to reform the Disability 
Insurance program prior to its insolvency in 
2016 and should not raid the Social Security 
retirement system without reforms to the 
Disability Insurance system. This resolu-
tions assumes that reforms to the Disability 
Insurance program will include— 

(1) encouraging work; 
(2) updates of the eligibility rules; 
(3) reducing fraud and abuse; and 
(4) enactment of H.R. 1502, the Social Secu-

rity Disability Insurance and Unemployment 
Benefits Double Dip Elimination Act, to pro-
hibit individuals from drawing benefits from 
both programs at the same time. 

SEC. 318. POLICY STATEMENT ON HIGHER EDU-
CATION AND WORKFORCE DEVELOP-
MENT OPPORTUNITY. 

(a) FINDINGS ON HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
House finds the following: 

(1) A well-educated workforce is critical to 
economic, job, and wage growth. 

(2) 19.5 million students are enrolled in 
American colleges and universities. 

(3) Over the last decade, tuition and fees 
have been growing at an unsustainable rate. 
Between the 2002-2003 Academic Year and the 
2012-2013 Academic Year— 

(A) published tuition and fees for in-State 
students at public four-year colleges and uni-
versities increased at an average rate of 5.2 
percent per year beyond the rate of general 
inflation; 

(B) published tuition and fees for in-State 
students at public two-year colleges and uni-
versities increased at an average rate of 3.9 
percent per year beyond the rate of general 
inflation; and 

(C) published tuition and fees for in-State 
students at private four-year colleges and 
universities increased at an average rate of 
2.4 percent per year beyond the rate of gen-
eral inflation. 

(4) Over that same period, Federal finan-
cial aid has increased 105 percent. 

(5) This spending has failed to make col-
lege more affordable. 

(6) In his 2012 State of the Union Address, 
President Obama noted that, ‘‘We can’t just 
keep subsidizing skyrocketing tuition; we’ll 
run out of money.’’. 

(7) American students are chasing ever-in-
creasing tuition with ever-increasing debt. 
According to the Federal Reserve Bank of 
New York, student debt more than quad-
rupled between 2003 and 2013, and now stands 
at nearly $1.1 trillion. Student debt now has 
the second largest balance after mortgage 
debt. 

(8) Students are carrying large debt loads 
and too many fail to complete college or end 
up defaulting on these loans due to their 
debt burden and a weak economy and job 
market. 

(9) Based on estimates from the Congres-
sional Budget Office, the Pell Grant Program 
will face a fiscal shortfall beginning in fiscal 
year 2016 and continuing in each subsequent 
year in the current budget window. 

(10) Failing to address these problems will 
jeopardize access and affordability to higher 
education for America’s young people. 

(b) POLICY ON HIGHER EDUCATION AFFORD-
ABILITY.—It is the policy of this resolution to 
address the root drivers of tuition inflation, 
by— 

(1) targeting Federal financial aid to those 
most in need; 

(2) streamlining programs that provide aid 
to make them more effective; 

(3) maintaining the maximum Pell grant 
award level at $5,730 in each year of the 
budget window; and 

(4) removing regulatory barriers in higher 
education that act to restrict flexibility and 
innovative teaching, particularly as it re-
lates to non-traditional models such as on-
line coursework and competency-based 
learning. 

(c) FINDINGS ON WORKFORCE DEVELOP-
MENT.—The House finds the following: 

(1) Over ten million Americans are cur-
rently unemployed. 

(2) Despite billions of dollars in spending, 
those looking for work are stymied by a bro-
ken workforce development system that fails 
to connect workers with assistance and em-
ployers with trained personnel. 

(4) According to a 2011 Government Ac-
countability Office (GAO) report, in fiscal 
year 2009, the Federal Government spent $18 
billion across 9 agencies to administer 47 
Federal job training programs, almost all of 
which overlapped with another program in 
terms of offered services and targeted popu-
lation. 

(5) Since the release of that GAO report, 
the Education and Workforce Committee, 
which has done extensive work in this area, 
has identified more than 50 programs. 

(3) Without changes, this flawed system 
will continue to fail those looking for work 
or to improve their skills, and jeopardize 
economic growth. 

(d) POLICY ON WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT.— 
It is the policy of this resolution to address 
the failings in the current workforce devel-
opment system, by— 

(1) streamlining and consolidating Federal 
job training programs as advanced by the 
House-passed Supporting Knowledge and In-
vesting in Lifelong Skills Act (SKILLS Act); 
and 

(2) empowering states with the flexibility 
to tailor funding and programs to the spe-
cific needs of their workforce, including the 
development of career scholarships. 
SEC. 319. POLICY STATEMENT ON DEFICIT RE-

DUCTION THROUGH THE CANCELLA-
TION OF UNOBLIGATED BALANCES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) According to the most recent estimate 
from the Office of Management and Budget, 
Federal agencies were expected to hold $739 
billion in unobligated balances at the close 
of fiscal year 2014. 

(2) These funds represent direct and discre-
tionary spending made available by Congress 
that remains available for expenditure be-
yond the fiscal year for which they are pro-
vided. 

(3) In some cases, agencies are granted 
funding and it remains available for obliga-
tion indefinitely. 

(4) The Congressional Budget and Impound-
ment Control Act of 1974 requires the Office 
of Management and Budget to make funds 
available to agencies for obligation and pro-
hibits the Administration from withholding 
or cancelling unobligated funds unless ap-
proved by an act of Congress. 

(5) Greater congressional oversight is re-
quired to review and identify potential sav-
ings from unneeded balances of funds. 

(b) POLICY ON DEFICIT REDUCTION THROUGH 
THE CANCELLATION OF UNOBLIGATED BAL-

ANCES.—Congressional committees shall 
through their oversight activities identify 
and achieve savings through the cancellation 
or rescission of unobligated balances that 
neither abrogate contractual obligations of 
the Government nor reduce or disrupt Fed-
eral commitments under programs such as 
Social Security, veterans’ affairs, national 
security, and Treasury authority to finance 
the national debt. 

(c) DEFICIT REDUCTION.—Congress, with the 
assistance of the Government Accountability 
Office, the Inspectors General, and other ap-
propriate agencies should continue to make 
it a high priority to review unobligated bal-
ances and identify savings for deficit reduc-
tion. 
SEC. 320. POLICY STATEMENT ON RESPONSIBLE 

STEWARDSHIP OF TAXPAYER DOL-
LARS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The budget for the House of Representa-
tives is $188 million less than it was when 
Republicans became the majority in 2011. 

(2) The House of Representatives has 
achieved significant savings by consolidating 
operations and renegotiating contracts. 

(b) POLICY ON RESPONSIBLE STEWARDSHIP 
OF TAXPAYER DOLLARS.—It is the policy of 
this resolution that: 

(1) The House of Representatives must be a 
model for the responsible stewardship of tax-
payer resources and therefore must identify 
any savings that can be achieved through 
greater productivity and efficiency gains in 
the operation and maintenance of House 
services and resources like printing, con-
ferences, utilities, telecommunications, fur-
niture, grounds maintenance, postage, and 
rent. This should include a review of policies 
and procedures for acquisition of goods and 
services to eliminate any unnecessary spend-
ing. The Committee on House Administra-
tion should review the policies pertaining to 
the services provided to Members and com-
mittees of the House, and should identify 
ways to reduce any subsidies paid for the op-
eration of the House gym, barber shop, salon, 
and the House dining room. 

(2) No taxpayer funds may be used to pur-
chase first class airfare or to lease corporate 
jets for Members of Congress. 

(3) Retirement benefits for Members of 
Congress should not include free, taxpayer- 
funded health care for life. 
SEC. 321. POLICY STATEMENT ON DEFICIT RE-

DUCTION THROUGH THE REDUC-
TION OF UNNECESSARY AND WASTE-
FUL SPENDING. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The Government Accountability Office 
(‘‘GAO’’) is required by law to identify exam-
ples of waste, duplication, and overlap in 
Federal programs, and has so identified doz-
ens of such examples. 

(2) In testimony before the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, the 
Comptroller General has stated that address-
ing the identified waste, duplication, and 
overlap in Federal programs ‘‘could poten-
tially save tens of billions of dollars.’’ 

(3) In 2011, 2012, and 2013 the Government 
Accountability Office issued reports showing 
excessive duplication and redundancy in 
Federal programs including— 

(A) 209 Science, Technology, Engineering, 
and Mathematics education programs in 13 
different Federal agencies at a cost of $3 bil-
lion annually; 

(B) 200 separate Department of Justice 
crime prevention and victim services grant 
programs with an annual cost of $3.9 billion 
in 2010; 

(C) 20 different Federal entities administer 
160 housing programs and other forms of 
Federal assistance for housing with a total 
cost of $170 billion in 2010; 
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(D) 17 separate Homeland Security pre-

paredness grant programs that spent $37 bil-
lion between fiscal year 2011 and 2012; 

(E) 14 grant and loan programs, and 3 tax 
benefits to reduce diesel emissions; 

(F) 94 different initiatives run by 11 dif-
ferent agencies to encourage ‘‘green build-
ing’’ in the private sector; and 

(G) 23 agencies implemented approxi-
mately 670 renewable energy initiatives in 
fiscal year 2010 at a cost of nearly $15 billion. 

(4) The Federal Government spends about 
$80 billion each year for approximately 800 
information technology investments. GAO 
has identified broad acquisition failures, 
waste, and unnecessary duplication in the 
Government’s information technology infra-
structure. Experts have estimated that 
eliminating these problems could save 25 
percent-or $20 billion-of the Government’s 
annual information technology budget. 

(5) GAO has identified strategic sourcing as 
a potential source of spending reductions. In 
2011 GAO estimated that saving 10 percent of 
the total or all Federal procurement could 
generate over $50 billion in savings annually. 

(6) Federal agencies reported an estimated 
$108 billion in improper payments in fiscal 
year 2012. 

(7) Under clause 2 of Rule XI of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, each stand-
ing committee must hold at least one hear-
ing during each 120 day period following its 
establishment on waste, fraud, abuse, or mis-
management in Government programs. 

(8) According to the Congressional Budget 
Office, by fiscal year 2015, 32 laws will expire, 
possibly resulting in $693 billion in unauthor-
ized appropriations. Timely reauthorizations 
of these laws would ensure assessments of 
program justification and effectiveness. 

(9) The findings resulting from congres-
sional oversight of Federal Government pro-
grams should result in programmatic 
changes in both authorizing statutes and 
program funding levels. 

(b) POLICY ON DEFICIT REDUCTION THROUGH 
THE REDUCTION OF UNNECESSARY AND WASTE-
FUL SPENDING.—Each authorizing committee 
annually shall include in its Views and Esti-
mates letter required under section 301(d) of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 rec-
ommendations to the Committee on the 
Budget of programs within the jurisdiction 
of such committee whose funding should be 
reduced or eliminated. 
SEC. 322. POLICY STATEMENT ON UNAUTHOR-

IZED SPENDING. 
It is the policy of this resolution that the 

committees of jurisdiction should review all 
unauthorized programs funded through an-
nual appropriations to determine if the pro-
grams are operating efficiently and effec-
tively. Committees should reauthorize those 
programs that in the committees’ judgment 
should continue to receive funding. 
SEC. 323. POLICY STATEMENT ON FEDERAL REG-

ULATORY POLICY. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) Excessive regulation at the Federal 

level has hurt job creation and dampened the 
economy, slowing our recovery from the eco-
nomic recession. 

(2) In the first two months of 2014 alone, 
the Administration issued 13,166 pages of reg-
ulations imposing more than $13 billion in 
compliance costs on job creators and adding 
more than 16 million hours of compliance pa-
perwork. 

(3) The Small Business Administration es-
timates that the total cost of regulations is 
as high as $1.75 trillion per year. Since 2009, 
the White House has generated over $494 bil-
lion in regulatory activity, with an addi-
tional $87.6 billion in regulatory costs cur-
rently pending. 

(4) The Dodd-Frank financial services leg-
islation (Public Law 111–203) resulted in 
more than $17 billion in compliance costs 
and saddled job creators with more than 58 
million hours of compliance paperwork. 

(5) Implementation of the Affordable Care 
Act to date has added 132.9 million annual 
hours of compliance paperwork, imposing 
$24.3 billion of compliance costs on the pri-
vate sector and an $8 billion cost burden on 
the states. 

(6) The highest regulatory costs come from 
rules issued by the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA); these regulations are pri-
marily targeted at the coal industry. In Sep-
tember 2013, the EPA proposed a rule regu-
lating greenhouse gas emissions from new 
coal-fired power plants. The proposed stand-
ards are unachievable with current commer-
cially available technology, resulting in a 
de-facto ban on new coal-fired power plants. 
Additional regulations for existing coal 
plants are expected in the summer of 2014. 

(7) Coal-fired power plants provide roughly 
forty percent of the United States electricity 
at a low cost. Unfairly targeting the coal in-
dustry with costly and unachievable regula-
tions will increase energy prices, dispropor-
tionately disadvantaging energy-intensive 
industries like manufacturing and construc-
tion, and will make life more difficult for 
millions of low-income and middle class fam-
ilies already struggling to pay their bills. 

(8) Three hundred and thirty coal units are 
being retired or converted as a result of EPA 
regulations. Combined with the de-facto pro-
hibition on new plants, these retirements 
and conversions may further increase the 
cost of electricity. 

(9) A recent study by Purdue University es-
timates that electricity prices in Indiana 
will rise 32 percent by 2023, due in part to 
EPA regulations. 

(10) The Heritage Foundation recently 
found that a phase out of coal would cost 
600,000 jobs by the end of 2023, resulting in an 
aggregate gross domestic product decrease of 
$2.23 trillion over the entire period and re-
ducing the income of a family of four by 
$1,200 per year. Of these jobs, 330,000 will 
come from the manufacturing sector, with 
California, Texas, Ohio, Illinois, Pennsyl-
vania, Michigan, New York, Indiana, North 
Carolina, Wisconsin, and Georgia seeing the 
highest job losses. 

(b) POLICY ON FEDERAL REGULATION.—It is 
the policy of this resolution that Congress 
should, in consultation with the public bur-
dened by excessive regulation, enact legisla-
tion that— 

(1) seeks to promote economic growth and 
job creation by eliminating unnecessary red 
tape and streamlining and simplifying Fed-
eral regulations; 

(2) pursues a cost-effective approach to 
regulation, without sacrificing environ-
mental, health, safety benefits or other bene-
fits, rejecting the premise that economic 
growth and environmental protection create 
an either/or proposition; 

(3) ensures that regulations do not dis-
proportionately disadvantage low-income 
Americans through a more rigorous cost- 
benefit analysis, which also considers who 
will be most affected by regulations and 
whether the harm caused is outweighed by 
the potential harm prevented; 

(4) ensures that regulations are subject to 
an open and transparent process, rely on 
sound and publicly available scientific data, 
and that the data relied upon for any par-
ticular regulation is provided to Congress 
immediately upon request; 

(5) frees the many commonsense energy 
and water projects currently trapped in com-
plicated bureaucratic approval processes; 

(6) maintains the benefits of landmark en-
vironmental, health safety, and other stat-

utes while scaling back this administration’s 
heavy-handed approach to regulation, which 
has added $494 billion in mostly ideological 
regulatory activity since 2009, much of which 
flies in the face of these statutes’ intended 
purposes; and 

(7) seeks to promote a limited government, 
which will unshackle our economy and cre-
ate millions of new jobs, providing our Na-
tion with a strong and prosperous future and 
expanding opportunities for the generations 
to come. 
SEC. 324. POLICY STATEMENT ON TRADE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Opening foreign markets to American 
exports is vital to the United States econ-
omy and beneficial to American workers and 
consumers. The Commerce Department esti-
mates that every $1 billion of United States 
exports supports more than 5,000 jobs here at 
home. 

(2) A modern and competitive inter-
national tax system would facilitate global 
commerce for United States multinational 
companies and would encourage foreign busi-
ness investment and job creation in the 
United States 

(3) The United States currently has an an-
tiquated system of international taxation 
whereby United States multinationals oper-
ating abroad pay both the foreign-country 
tax and United States corporate taxes. They 
are essentially taxed twice. This puts them 
at an obvious competitive disadvantage. 

(4) The ability to defer United States taxes 
on their foreign operations, which some erro-
neously refer to as a ‘‘tax loophole,’’ cush-
ions this disadvantage to a certain extent. 
Eliminating or restricting this provision 
(and others like it) would harm United 
States competitiveness. 

(5) This budget resolution advocates funda-
mental tax reform that would lower the 
United States corporate rate, now the high-
est in the industrialized world, and switch to 
a more competitive system of international 
taxation. This would make the United States 
a much more attractive place to invest and 
station business activity and would chip 
away at the incentives for United States 
companies to keep their profits overseas (be-
cause the United States corporate rate is so 
high). 

(6) The status quo of the current tax code 
undermines the competitiveness of United 
States businesses and costs the United 
States economy investment and jobs. 

(7) Global trade and commerce is not a 
zero-sum game. The idea that global expan-
sion tends to ‘‘hollow out’’ United States op-
erations is incorrect. Foreign-affiliate activ-
ity tends to complement, not substitute for, 
key parent activities in the United States 
such as employment, worker compensation, 
and capital investment. When United States 
headquartered multinationals invest and ex-
pand operations abroad it often leads to 
more jobs and economic growth at home. 

(8) American businesses and workers have 
shown that, on a level playing field, they can 
excel and surpass the international competi-
tion. 

(b) POLICY ON TRADE.—It is the policy of 
this resolution to pursue international trade, 
global commerce, and a modern and competi-
tive United States international tax system 
in order to promote job creation in the 
United States. 
SEC. 325. NO BUDGET, NO PAY. 

It is the policy of this resolution that Con-
gress should agree to a concurrent resolution 
on the budget every year pursuant to section 
301 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 
If by April 15, a House of Congress has not 
agreed to a concurrent resolution on the 
budget, the payroll administrator of that 
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House should carry out this policy in the 
same manner as the provisions of Public Law 
113-3, the No Budget, No Pay Act of 2013, and 
place in an escrow account all compensation 
otherwise required to be made for Members 
of that House of Congress. Withheld com-
pensation should be released to Members of 
that House of Congress the earlier of the day 
on which that House of Congress agrees to a 
concurrent resolution on the budget, pursu-
ant to section 301 of the Congressional Budg-
et Act of 1974, or the last day of that Con-
gress. 
SEC. 326. POLICY STATEMENT ON REFORM OF 

THE SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) SNAP.—It is the policy of the resolu-
tion that the Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program be reformed so that: 

(1) Nutrition assistance funds should be 
distributed to the states as a block grant 
with funding subject to the annual discre-
tionary appropriations process. 

(2) Funds from the grant must be used by 
the states to establish and maintain a work 
activation program for able-bodied adults 
without dependents. 

(3) It is the goal of this proposal to move 
those in need off of the assistance rolls and 
back into the workforce and towards self-suf-
ficiency. 

(4) In the House, the chair of the Com-
mittee on the Budget is permitted to revise 
allocations, aggregates, and other appro-
priate levels, including discretionary limits, 
accordingly. 

(b) ASSUMPTIONS.—This resolution assumes 
that, pending the enactment of reforms de-
scribed in (a), the conversion of the Supple-
mental Nutrition Assistance Program into a 
flexible State allotment tailored to meet 
each State’s needs. Additionally, it assumes 
that more stringent work requirements and 
time limits apply under the program. 
SEC. 327. POLICY STATEMENT ON TRANSPOR-

TATION REFORM. 
It is the policy of this resolution that 

State and local officials are in a much better 
position to understand the needs of local 
commuters, not bureaucrats in Washington. 
Federal funding for transportation should be 
phased down and limited to core Federal du-
ties, including the interstate highway sys-
tem, transportation infrastructure on Fed-
eral land, responding to emergencies, and re-
search. As the level of Federal responsibility 
for transportation is reduced, Congress 
should also concurrently reduce the Federal 
gas tax. 

TITLE IV—RESERVE FUNDS 
SEC. 401. RESERVE FUND FOR THE REPEAL OF 

THE 2010 HEALTH CARE LAWS. 
In the House, the chair of the Committee 

on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that only consists of a full repeal 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act and the health care-related provisions of 
the Health Care and Education Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010. 
SEC. 402. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

THE REPLACEMENT OF 
OBAMACARE. 

In the House, the chair of the Committee 
on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that reforms or replaces the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act or the 
Health Care and Education Reconciliation 
Act of 2010, if such measure would not in-
crease the deficit for the period of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2024. 

SEC. 403. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND RE-
LATED TO THE MEDICARE PROVI-
SIONS OF THE 2010 HEALTH CARE 
LAWS. 

In the House, the chair of the Committee 
on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that repeals all or part of the de-
creases in Medicare spending included in the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
or the Health Care and Education Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010, if such measure would not 
increase the deficit for the period of fiscal 
years 2015 through 2024. 
SEC. 404. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

THE SUSTAINABLE GROWTH RATE 
OF THE MEDICARE PROGRAM. 

In the House, the chair of the Committee 
on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that includes provisions amending 
or superseding the system for updating pay-
ments under section 1848 of the Social Secu-
rity Act, if such measure would not increase 
the deficit for the period of fiscal years 2015 
through 2024. 
SEC. 405. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

REFORMING THE TAX CODE. 
In the House, if the Committee on Ways 

and Means reports a bill or joint resolution 
that reforms the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, the chair of the Committee on the 
Budget may revise the allocations, aggre-
gates, and other appropriate levels in this 
concurrent resolution for the budgetary ef-
fects of any such bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, if such measure would not increase 
the deficit for the period of fiscal years 2015 
through 2024 when the macroeconomic ef-
fects of such reforms are taken into account. 
SEC. 406. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

TRADE AGREEMENTS. 
In the House, the chair of the Committee 

on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution re-
ported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, or amendment thereto or conference 
report thereon, that implements a trade 
agreement, but only if such measure would 
not increase the deficit for the period of fis-
cal years 2015 through 2024. 
SEC. 407. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

REVENUE MEASURES. 
In the House, the chair of the Committee 

on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution re-
ported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, or amendment thereto or conference 
report thereon, that decreases revenue, but 
only if such measure would not increase the 
deficit for the period of fiscal years 2015 
through 2024. 
SEC. 408. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

RURAL COUNTIES AND SCHOOLS. 
In the House, the chair of the Committee 

on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels and 
limits in this resolution for the budgetary ef-
fects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that makes changes to or provides 
for the reauthorization of the Secure Rural 
Schools and Community Self Determination 
Act of 2000 (Public Law 106–393) by the 
amounts provided by that legislation for 
those purposes, if such legislation requires 
sustained yield timber harvests obviating 

the need for funding under Public Law 106– 
393 in the future and would not increase the 
deficit or direct spending for the period of 
fiscal years 2015 through 2019, or the period 
of fiscal years 2015 through 2024. 
SEC. 409. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

TRANSPORTATION REFORM. 
In the House, the chair of the Committee 

on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this resolution for any bill or joint resolu-
tion, or amendment thereto or conference re-
port thereon, if such measure reforms the 
Federal transportation funding system, but 
only if such measure would not increase the 
deficit over the period of fiscal years 2015 
through 2024. 
SEC. 410. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND TO 

REDUCE POVERTY AND INCREASE 
OPPORTUNITY AND UPWARD MOBIL-
ITY. 

In the House, the chair of the Committee 
on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this resolution for any bill or joint resolu-
tion, or amendment thereto or conference re-
port thereon, if such measure reforms poli-
cies and programs to reduce poverty and in-
crease opportunity and upward mobility, but 
only if such measure would neither adversely 
impact job creation nor increase the deficit 
over the period of fiscal years 2015 through 
2024. 
SEC. 411. IMPLEMENTATION OF A DEFICIT AND 

LONG-TERM DEBT REDUCTION 
AGREEMENT. 

In the House, the chair of the Committee 
on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution to accommodate 
the enactment of a deficit and long-term 
debt reduction agreement if it includes per-
manent spending reductions and reforms to 
direct spending programs. 
SEC. 412. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE ACCOUNT 

FOR REFORMING SNAP. 
In the House, the chair of the Committee 

on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that reforms the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program (SNAP). 
SEC. 413. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

SOCIAL SECURITY DISABILITY IN-
SURANCE REFORM. 

In the House, the chair of the Committee 
on the Budget may revise the allocations, 
aggregates, and other appropriate levels in 
this concurrent resolution for the budgetary 
effects of any bill or joint resolution, or 
amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that reforms the Social Security 
Disability Insurance program under title II 
of the Social Security Act. 

TITLE V—EARMARK MORATORIUM 
SEC. 501. EARMARK MORATORIUM. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—It shall not be in 
order in the House of Representatives to con-
sider— 

(1) a bill or joint resolution reported by 
any committee, or any amendment thereto 
or conference report thereon, that includes a 
congressional earmark, limited tax benefit, 
or limited tariff benefit; or 

(2) a bill or joint resolution not reported by 
any committee, or any amendment thereto 
or conference report thereon, that includes a 
congressional earmark, limited tax benefit, 
or limited tariff benefit. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
resolution, the terms ‘‘congressional ear-
mark’’, ‘‘limited tax benefit’’, and ‘‘limited 
tariff benefit’’ have the meaning given those 
terms in clause 9 of rule XXI of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives. 
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(c) INAPPLICABILITY.—This resolution shall 

not apply to any authorization of appropria-
tions to a Federal entity if such authoriza-
tion is not specifically targeted to a State, 
locality, or congressional district. 
SEC. 502. LIMITATION OF AUTHORITY OF THE 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON RULES. 
The Committee on Rules of the House of 

Representatives may not report a rule or 
order that would waive the point of order set 
forth in section 501(a). 

TITLE VI—ESTIMATES OF DIRECT 
SPENDING 

SEC. 601. DIRECT SPENDING. 
(a) MEANS-TESTED DIRECT SPENDING.— 
(1) For means-tested direct spending, the 

average rate of growth in the total level of 
outlays during the 10-year period preceding 
fiscal year 2015 is 6.8 percent. 

(2) For means-tested direct spending, the 
estimated average rate of growth in the total 
level of outlays during the 10-year period be-
ginning with fiscal year 2015 is 5.4 percent 
under current law. 

(3) The following reforms are proposed in 
this concurrent resolution for means-tested 
direct spending: 

(A) In 1996, a Republican Congress and a 
Democratic president reformed welfare by 
limiting the duration of benefits, giving 
States more control over the program, and 
helping recipients find work. In the five 
years following passage, child-poverty rates 
fell, welfare caseloads fell, and workers’ 
wages increased. This resolution applies the 
lessons of welfare reform to both the Supple-
mental Nutrition Assistance Program and 
Medicaid. 

(B) For Medicaid, this resolution rec-
ommends conversion from direct spending to 
a discretionary program subject to appro-
priation. Pending this reform, this resolu-
tion assumes the conversion of the Federal 
share of Medicaid spending into a flexible 
State allotment tailored to meet each 
State’s needs. Such a reform would end the 
misguided one-size-fits-all approach that has 
tied the hands of State governments. In-
stead, each State would have the freedom 
and flexibility to tailor a Medicaid program 
that fits the needs of its unique population. 
Moreover, this resolution assumes the repeal 
of the Medicaid expansions in the President’s 
health care law, relieving State governments 
of its crippling one-size-fits-all enrollment 
mandates. 

(C) For the Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program, recommends conversion from 
direct spending to a discretionary program 
subject to appropriation. Pending this re-
form, this resolution assumes the conversion 
of the program into a flexible State allot-
ment tailored to meet each State’s needs. 
The allotment would increase based on the 
Department of Agriculture Thrifty Food 
Plan index and beneficiary growth. Such a 
reform would provide incentives for States 
to ensure dollars will go towards those who 
need them most. Additionally, it requires 
that more stringent work requirements and 
time limits apply under the program. 

(b) NONMEANS-TESTED DIRECT SPENDING.— 
(1) For nonmeans-tested direct spending, 

the average rate of growth in the total level 
of outlays during the 10-year period pre-
ceding fiscal year 2015 is 5.7 percent. 

(2) For nonmeans-tested direct spending, 
the estimated average rate of growth in the 
total level of outlays during the 10-year pe-
riod beginning with fiscal year 2015 is 5.4 per-
cent under current law. 

(3) The following reforms are proposed in 
this concurrent resolution for nonmeans- 
tested direct spending: 

(A) For Medicare, this resolution advances 
policies to put seniors, not the Federal Gov-
ernment, in control of their health care deci-

sions. Those in or near retirement will see no 
changes, while future retirees would be given 
a choice of private plans competing along-
side the traditional fee-for-service Medicare 
program. Medicare would provide a pre-
mium-support payment either to pay for or 
offset the premium of the plan chosen by the 
senior, depending on the plan’s cost. The 
Medicare premium-support payment would 
be adjusted so that the sick would receive 
higher payments if their conditions wors-
ened; lower-income seniors would receive ad-
ditional assistance to help cover out-of-pock-
et costs; and wealthier seniors would assume 
responsibility for a greater share of their 
premiums. Putting seniors in charge of how 
their health care dollars are spent will force 
providers to compete against each other on 
price and quality. This market competition 
will act as a real check on widespread waste 
and skyrocketing health care costs. 

(B) In keeping with a recommendation 
from the National Commission on Fiscal Re-
sponsibility and Reform, this resolution calls 
for Federal employees—including Members 
of Congress and congressional staff—to make 
greater contributions toward their own re-
tirement. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 544, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) and a 
Member opposed each will control 15 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. WOODALL. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself 11⁄2 minutes. 

I rise today on behalf of the Repub-
lican Study Committee. As so many 
Members of this Chamber know, the 
Republican Study Committee is made 
up of those most conservative Repub-
licans here in the House; and while I 
serve on the Budget Committee, I have 
great respect for our Budget chairman, 
PAUL RYAN, and I have a great belief in 
the budget that came out of that Budg-
et Committee. 

The Republican Study Committee’s 
role is to try to do even better; and, 
Madam Chair, we have brought just 
such a budget today. We call it the 
Back to Basics Budget, and it is the 
budget that balances the fastest of any 
budget that we are going to be debat-
ing here on the House floor. 

In just 4 years, it will bring us to bal-
ance, but I am not here about the num-
bers. I am here about why the numbers 
matter because, for every year that we 
are not in balance, we are not just bor-
rowing that money from our children, 
we are paying interest on that money 
that could have gone to other prior-
ities. 

You will hear in this debate today 
about priorities that my friends on the 
other side of the aisle wish we would 
invest more money in that they don’t 
believe our budget invests enough in. 

That may be true, yet what our budg-
et does do is begin to pay back the debt 
in ways that we can take all of that 
money that we are dedicating to inter-
est today and dedicate it to American 
families tomorrow. 

Of all of the things we disagree on in 
this Chamber, I think we can agree 
that the best use of our dollars is not 
in their going to pay creditors, but in 
their going to serve constituents, and 

that is what the Back to Basics Budget 
will do for us today. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair-
man, I claim the time in opposition to 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland is recognized for 15 
minutes. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair-
man, what we have got here with this 
particular amendment is more than a 
doubling down on what was already a 
bad idea. 

We heard, actually, from Mr. ROGERS, 
who is the chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee and a Republican 
Member of Congress, that the Repub-
lican version of the budget offered by 
Mr. RYAN was ‘‘draconian’’—draconian 
because of the impact it has on impor-
tant investments that have histori-
cally helped make our economy grow, 
make us a world leader, make sure that 
we can keep our competitive edge in a 
global economy. The Republican budg-
et coming out of the Budget Com-
mittee devastated those important in-
vestments. 

Of course, they didn’t close one sin-
gle special interest tax loophole for the 
purpose of reducing the deficit, but 
they decided to cut deeply into invest-
ments in our kids’ education, every-
thing from early education, to K–12, to 
college ed. They make no secret about 
it. 

They want to charge college students 
higher interest rates and, at the same 
time, protect special interest tax 
breaks. What we have here in the Re-
publican Study Committee’s amend-
ment is simply a doubling down on 
what the chairman of the Republican 
Appropriations Committee already 
called draconian. 

The interesting thing to me, Madam 
Chairman, is that I would have thought 
that the Republican Study Committee 
would have taken a different approach. 
I would have thought they would have 
taken an approach that didn’t require, 
as part of their budget, the revenues 
from the Affordable Care Act, but if 
you look at their revenue line, it is 
identical to the revenue line in the 
House Republican budget, which is 
identical to the Congressional Budget 
Office’s revenue line, which The Herit-
age Foundation—no left-leaning 
group—has said means that these budg-
ets incorporate the tax revenues from 
the Affordable Care Act. 

Again, here is what The Heritage 
Foundation said: 

Perhaps the biggest shortcoming of this 
budget is that it keeps the tax increases as-
sociated with ObamaCare. 

It is what they have said about the 
House Republican budget’s revenue 
line. This one has the same thing. 

If they are going to repeal the Afford-
able Care Act, as they say they will, 
that revenue line should go down; yet 
no matter how you cut it, Madam 
Chairman, the choices remain choices 
that we do not believe reflect the val-
ues and priorities of this country, 
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which are of protecting those special 
interest tax breaks for very powerful 
interests while gutting important in-
vestments in our future, investments 
that have been proven historically to 
make the United States the leading 
economic power in the world. 

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

yield myself 15 seconds to thank my 
friend for his fealty for The Heritage 
Foundation. I share that and would re-
mind him that the Heritage action is 
key voting a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the budget 
before us today. 

If he would like to be in line with 
Heritage, he can vote ‘‘yes’’ with me 
today. I would welcome that support. 

With that, Madam Chairman, I would 
like to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Louisiana, Chairman SCA-
LISE, who is the chairman of the Re-
publican Study Committee and a gen-
tleman who has provided huge leader-
ship for us in this Conference. 

Mr. SCALISE. I want to thank my 
colleague from Georgia for yielding 
and for his leadership in bringing forth 
this budget. As the chairman of the Re-
publican Study Committee’s Budget 
and Spending Task Force, Mr. 
WOODALL has brought this budget 
called Back to Basics, and that is real-
ly what we are here to talk about right 
now. 

Madam Chair, what are those basics 
we should get back to? 

I think they are the basic fundamen-
tals that our Founding Fathers laid out 
when they created this great Nation. It 
is still the greatest nation in the his-
tory of the world, but it is a nation 
with serious challenges. 

If you look at our economy, our econ-
omy is struggling in many ways be-
cause of policies coming out of Wash-
ington, because of Washington’s failure 
to confront those challenges. 

People across this country are ready 
to confront those challenges. They are 
looking to us to finally start laying 
out a vision that says we are going to 
start living within our means, that we 
are going to do the things that families 
across this Nation do every single year, 
and that is finally getting back to fis-
cal discipline. 

When my friend on the other side—I 
guess the person who is tasked with 
coming and opposing budgets that bal-
ance—uses terms like ‘‘draconian’’— 
Madam Chair, I will tell you what is 
draconian. What is draconian is to 
deny the opportunity to our children 
and grandchildren that we enjoy today, 
something that every single generation 
in the history of our country has. 

One of the pure definitions of the 
American Dream is that every genera-
tion in our Nation’s history, since 
George Washington led us through that 
Revolution, has had better opportuni-
ties than those that we enjoy today; 
yet most people in this country recog-
nize, if we don’t get our fiscal house in 
order, our children—my 7- and 4-year- 
olds, whom my wife drove to school 
this morning—won’t have those same 

opportunities, and they all deserve the 
opportunities that we enjoy. 

So how do we do it? How do we get 
back to basics? 

We do it by having really good, 
strong, bold policy—bold policy that 
says we ought to live within our 
means. 

Our budget balances by year 4. In 
2018, we have a balanced Federal budg-
et. If you compare that with President 
Obama’s budget, he has got a budget 
that has over $1 trillion in new taxes. 

Our colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle say: oh, you need to stick 
more taxes on all of these businesses. 

If anybody is making a profit in 
America, it seems like they want to 
put a bull’s-eye on him. If one happens 
to be successful and make a profit and 
create jobs in this country, that is 
somehow a bad thing. 

If you take their approach in their 
budgets—in all of their budgets—they 
have over $1 trillion in new taxes. 
President Obama has nearly $2 trillion 
in new taxes, so you would think: okay, 
all of those new taxes must be what get 
you to balance. 

In fact, Madam Chair, all of those 
new taxes just get you more despair. 
This President’s budget never, ever 
gets to balance, but he has all of those 
tax increases that our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle talk about. 

In our budget, we don’t have any new 
tax increases. What we have is good, 
smart fiscal discipline policy that says 
let’s get our economy moving again 
and let’s believe in the American peo-
ple. 

By not raising taxes and by getting 
our economy moving, you actually get 
to balance in 4 short years and start 
creating surpluses, so we can pay back 
that debt, as my friend from Georgia 
talked about, so that we don’t have to 
send all of those interest payments to 
other countries and to other priorities. 
Let’s set those priorities in America. 

How do we do this? How do we actu-
ally get back to balance in such a short 
period of time? 

Number one, we save Medicare from 
bankruptcy, just as PAUL RYAN does in 
the House Republican budget that 
came out of the Budget Committee. We 
share many of those same principles 
that get us to fiscal responsibility by 
saving Medicare, by not letting it go 
bankrupt, as our colleagues on the 
other side do and as the President’s 
own budget does. 

The President’s own budget allows 
Medicare to go bankrupt. We don’t 
think that is responsible, so we take 
care of those who paid into a system 
over their lifetimes. 

We also invoke smart policy. If you 
start with health care, in our bill, we 
actually repeal the President’s health 
care law and replace it with the Amer-
ican Health Care Reform Act, a bill 
that actually puts patients back in 
charge of their health care and that al-
lows us to, again, have families be in 
charge of those decisions and to lower 
costs. 

It is good, smart policy. We will talk 
more about it, but this is the right 
path to getting our economy back on 
track. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

The gentleman speaks about the im-
portance of fiscal discipline and fiscal 
responsibility, and we agree. 

The question we have is: Why do they 
exempt from the whole practice of fis-
cal discipline all of these what are 
called tax expenditures and tax pref-
erences that have been put into the 
Tax Code many times by very powerful 
special interests? 

What does a tax preference mean? It 
means in many cases that, because 
somebody has well-heeled lobbyists, he 
is able to escape having to pay taxes on 
something that everybody else has to 
pay for. 
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What our Republican colleagues are 
saying is they don’t want to take away 
any of those special interest pref-
erences for the purpose of reducing the 
deficit. They would rather cut deeply 
into our kids’ education. They would 
rather charge college students more in-
terest on their loans. They would rath-
er increase class sizes in K–12, which is 
what happens when you cut Title I and 
special education. 

They talk about opportunity, but the 
opportunities that they are protecting 
are those for the special interests who 
had their lobbyists do very well for 
them in Washington. Hey, hands off all 
of that. We don’t want to touch that. 
But we are coming after everybody 
else, including, by the way, seniors on 
Medicare who will immediately see the 
reopening of the doughnut hole. 

So if you are a senior with high pre-
scription drug costs, that is going to 
cost you $1,200 more per year, on aver-
age, immediately. And then they begin 
to phase in in their budget their Medi-
care voucher program, which will end 
the Medicare guarantee. 

This is all about priorities. The inter-
esting thing here is that, despite all 
the talk about fiscal discipline from 
our Republican colleagues, it is hands 
off imposing any fiscal discipline on 
powerful special interests who have 
succeeded in getting themselves special 
deals in the Tax Code. 

I am very pleased to yield 4 minutes 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
BECERRA), chairman of the Democratic 
Caucus and a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, who has spent a lot 
of time focusing on these issues. 

Mr. BECERRA. I thank the ranking 
member on the Budget Committee for, 
first, all the work he has done over the 
years in trying to get America back on 
track when it comes to what it should 
do with its budgets. 

Budgets are a testament to our val-
ues and our priorities, and I believe Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN has made it very clear 
what the values and priorities of Mem-
bers of this side of the aisle are. It is 
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about making sure that we invest the 
taxpayer dollars to help our economy 
grow, help grow jobs, and help our kids 
grow up and get to college. 

But let me remind everyone here of 
something. Remember those brainless, 
autopilot sequester cuts which had 
been scheduled for last year that led to 
the Republican shutdown of our gov-
ernment? Well, the Republican budget 
of 2015 is sequester on steroids. 

Remember last year’s autopilot se-
quester cuts that would have kicked 
over 50,000 children out of Head Start 
classes? Well, the 2015 Republican 
budget kicks 170,000 kids out of Head 
Start classes. 

This Republican budget would kill 
jobs, with 1.1 million Americans likely 
to lose their job as a result of this 
budget and probably 3 million more the 
following year are the estimates. 

This budget would cut seniors’ Social 
Security benefits by changing the way 
we calculate their cost-of-living in-
creases so that they would get less 
each year, even though we know the 
cost of living for seniors keeps going 
up. 

They would continue to reduce our 
investments in very important projects 
that include Medicare, because this Re-
publican budget would voucherize 
Medicare. It would turn it into a 
privatized version of what we have 
now, without the guarantees, so that 
seniors will be paying more for their 
prescription drugs. 

This Republican budget would close 
not one single wasteful corporate tax 
loophole and, instead, it actually offers 
billionaires a $200,000 tax cut at the 
same time that it is increasing taxes 
for the middle class by about $2,000. 

It should surprise no one that, while 
we are not closing any tax loopholes in 
the Republican budget and while we 
are increasing the taxes for middle 
class Americans, this Republican budg-
et excludes things that we should do. 

Through this budget we could, right 
now, move to increase the economy’s 
capacity, increase the number of jobs, 
and decrease our deficits by finally fix-
ing our broken immigration system. 

Our Democratic budget does that; the 
Republican budget doesn’t. And as a re-
sult, we give up, through the Repub-
lican budget, an opportunity to reduce 
our deficits by close to a trillion dol-
lars over the next couple of decades. 
We give up the opportunity to create 
close to 3.5 million jobs over the next 
10 to 20 years by doing immigration re-
form, and we give up the chance to 
strengthen Social Security by doing 
immigration reform. The Democratic 
budget makes those investments. 

The Democratic budget actually in-
vests in early childhood education. The 
Democratic budget makes it possible 
for more middle class families to afford 
to send their kids to college. 

The Democratic budget makes those 
investments because we do close cor-
porate tax loopholes. We do go after 
those who are evading paying their fair 
share of taxes. And we can make those 

investments in early childhood edu-
cation, in fixing our broken immigra-
tion system, in investing in our roads 
and bridges because we go after those 
who are evading paying their taxes. We 
could do that. 

But, again, I remind you, this is a 
budget being presented on this floor 
from our colleagues on the other side 
that actually put the brainless cuts 
under the sequester on autopilot. And 
we need to defeat that. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 15 seconds to just say: 
Nonsense. Nonsense. This is the only 
budget that is being presented that in-
cludes the Tax Code Termination Act 
that terminates every single special in-
terest loophole in the entire Tax Code. 
Both gentlemen know that. Every sin-
gle special interest exemption, excep-
tion in the Tax Code is gone under this 
budget. 

Mr. Chairman, with that, I yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. HUELSKAMP), a fantastic member 
of the Republican Study Committee 
and a member of my class of 2010. 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Chairman, 
over the past 3 years, I have conducted 
over 220 townhall meetings in my dis-
trict. When we discuss Federal spend-
ing, my constituents do not want to 
hear about debt-to-GDP ratios or CBO 
scoring rules when it comes to the 
budget. What they want to know is 
why Congress has not balanced the 
budget yet and when we plan to do so. 
They want to know when Washington 
will stop spending money we don’t 
have. They want to know when we will 
stop piling trillions of dollars of debt 
on the backs of our children and grand-
children. 

This RSC budget would balance the 
budget the soonest of any of the alter-
natives before us, Mr. Chairman, and it 
would begin to pay down our debt the 
fastest. It is the type of results the 
American people demand out of Wash-
ington. 

I am pleased this budget includes 
some innovative and responsible re-
forms like Medicaid block grants, food 
stamp block grants, and a real time-
table to save and secure Medicare. 

I am also pleased it would repeal 
ObamaCare. It would call for the pas-
sage of a real health care reform act 
like the American Health Care Reform 
Act, the JOBS Act, the REINS Act, 
throwing out our entire Tax Code and 
starting over, and it would restore 
work requirements for those on welfare 
and prohibit funding abortion pro-
viders. 

In short, this RSC budget is full of 
the right ideas to get our Nation back 
on track, and I encourage my col-
leagues to join me in voting for the 
RSC budget. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, it 
is now my pleasure to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentlelady from Florida (Ms. 
BROWN), a distinguished member of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee and someone who is focused 
on investing in America. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. The docu-
ments that we are debating today are 
more than just the Republican budget. 
It is who they are. 

They constantly quote scripture, yet 
the Bible says the poor will always be 
with us. Our job is to help raise the 
standard. 

They remind me of ‘‘The Wizard of 
Oz.’’ The Republicans have no heart. 

This is another example of reverse 
Robin Hood—robbing from the working 
people and the middle class to give 
huge tax cuts to the rich. 

The latest House Republican goals 
are to dismantle Medicare by ending 
the guarantee and replacing it with a 
voucher program and block grant and 
cut Medicaid by $732 billion. 

I was so upset last year when the 
SNAP program—programs like Meals 
on Wheels and assistance to children— 
was cut by $40 billion. Now they cut it 
by $125 billion. 

They want to repeal the Affordable 
Care Act. But let me just mention that 
everybody that talks about repealing it 
has health care. Every single one of 
them have health care. 

They reject the President’s proposal 
for veterans and Job Corps while aim-
ing to reduce the high unemployment 
rate among veterans. A cut of 24 per-
cent to nondefense appropriations 
would mean $146 billion cut from vet-
erans’ health care. 

They cut transportation and infra-
structure projects by $173 billion, phas-
ing out the Essential Air Service pro-
grams to 160 small communities. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DENHAM). 
The time of the gentlewoman has ex-
pired. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield the gentle-
lady an additional 1 minute. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. It eliminates 
Amtrak operational funds, resulting in 
36 States and more than 20 million peo-
ple losing Amtrak service. The trans-
portation budget assumes no highway 
or transit investment in 2015. 

And while everyone knows that edu-
cation is critical, they cut billions 
from programs like Head Start. 

To whom God has given much, much 
is expected. I certainly think more is 
expected from the Republican leader-
ship in this House. 

As I said from the beginning, they re-
mind me of ‘‘The Wizard of Oz.’’ This 
Republican House has no heart. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, at 
this time, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER), 
my good friend. 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, the 
RSC budget balances in 4 years. For 
most Americans, 4 years seems like a 
very long time. When they see budgets 
that balance in even 10 years, let alone 
26 years, or not at all, they wonder 
what we are thinking. 

In the real world, folks can’t spend 
money they don’t have. Families have 
to balance their own budgets. They ex-
pect Washington to do the same. That 
is why I applaud this budget. It is full 
of tough choices, but it demonstrates 
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that House Republicans aren’t afraid to 
make the difficult decisions necessary 
to secure America’s future and pre-
serve the American Dream. 

It is called leadership. That means 
proposing simple answers—even when 
they are not easy ones. 

I commend Chairman SCALISE and 
Mr. WOODALL for crafting a plan that 
will balance the budget and create a 
healthy economy sooner than any 
other budget alternative. The RSC 
budget proposes a path that embraces 
the responsibility we have to future 
generations to leave America better 
than we found her. 

The unwillingness of Congress to 
make tough choices is putting our 
country on a road to ruin. Let’s take 
the road less traveled. It may make all 
the difference. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee 
will rise informally. 

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
MESSER) assumed the chair. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed concurrent 
resolutions of the following titles in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested: 

S. Con. Res. 33. Concurrent resolution cele-
brating the 100th anniversary of the enact-
ment of the Smith-Lever Act, which estab-
lished the nationwide Cooperative Extension 
System. 

S. Con. Res. 35. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate and an adjournment of the 
House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Public Law 105–292, as 
amended by Public Law 106–55, and as 
further amended by Public Law 107–228, 
and Public Law 112–75, the Chair, on 
behalf of the President pro tempore, 
upon the recommendation of the Ma-
jority Leader, reappoints the following 
individual to the United States Com-
mission on International Religious 
Freedom: 

Katrina Lantos Swett of New 
Hampshire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Committee will resume its sitting. 

f 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON 
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2015 

The Committee resumed its sitting. 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Chairman, at 

this time it is my pleasure to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CHABOT). 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the Republican Study Com-
mittee’s Back to Basics Budget for 
2015. 

The RSC’s budget solves a problem 
that threatens the future well-being of 
this country, and that is the increasing 
size of the Federal Government’s debt. 

The solution provided by the budget is 
simple. It requires the Federal Govern-
ment to balance its budget in 4 years. 

Similar to the Ryan budget, the RSC 
proposal reduces discretionary spend-
ing, reforms Social Security, simplifies 
the Tax Code, and cuts wasteful spend-
ing, among other things. 
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I am particularly pleased with the 
RSC’s inclusion of two of my bills that 
seek to eliminate some wasteful spend-
ing. We eliminate the Commission to 
Nowhere, and we eliminate the MAP 
Act, and we save $10 million by doing 
that. 

Time and again, the Denali Commis-
sion has been found to perform duplica-
tive work that should be carried out by 
State and local governments. This view 
is supported across the board, from 
Citizens Against Government Waste, to 
the Heritage Foundation, to even 
President Obama. 

In fact, the inspector general of the 
Denali Commission recently called it 
‘‘a congressional experiment that 
hasn’t worked out’’ and suggested that 
‘‘Congress put its money elsewhere.’’ 

The waste within the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture’s Market Access 
Program is also disturbing. The MAP 
program, though intended to increase 
international consumption of Amer-
ican products, has financed lavish 
international travel and marketing ex-
penses for some of our already most 
successful companies. 

Under this program, taxpayer dollars 
have paid for international educational 
wine tastings from London to Mexico, 
and financed an animated series in 
Spain chronicling the adventures of a 
squirrel named Super Twiggy and his 
nemesis, the Colesterator. 

Our national debt stands at over $17 
trillion. Such debt puts our country’s 
security, economy, and everything else 
at risk. 

Let’s pass this today. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 

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

would ask my friend from Maryland if 
he has any speakers remaining. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. No, I do not. 
Mr. WOODALL. I would ask the gen-

tleman if he would like to give me the 
opportunity to close? 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. The gentleman is 
free to lead off. 

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

We have talked about tax breaks for 
the rich here. There are no such tax 
breaks in this budget. We have talked 
about the preservation of corporate 
loopholes. There are no such preserva-
tion of corporate loopholes in this 
budget. 

I will say it again. This is the only 
budget that we will vote on that in-
cludes the Tax Code Termination Act, 
which admits to one another that the 
tax system we have today is broken. 
Republicans and Democrats alike have 

riddled it beyond repair with special 
interest loopholes, exemptions, breaks, 
and special carve-outs. 

I, Mr. Chairman, am the cosponsor, 
the lead sponsor of the Fair Tax, the 
only proposal on Capitol Hill that abol-
ishes every single deduction, exemp-
tion, exception in the Tax Code. So 
nonsense, if folks will suggest that this 
is a budget for special interests. 

Let me tell you what this is a budget 
for. This is a budget for working Amer-
icans, because, Mr. Chairman—you saw 
it earlier when the chairman of the Re-
publican Study Committee held up this 
chart. The red line represents a path-
way of economic ruin contained in the 
President’s budget. 

The President talks about a balanced 
approach, and yet his approach never 
balances. The Republican Study Com-
mittee budget balances more quickly 
than any other budget proposal that we 
will discuss. 

Does it have to make tough choices 
to do it? 

Yes, it does. What is the benefit of 
those tough choices, Mr. Chairman? 

The benefit is in interest savings 
alone. If you support NIH, as I do, with 
just the interest savings between our 
budget and the President’s budget, we 
couldn’t just double NIH funding, we 
could triple it, not just this year but 
every year in the budget window. 

Mr. Chairman, on our current path, 
by 2017 we are going to be spending 
more on interest on the national debt 
than we spend on the entire Medicaid 
program to care for our children and 
our elderly. 

By 2020 we will spend more on inter-
est on the national debt under the 
President’s proposal than we will on all 
national security concerns combined. 

There is not a family in America, Mr. 
Chairman, that believes they can bor-
row their way into prosperity. 

The interest that we pay on the debt 
that the President proposes that this 
Nation borrow steals opportunities 
from our children. It is immoral to ad-
vance our generation today at the ex-
pense of generations tomorrow. 

Does this budget make tough 
choices? 

It does. There is only one budget that 
we will be considering today, Mr. 
Chairman, that takes steps to protect 
and preserve Social Security. That is 
the RSC budget. 

There are only two budgets that we 
will be considering today that take 
steps to ensure the solvency of Medi-
care for generations to come. That is 
the RSC budget and the Budget Com-
mittee budget. 

Mr. Chairman, you cannot talk about 
a balanced approach that does not bal-
ance. You cannot talk about making 
tough decisions if you are willing to do 
nothing to save those programs, Medi-
care and Social Security, that so many 
of our families back home rely on. 

We know those programs are headed 
towards destruction, which is why the 
RSC has made the very difficult choice 
to begin saving them today. 
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It will only get harder if we put those 

decisions off until tomorrow. We say, 
do it today. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Republican Study Committee budget, 
as has been key voted out of organiza-
tions across this town. 

I will end as I began. I appreciate the 
gentleman from Maryland recognizing 
the support of those outside organiza-
tions, and those are organizations com-
mitted to balancing this budget. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

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

Mr. Chairman, it would be great if we 
could all believe in magic. 

The gentleman says that their budg-
et closes all the tax loopholes. No tax 
loopholes. In fact, he says theirs is the 
only budget that terminates the Tax 
Code all together, gets rid of it. 

That is interesting because, if you 
look at the revenue levels coming in 
under his budget, it is identical to the 
current Tax Code, every year, exactly 
as the Congressional Budget Office 
says, dollar for dollar. 

In fact, I think he said he got rid of 
it in fiscal year 2017 or so. But, gee, the 
dollars keep rolling in just as they 
would be if you didn’t get rid of the 
Tax Code. 

And you know why? 
Because they don’t close any of the 

special interest tax breaks. It is the 
status quo in terms of the revenue 
coming in. 

If we were, in fact, going to close 
some of those special interest tax 
breaks, so that we could reduce our 
deficits, then you wouldn’t have those 
numbers that they have got in their 
budget resolution. 

Now, look, we all agree that we need 
to impose fiscal discipline. The ques-
tion all along has been, how do we do 
it? 

Do we do it in a way where we share 
responsibility as Americans, or do we 
do it in a way where some people don’t 
have to pay anything, which means ev-
erybody else has to get hit that much 
harder? 

Under the Republican budget, and 
under this Republican study group 
budget even more, they protect the 
very wealthy. You are doing great. But 
at the expense of everybody else. 

So the gentleman talks about more 
funds for the National Institutes of 
Health; they more than double the cuts 
to the National Institutes of Health 
from the earlier budget we saw, which, 
again, I would just remind our col-
leagues, it was the Republican chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee 
who said that the House Republican 
budget is draconian, that one. That is 
from Mr. ROGERS. All right? 

So now this one is doubling down on 
draconian. And the question for us, as 
a country is, what are the con-
sequences? 

What does that mean in people’s 
lives? 

Well, it means real things. It means 
less funds for Head Start and early 
Head Start. It means a big cut to K–12 
education. 

We have a bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion saying that Congress is already 
failing to meet our commitments to 
special ed. We asked local school juris-
dictions to take on the responsibility, 
it was the right thing to do, to make 
sure every kid got a good education. 
That was the right thing to do. 

But these guys would cut that pro-
gram. So this is the wrong choice for 
America. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge our colleagues 
to vote ‘‘no,’’ and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong 
support of the Republican Study Committee’s 
budget proposal. 

Not only does the RSC budget balance in 
four years, reduce spending, and repeal 
Obamacare, the RSC budget proposal also 
recommends the House enact H.R. 352, the 
Tax Code Termination Act. This legislation, 
which I introduced at the beginning of the 
113th Congress, would force Congress to de-
bate comprehensive tax reform by sunsetting 
our current tax code in December 2017 and 
forcing Congress to enact a new tax system 
by July of that same year. This bipartisan leg-
islation has the support of over 100 Members 
of Congress who support a variety of tax pro-
posals. I am pleased that the authors of the 
RSC budget have a desire to see these pro-
posals debated and our complicated tax code 
addressed by setting a date certain for scrap-
ping our tax code. I look forward to voting in 
support of the Republican Study Committee’s 
budget and working with my fellow members 
of the Republican Study Committee to see 
that happen. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DENHAM). 
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WOODALL). 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 133, noes 291, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 175] 

AYES—133 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barton 
Bentivolio 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Broun (GA) 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Camp 
Campbell 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Culberson 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Franks (AZ) 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 

Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Labrador 

LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latta 
Long 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 

Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ross 
Royce 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 

Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 

NOES—291 

Amodei 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 

Duffy 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurt 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Richmond 
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Roby 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 

Sherman 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stivers 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 

Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Jackson Lee 
Lewis 
McAllister 

Miller, George 
Perlmutter 
Runyan 

Schwartz 

b 1020 

Messrs. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 
MARINO, GARAMENDI, AMODEI, 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN changed their vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. SHIMKUS, MILLER of Flor-
ida, and SESSIONS changed their vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 IN THE NATURE OF A 

SUBSTITUTE OFFERED BY MR. VAN HOLLEN 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. YODER). It is 

now in order to consider amendment 
No. 5 printed in House Report 113–405. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. 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: 

Strike all after the resolving clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. CONCURRENT RESOLUTION ON THE 

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015. 
(a) DECLARATION.—Congress declares that 

this resolution is the concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2015 and that 
this resolution sets forth the appropriate 
budgetary levels for fiscal year 2014 and for 
fiscal years 2016 through 2024. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.— 
Sec. 1. Concurrent resolution on the budget 

for fiscal year 2015. 
TITLE I—RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 

AMOUNTS 
Sec. 101. Recommended levels and amounts. 
Sec. 102. Major functional categories. 

TITLE II—RESERVE FUNDS 
Sec. 201. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for job 

creation through investments 
and incentives. 

Sec. 202. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for the 
President’s opportunity, 
growth, and security initiative. 

Sec. 203. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for in-
creasing energy independence 
and security. 

Sec. 204. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
America’s veterans and service 
members. 

Sec. 205. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for ad-
ditional tax relief for individ-
uals and families. 

Sec. 206. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for the 
extension of expired or expiring 
tax provisions. 

Sec. 207. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
Medicare improvement. 

Sec. 208. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
Medicaid and children’s health 
improvement. 

Sec. 209. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for ex-
tension of expiring health care 
provisions. 

Sec. 210. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for the 
health care workforce. 

Sec. 211. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for ini-
tiatives that benefit children. 

Sec. 212. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for col-
lege affordability and comple-
tion. 

Sec. 213. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for a 
competitive workforce. 

Sec. 214. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for 
rural counties and schools. 

Sec. 215. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for full 
funding of the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund. 

Sec. 216. Deficit-neutral reserve fund for the 
Affordable Housing Trust Fund. 

TITLE III—ESTIMATES OF DIRECT 
SPENDING 

Sec. 301. Direct spending. 
TITLE IV—ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS 

Sec. 401. Point of order against advance ap-
propriations. 

Sec. 402. Adjustments to discretionary 
spending limits. 

Sec. 403. Costs of emergency needs, overseas 
contingency operations and dis-
aster relief. 

Sec. 404. Budgetary treatment of certain dis-
cretionary administrative ex-
penses. 

Sec. 405. Application and effect of changes 
in allocations and aggregates. 

Sec. 406. Reinstatement of pay-as-you-go. 
Sec. 407. Exercise of rulemaking powers. 

TITLE V—POLICY 
Sec. 501. Policy of the House on jobs: make 

it in America. 
Sec. 502. Policy of the House on surface 

transportation. 
Sec. 503. Policy of the House on tax reform 

and fairness for middle-class 
Americans. 

Sec. 504. Policy of the house on increasing 
the minimum wage. 

Sec. 505. Policy of the House on immigration 
reform. 

Sec. 506. Policy of the House on extension of 
emergency unemployment com-
pensation. 

Sec. 507. Policy of the House on the earned 
income tax credit. 

Sec. 508. Policy of the House on women’s 
empowerment: when women 
succeed, America succeeds. 

Sec. 509. Policy of the House on a national 
strategy to eradicate poverty 
and increase opportunity. 

Sec. 510. Policy of the House on Social Secu-
rity reform that protects work-
ers and retirees. 

Sec. 511. Policy of the House on protecting 
the Medicare guarantee for sen-
iors. 

Sec. 512. Policy of the House on affordable 
health care coverage for work-
ing families. 

Sec. 513. Policy of the House on Medicaid. 
Sec. 514. Policy of the House on national se-

curity. 
Sec. 515. Policy of the House on climate 

change science. 
Sec. 516. Policy of the House on investments 

in early childhood education. 
Sec. 517. Policy of the House on taking a 

balanced approach to deficit re-
duction. 

Sec. 518. Policy statement on deficit reduc-
tion through the reduction of 
unnecessary and wasteful 
spending. 

Sec. 519. Policy of the House on the use of 
taxpayer funds. 

TITLE I—RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 
AMOUNTS 

SEC. 101. RECOMMENDED LEVELS AND 
AMOUNTS. 

The following budgetary levels are appro-
priate for each of fiscal years 2015 through 
2024: 

(1) FEDERAL REVENUES.—For purposes of 
the enforcement of this concurrent resolu-
tion: 

(A) The recommended levels of Federal 
revenues are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $2,592,835,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $2,759,265,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $2,883,321,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $3,000,046,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $3,126,171,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,264,915,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $3,420,419,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $3,654,473,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $3,942,611,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $4,138,354,000,000. 
(B) The amounts by which the aggregate 

levels of Federal revenues should be changed 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $58,994,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $83,226,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $93,898,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $109,739,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $111,486,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $116,278,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $125,768,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $198,126,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $316,093,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $330,901,000,000. 
(2) NEW BUDGET AUTHORITY.—For purposes 

of the enforcement of this concurrent resolu-
tion, the appropriate levels of total new 
budget authority are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $3,077,749,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $3,233,596,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $3,405,715,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $3,570,429,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $3,772,232,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,966,966,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $4,137,989,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $4,369,350,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $4,520,421,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $4,668,170,000,000. 
(3) BUDGET OUTLAYS.—For purposes of the 

enforcement of this concurrent resolution, 
the appropriate levels of total budget out-
lays are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $3,070,617,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $3,323,895,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $3,387,284,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $3,438,886,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $3,754,211,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $3,932,822,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $4,112,683,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $4,357,729,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $4,484,953,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $4,617,936,000,000. 
(4) DEFICITS (ON-BUDGET).—For purposes of 

the enforcement of this concurrent resolu-
tion, the amounts of the deficits (on-budget) 
are as follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $-477,782,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $-494,630,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $-503,963,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $-538,840,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $-628,040,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $-667,907,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $-692,264,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $-683,256,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $-542,342,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $-479,582,000,000. 
(5) DEBT SUBJECT TO LIMIT.—The appro-

priate levels of the public debt are as fol-
lows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $18,350,000,000,000. 
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Fiscal year 2016: $19,001,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $19,716,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $20,484,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $21,322,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $22,191,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $23,076,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $23,943,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $24,691,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $25,411,000,000,000. 
(6) DEBT HELD BY THE PUBLIC.—The appro-

priate levels of debt held by the public are as 
follows: 

Fiscal year 2015: $13,259,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: $13,792,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: $14,344,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: $14,932,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: $15,628,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: $16,390,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: $17,206,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: $18,060,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: $18,789,000,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: $19,498,000,000,000. 

SEC. 102. MAJOR FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES. 
The Congress determines and declares that 

the appropriate levels of new budget author-
ity and outlays for fiscal years 2015 through 
2024 for each major functional category are: 

(1) National Defense (050): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $529,658,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $567,234,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $569,522,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $570,714,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $577,616,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $570,915,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $586,874,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $573,937,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $595,151,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $586,489,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $604,440,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $595,520,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $613,753,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $604,663,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $624,066,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $619,436,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $639,335,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $627,590,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $656,669,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $637,835,000,000. 
(2) International Affairs (150): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,703,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,562,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,680,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,601,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $47,736,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,731,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,838,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $45,649,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,917,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,590,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $51,065,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $47,349,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $51,734,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $48,065,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $53,172,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $49,276,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $54,361,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $50,360,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 

(A) New budget authority, $55,602,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $51,486,000,000. 
(3) General Science, Space, and Technology 

(250): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $29,307,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $29,239,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $30,476,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $29,895,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $31,138,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $30,597,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $31,836,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $31,307,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $32,535,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $31,942,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $33,272,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $32,670,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $34,014,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $33,307,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $34,782,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $34,057,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,556,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $34,818,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $36,360,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $35,603,000,000. 
(4) Energy (270): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $7,178,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $7,631,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $6,636,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,566,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,012,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,862,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,816,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,813,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,902,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,156,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $4,994,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,428,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,111,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,677,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,226,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $4,862,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,445,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,069,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $5,982,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,291,000,000. 
(5) Natural Resources and Environment 

(300): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $35,996,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,282,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $39,468,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,208,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,842,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $41,286,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $42,546,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $42,499,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,691,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,255,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,297,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $44,740,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $45,705,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $45,414,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,982,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,520,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $48,189,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $47,794,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $49,571,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $48,545,000,000. 
(6) Agriculture (350): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $16,492,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,430,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,171,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,592,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,822,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,971,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,707,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,920,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,243,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,555,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,387,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $20,858,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $21,892,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,321,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,090,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $21,569,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,581,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,044,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $22,957,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,443,000,000. 
(7) Commerce and Housing Credit (370): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $9,378,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-1,205,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,392,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-1,596,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,227,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-4,723,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,747,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-5,263,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $11,383,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-10,550,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,715,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-8,647,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,025,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-4,179,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,142,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-4,528,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,326,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-5,476,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,798,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-6,172,000,000. 
(8) Transportation (400): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $103,315,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $96,274,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $105,625,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $103,067,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $106,708,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $106,759,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $107,919,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $108,962,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $90,697,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $108,008,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
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(A) New budget authority, $91,764,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $104,444,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $92,870,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $103,343,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $94,030,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $103,978,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $95,210,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $104,980,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $96,439,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $106,003,000,000. 
(9) Community and Regional Development 

(450): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $18,272,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,125,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,387,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,701,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,337,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $22,180,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,462,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $19,041,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,408,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $18,556,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,275,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $17,975,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,498,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $15,797,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,532,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,808,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $13,775,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,601,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $14,068,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $13,725,000,000. 
(10) Education, Training, Employment, and 

Social Services (500): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $95,795,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $101,125,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $101,357,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $103,966,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $111,276,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $105,786,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $116,381,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $113,148,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $119,772,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $117,486,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $122,145,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $120,521,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $124,411,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $123,151,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $125,730,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $125,437,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $126,673,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $126,993,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $126,886,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $128,011,000,000. 
(11) Health (550): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $490,900,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $492,926,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $554,738,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $557,377,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $611,852,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $609,361,000,000. 

Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $635,432,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $635,628,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $669,537,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $668,913,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $714,614,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $703,684,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $743,224,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $741,798,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $782,412,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $780,624,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $823,381,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $821,591,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $866,300,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $864,887,000,000. 
(12) Medicare (570): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $524,018,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $523,974,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $562,812,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $562,696,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $573,622,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $573,531,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $597,086,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $596,995,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $659,248,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $659,148,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $706,542,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $706,444,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $755,439,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $755,340,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $836,435,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $836,328,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $858,792,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $858,682,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $887,443,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $887,326,000,000. 
(13) Income Security (600): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $532,236,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $529,617,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $543,824,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $544,651,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $548,458,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $544,538,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $552,957,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $544,169,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $572,706,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $568,006,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $585,943,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $581,295,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $600,055,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $594,959,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $618,793,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $618,076,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $627,951,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $622,337,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $635,638,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $624,722,000,000. 
(14) Social Security (650): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $31,442,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $31,517,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 

(A) New budget authority, $34,245,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $34,283,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $37,133,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $37,133,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $40,138,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $40,138,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $43,383,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $43,383,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $46,747,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $46,747,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $50,255,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $50,255,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $53,941,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $53,941,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $57,800,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $57,800,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $58,441,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $58,441,000,000. 
(15) Veterans Benefits and Services (700): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $154,027,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $153,028,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $166,618,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $165,877,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $164,907,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $164,503,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $162,770,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $162,558,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $174,305,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $174,022,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $179,269,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $178,534,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $183,571,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $182,736,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $195,680,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $194,736,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $192,458,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $191,491,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $189,292,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $188,262,000,000. 
(16) Administration of Justice (750): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $54,730,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $48,395,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $59,345,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $56,655,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $59,120,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $62,730,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $60,693,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $65,253,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $62,467,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $63,193,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $64,404,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $63,976,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $66,557,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $66,016,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $69,298,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $68,688,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $71,399,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $70,765,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $73,573,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $72,916,000,000. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:44 Apr 11, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00022 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A10AP7.006 H10APPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3169 April 10, 2014 
(17) General Government (800): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,355,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $24,745,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $25,326,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $25,123,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $26,243,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $26,038,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $27,389,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $27,109,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $28,590,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $28,102,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $29,462,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $28,975,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $30,399,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $29,924,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $31,357,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $30,888,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $32,261,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $31,799,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $33,236,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $32,760,000,000. 
(18) Net Interest (900): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $366,897,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $366,897,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $423,329,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $423,329,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $500,508,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $500,508,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $589,466,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $589,466,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $665,970,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $665,970,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $731,425,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $731,425,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $787,730,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $787,730,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $842,243,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $842,243,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $893,181,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $893,181,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $936,153,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $936,153,000,000. 
(19) Allowances (920): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,225,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,102,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $-1,978,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $943,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $790,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,705,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $2,328,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,288,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,701,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $6,458,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $-912,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,052,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $312,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $3,896,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $3,654,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $5,977,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 

(A) New budget authority, $9,109,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $10,868,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $15,860,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $16,770,000,000. 
(20) Undistributed Offsetting Receipts (950): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $-78,532,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-78,532,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $-83,378,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-83,378,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $-83,632,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-83,632,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $-83,956,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-83,956,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $-90,374,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-90,374,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $-91,882,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-91,882,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $-95,566,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-95,566,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $-98,215,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-98,215,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $-101,362,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-101,362,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $-107,098,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $-107,098,000,000. 
(21) Overseas Contingency Operations/Glob-

al War on Terrorism (970): 
Fiscal year 2015: 
(A) New budget authority, $85,357,000,000. 
(B) Outlays, $49,250,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2016: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $25,625,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2017: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $6,504,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2018: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $2,225,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2019: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $902,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2020: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $714,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2021: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $35,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2022: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $27,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2023: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $27,000,000. 
Fiscal year 2024: 
(A) New budget authority, $0. 
(B) Outlays, $27,000,000. 

TITLE II—RESERVE FUNDS 
SEC. 201. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

JOB CREATION THROUGH INVEST-
MENTS AND INCENTIVES. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that pro-
vides for robust Federal investments in 
America’s infrastructure, incentives for 
businesses, and support for communities or 
other measures that create jobs for Ameri-
cans and boost the economy. The revisions 
may be made for measures that— 

(1) provide for additional investments in 
rail, aviation, harbors (including harbor 
maintenance dredging), seaports, inland wa-
terway systems, public housing, broadband, 
energy, water, and other infrastructure; 

(2) provide for additional investments in 
other areas that would help businesses and 
other employers create new jobs; and 

(3) provide additional incentives, including 
tax incentives, to help small businesses, non-
profits, States, and communities expand in-
vestment, train, hire, and retain private-sec-
tor workers and public service employees; 
by the amounts provided in such measure if 
such measure does not increase the deficit 
for either of the following time periods: fis-
cal year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 
2014 to fiscal year 2024. 
SEC. 202. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

THE PRESIDENT’S OPPORTUNITY, 
GROWTH, AND SECURITY INITIA-
TIVE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The chairman of the 
House Committee on the Budget may revise 
the allocations, aggregates, and other appro-
priate levels in this resolution for any bill, 
joint resolution, amendment, or conference 
report that increases, by the same amounts 
for defense and non-defense, the 2015 limits 
on discretionary spending in the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2013 by the amounts provided 
in such measure if such measure does not in-
crease the deficit for fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2024. 

(b) FUNDING OF ADDITIONAL PRIORITIES.— 
The increase in the discretionary caps will 
allow additional funding for key priorities, 
including— 

(1) enhance early childhood and K-12 edu-
cation; 

(2) expand scientific research and innova-
tion funding; 

(3) provide jobs and meet infrastructure 
needs; 

(4) expand opportunity and mobility for 
Americans; 

(5) enhance public health, safety, and secu-
rity; 

(6) make the government more efficient 
and effective; and 

(7) promote military readiness. 
SEC. 203. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

INCREASING ENERGY INDEPEND-
ENCE AND SECURITY. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that— 

(1) provides tax incentives for or otherwise 
encourages the production of renewable en-
ergy or increased energy efficiency; 

(2) encourages investment in emerging 
clean energy or vehicle technologies or car-
bon capture and sequestration; 

(3) provides additional resources for over-
sight and expanded enforcement activities to 
crack down on speculation in and manipula-
tion of oil and gas markets, including deriva-
tives markets; 

(4) limits and provides for reductions in 
greenhouse gas emissions; 

(5) assists businesses, industries, States, 
communities, the environment, workers, or 
households as the United States moves to-
ward reducing and offsetting the impacts of 
greenhouse gas emissions; or 

(6) facilitates the training of workers for 
these industries (‘‘clean energy jobs’’); 
by the amounts provided in such measure if 
such measure would not increase the deficit 
for either of the following time periods: fis-
cal year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 
2014 to fiscal year 2024. 
SEC. 204. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

AMERICA’S VETERANS AND SERVICE 
MEMBERS. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that— 
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(1) enhances the delivery of health care to 

the Nation’s veterans and service members, 
including the treatment of post-traumatic 
stress disorder and other mental illnesses, 
and increasing the capacity to address 
health care needs unique to women veterans; 

(2) makes improvements to the Post 9/11 GI 
Bill to ensure that veterans receive the edu-
cational benefits they need to maximize 
their employment opportunities; 

(3) improves disability benefits or evalua-
tions for wounded or disabled military per-
sonnel or veterans, including measures to ex-
pedite the claims process; 

(4) expands eligibility to permit additional 
disabled military retirees to receive both 
disability compensation and retired pay 
(concurrent receipt); or 

(5) eliminates the offset between Survivor 
Benefit Plan annuities and veterans’ depend-
ency and indemnity compensation; 
by the amounts provided in such measure if 
such measure would not increase the deficit 
for either of the following time periods: fis-
cal year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 
2014 to fiscal year 2024. 
SEC. 205. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

ADDITIONAL TAX RELIEF FOR INDI-
VIDUALS AND FAMILIES. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that pro-
vides additional tax relief to individuals and 
families, such as expanding tax relief pro-
vided by the refundable child credit, by the 
amounts provided in such measure if such 
measure would not increase the deficit for 
either of the following time periods: fiscal 
year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 
to fiscal year 2024. 
SEC. 206. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

THE EXTENSION OF EXPIRED OR EX-
PIRING TAX PROVISIONS. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that ex-
tends provisions of the tax code that have 
expired or will expire in the future, by the 
amounts provided in such measure if such 
measure would not increase the deficit for 
either of the following time periods: fiscal 
year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 
to fiscal year 2024. 
SEC. 207. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

MEDICARE IMPROVEMENT. 
The chairman of the House Committee on 

the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that makes 
improvements to Medicare, including mak-
ing reforms to the Medicare payment system 
for physicians that build on delivery reforms 
underway, such as advancement of new care 
models, and— 

(1) changes incentives to encourage effi-
ciency and higher quality care in a manner 
consistent with the goals of fiscal sustain-
ability; 

(2) improves payment accuracy to encour-
age efficient use of resources and ensure that 
patient-centered primary care receives ap-
propriate compensation; 

(3) supports innovative programs to im-
prove coordination of care among all pro-
viders serving a patient in all appropriate 
settings; 

(4) holds providers accountable for their 
utilization patterns and quality of care; and 

(5) makes no changes that reduce benefits 
available to seniors and individuals with dis-
abilities in Medicare; 
by the amounts provided, together with any 
savings from ending Overseas Contingency 

Operations, in such measure if such measure 
would not increase the deficit for either of 
the following time periods: fiscal year 2014 to 
fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2024. 
SEC. 208. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

MEDICAID AND CHILDREN’S HEALTH 
IMPROVEMENT. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that im-
proves Medicaid or other children’s health 
programs, by the amounts provided in such 
measure if such measure would not increase 
the deficit for either of the following time 
periods: fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or 
fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2024. Such im-
provements may include demonstrations 
around psychiatric care for special popu-
lations and helping states improve the provi-
sion of long-term care. 
SEC. 209. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

EXTENSION OF EXPIRING HEALTH 
CARE PROVISIONS. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that ex-
tends expiring Medicare, Medicaid, or other 
health provisions, by the amounts provided 
in such measure if such measure would not 
increase the deficit for either of the fol-
lowing time periods: fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 
2024. 
SEC. 210. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

THE HEALTH CARE WORKFORCE. 
The chairman of the House Committee on 

the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that im-
proves the contemporary health care 
workforce’s ability to meet emerging de-
mands, by the amounts provided in such 
measure if such measure would not increase 
the deficit for either of the following time 
periods: fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or 
fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2024. Such im-
provements may include an expansion of the 
National Health Service Corps, an extension 
of the enhanced Medicaid primary care reim-
bursement rates that bring Medicaid pri-
mary care payment rates up to Medicare lev-
els using Federal funds, and an expansion of 
the enhanced reimbursement rates to mid- 
level providers who practice independently. 
SEC. 211. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

INITIATIVES THAT BENEFIT CHIL-
DREN. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that im-
proves the lives of children by the amounts 
provided in such measure if such measure 
would not increase the deficit for either of 
the following time periods: fiscal year 2014 to 
fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2024. Improvements may include: 

(1) Extension and expansion of child care 
assistance. 

(2) Changes to foster care to prevent child 
abuse and neglect and keep more children 
safely in their homes. 

(3) Changes to child support enforcement 
to encourage increased parental support for 
children, particularly from non-custodial 
parents, including legislation that results in 
a greater share of collected child support 
reaching the child or encourages States to 
provide access and visitation services to im-
prove fathers’ relationships with their chil-
dren. Such changes could reflect efforts to 

ensure that States have the necessary re-
sources to collect all child support that is 
owed to families and to allow them to pass 
100 percent of support on to families without 
financial penalty. When 100 percent of child 
support payments are passed to the child, 
rather than to administrative expenses, pro-
gram integrity is improved and child support 
participation increases. 

(4) Regular increases in funding for the In-
dividuals with Disabilities Education Act 
(IDEA) to put the Federal Government on a 
10-year path to fulfill its commitment to 
America’s children and schools by providing 
40 percent of the average per pupil expendi-
ture for special education. 
SEC. 212. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

COLLEGE AFFORDABILITY AND 
COMPLETION. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that makes 
college more affordable and increases college 
completion, including efforts to: encourage 
States and higher education institutions to 
improve educational outcomes and access for 
low- and moderate-income students; ensure 
continued full funding for Pell grants; or 
help borrowers lower and manage their stu-
dent loan debt through refinancing and ex-
panded repayment options, by the amounts 
provided in such measure if such measure 
would not increase the deficit for either of 
the following time periods: fiscal year 2014 to 
fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2024. 
SEC. 213. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

A COMPETITIVE WORKFORCE. 
The chairman of the House Committee on 

the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that helps 
ensure that all Americans have access to 
good-paying jobs by fully reauthorizing the 
Trade Adjustment Assistance program or 
funding other effective job training and em-
ployment programs by the amounts provided 
in such measure if such measure would not 
increase the deficit for either of the fol-
lowing time periods: fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 
2024. 
SEC. 214. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

RURAL COUNTIES AND SCHOOLS. 
The chairman of the House Committee on 

the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that makes 
changes to or provides for the reauthoriza-
tion of the Secure Rural Schools and Com-
munity Self Determination Act of 2000 (Pub-
lic Law 106-393) by the amounts provided by 
that legislation for those purposes, if such 
legislation requires sustained yield timber 
harvests obviating the need for funding 
under Public Law 106–393 in the future and 
would not increase the deficit for either of 
the following time periods: fiscal year 2014 to 
fiscal year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
year 2024. 
SEC. 215. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 

FULL FUNDING OF THE LAND AND 
WATER CONSERVATION FUND. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that pro-
vides full funding for the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund by the amounts provided 
in such measure if such measure would not 
increase the deficit for either of the fol-
lowing time periods: fiscal year 2014 to fiscal 
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year 2019 or fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 
2024. 

SEC. 216. DEFICIT-NEUTRAL RESERVE FUND FOR 
THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING TRUST 
FUND. 

The chairman of the House Committee on 
the Budget may revise the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other appropriate levels in this 
resolution for any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report that cap-
italizes the existing Affordable Housing 
Trust Fund by the amounts provided in such 
measure if such measure would not increase 
the deficit for either of the following time 
periods: fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2019 or 
fiscal year 2014 to fiscal year 2024. 

TITLE III—ESTIMATES OF DIRECT 
SPENDING 

SEC. 301. DIRECT SPENDING. 

(a) MEANS-TESTED DIRECT SPENDING.— 
(1) For means-tested direct spending, the 

average rate of growth in the total level of 
outlays during the 10-year period preceding 
fiscal year 2015 is 6.8 percent. 

(2) For means-tested direct spending, the 
estimated average rate of growth in the total 
level of outlays during the 10-year period be-
ginning with fiscal year 2015 is 5.4 percent 
under current law. 

(3) The following reforms are proposed in 
this concurrent resolution for means-tested 
direct spending: The resolution rejects cuts 
to the social safety net that lifts millions of 
people out of poverty. It assumes extension 
of the tax credits from the American Tax-
payer Relief Act due to expire at the end of 
2017. These credits include an increase in 
refundability of the child tax credit, relief 
for married earned income tax credit filers, 
and a larger earned income tax credit for 
larger families. It also assumes expansion of 
the earned income tax credit for childless 
workers, a group that has seen limited sup-
port from safety net programs. 

(b) NONMEANS-TESTED DIRECT SPENDING.— 
(1) For nonmeans-tested direct spending, 

the average rate of growth in the total level 
of outlays during the 10-year period pre-
ceding fiscal year 2015 is 5.7 percent. 

(2) For nonmeans-tested direct spending, 
the estimated average rate of growth in the 
total level of outlays during the 10-year pe-
riod beginning with fiscal year 2015 is 5.4 per-
cent under current law. 

(3) The following reforms are proposed in 
this concurrent resolution for nonmeans- 
tested direct spending: For Medicare, this 
budget rejects proposals to end the Medicare 
guarantee and shift rising health care costs 
onto seniors by replacing Medicare with 
vouchers or premium support for the pur-
chase of private insurance. Such proposals 
will expose seniors and persons with disabil-
ities on fixed incomes to unacceptable finan-
cial risks, and they will weaken the tradi-
tional Medicare program. Instead, this budg-
et builds on the success of the Affordable 
Care Act, which made significant strides in 
health care cost containment and put into 
place a framework for continuous innova-
tion. This budget supports comprehensive re-
forms to give physicians and other care pro-
viders incentives to provide high-quality, co-
ordinated, efficient care, in a manner con-
sistent with the goals of fiscal sustain-
ability. It makes no changes that reduce 
benefits available to seniors and individuals 
with disabilities in Medicare. In other areas, 
the resolution assumes extension of emer-
gency unemployment compensation, addi-
tional funding for surface transportation, a 
new initiative for early childhood education, 
and extension of the American Opportunity 
Tax Credit, which assists with higher edu-
cation expenses. 

TITLE IV—ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS 
SEC. 401. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST ADVANCE 

APPROPRIATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In the House, except as 

provided in subsection (b), any bill, joint res-
olution, amendment, or conference report 
making a general appropriation or con-
tinuing appropriation may not provide for 
advance appropriations. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—Advance appropriations 
may be provided— 

(1) for fiscal year 2016 for programs, 
projects, activities, or accounts identified in 
the joint explanatory statement of managers 
to accompany this resolution under the 
heading ‘‘Accounts Identified for Advance 
Appropriations’’ in an aggregate amount not 
to exceed $28,852,000,000 in new budget au-
thority, and for 2017, accounts separately 
identified under the same heading; and 

(2) for all discretionary programs adminis-
tered by the Department of Veterans Affairs. 

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘advance appropriation’’ means any new dis-
cretionary budget authority provided in a 
bill or joint resolution making general ap-
propriations or any new discretionary budget 
authority provided in a bill or joint resolu-
tion making continuing appropriations for 
fiscal year 2015 that first becomes available 
for any fiscal year after 2015. 
SEC. 402. ADJUSTMENTS TO DISCRETIONARY 

SPENDING LIMITS. 
(a) PROGRAM INTEGRITY INITIATIVES UNDER 

THE BUDGET CONTROL ACT.— 
(1) SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION PRO-

GRAM INTEGRITY INITIATIVES.—In the House, 
prior to consideration of any bill, joint reso-
lution, amendment, or conference report 
making appropriations for fiscal year 2015 
that appropriates amounts as provided under 
section 251(b)(2)(B) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, 
the allocation to the House Committee on 
Appropriations shall be increased by the 
amount of additional budget authority and 
outlays resulting from that budget authority 
for fiscal year 2015. 

(2) HEALTH CARE FRAUD AND ABUSE CONTROL 
PROGRAM.—In the House, prior to consider-
ation of any bill, joint resolution, amend-
ment, or conference report making appro-
priations for fiscal year 2015 that appro-
priates amounts as provided under section 
251(b)(2)(C) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, the 
allocation to the House Committee on Ap-
propriations shall be increased by the 
amount of additional budget authority and 
outlays resulting from that budget authority 
for fiscal year 2015. 

(b) ADDITIONAL PROGRAM INTEGRITY INITIA-
TIVES.— 

(1) INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE TAX COMPLI-
ANCE.—In the House, prior to consideration 
of any bill, joint resolution, amendment, or 
conference report making appropriations for 
fiscal year 2015 that appropriates 
$9,445,000,000 for the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice for enhanced enforcement to address the 
Federal tax gap (taxes owed but not paid) 
and provides an additional appropriation of 
up to $480,000,000, to the Internal Revenue 
Service and the amount is designated for en-
hanced tax enforcement to address the tax 
gap, the allocation to the House Committee 
on Appropriations shall be increased by the 
amount of additional budget authority and 
outlays resulting from that budget authority 
for fiscal year 2015. 

(2) UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE PROGRAM IN-
TEGRITY ACTIVITIES.—In the House, prior to 
consideration of any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report making ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2015 that appro-
priates $133,000,000 for in-person reemploy-
ment and eligibility assessments, reemploy-

ment services and training referrals, and un-
employment insurance improper payment re-
views for the Department of Labor and pro-
vides an additional appropriation of up to 
$25,000,000, and the amount is designated for 
in-person reemployment and eligibility as-
sessments, reemployment services and train-
ing referrals, and unemployment insurance 
improper payment reviews for the Depart-
ment of Labor, the allocation to the House 
Committee on Appropriations shall be in-
creased by the amount of additional budget 
authority and outlays resulting from that 
budget authority for fiscal year 2015. 

(c) PROCEDURE FOR ADJUSTMENTS.—In the 
House, prior to consideration of any bill, 
joint resolution, amendment, or conference 
report, the chairman of the House Com-
mittee on the Budget shall make the adjust-
ments set forth in this subsection for the in-
cremental new budget authority in that 
measure and the outlays resulting from that 
budget authority if that measure meets the 
requirements set forth in this section. 
SEC. 403. COSTS OF EMERGENCY NEEDS, OVER-

SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 
AND DISASTER RELIEF. 

(a) EMERGENCY NEEDS.—If any bill, joint 
resolution, amendment, or conference report 
makes appropriations for discretionary 
amounts and such amounts are designated as 
necessary to meet emergency needs pursuant 
to this subsection, then new budget author-
ity and outlays resulting from that budget 
authority shall not count for the purposes of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, or this 
resolution. 

(b) OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS.— 
In the House, if any bill, joint resolution, 
amendment, or conference report makes ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2015 for overseas 
contingency operations and such amounts 
are so designated pursuant to this para-
graph, then the allocation to the House Com-
mittee on Appropriations may be adjusted by 
the amounts provided in such legislation for 
that purpose up to, but not to exceed, the 
total amount of budget authority the Presi-
dent requests for overseas contingency oper-
ations for 2015 in a detailed, account-level, 
submission to Congress and the new outlays 
resulting from that budget authority. 

(c) DISASTER RELIEF.—In the House, if any 
bill, joint resolution, amendment, or con-
ference report makes appropriations for dis-
cretionary amounts and such amounts are 
designated for disaster relief pursuant to 
this subsection, then the allocation to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and as nec-
essary, the aggregates in this resolution, 
shall be adjusted by the amount of new budg-
et authority and outlays up to the amounts 
provided under section 251(b)(2)(D) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as adjusted by sub-
section (d). 

(d) WILDFIRE SUPPRESSION OPERATIONS.— 
(1) CAP ADJUSTMENT.—In the House, if any 

bill, joint resolution, amendment, or con-
ference report making appropriations for 
wildfire suppression operations for fiscal 
year 2015 that appropriates a base amount 
equal to 70 percent of the average cost of 
wildfire suppression operations over the pre-
vious 10 years and provides an additional ap-
propriation of up to but not to exceed $1.4 
billion for wildfire suppression operations 
and such amounts are so designated pursuant 
to this paragraph, then the allocation to the 
House Committee on Appropriations may be 
adjusted by the additional amount of budget 
authority above the base amount and the 
outlays resulting from that additional budg-
et authority. 

(2) DEFICIT-NEUTRAL ADJUSTMENT.—The 
total allowable discretionary adjustment for 
disaster relief pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(D) of the Balanced Budget and 
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Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 shall 
be reduced by an amount equivalent to the 
sum of allocation increases made pursuant 
to paragraph (1) in the previous year. 

(e) PROCEDURE FOR ADJUSTMENTS.—In the 
House, prior to consideration of any bill, 
joint resolution, amendment, or conference 
report, the chairman of the House Com-
mittee on the Budget shall make the adjust-
ments set forth in subsections (b), (c), and (d) 
for the incremental new budget authority in 
that measure and the outlays resulting from 
that budget authority if that measure meets 
the requirements set forth in this section. 
SEC. 404. BUDGETARY TREATMENT OF CERTAIN 

DISCRETIONARY ADMINISTRATIVE 
EXPENSES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the House, notwith-
standing section 302(a)(1) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, section 13301 of the 
Budget Enforcement Act of 1990, and section 
4001 of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1989, the joint explanatory statement 
accompanying the conference report on any 
concurrent resolution on the budget shall in-
clude in its allocation under section 302(a) of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 to the 
House Committee on Appropriations 
amounts for the discretionary administra-
tive expenses of the Social Security Admin-
istration and of the Postal Service. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of apply-
ing section 302(f) of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974, estimates of the level of total 
new budget authority and total outlays pro-
vided by a measure shall include any off- 
budget discretionary amounts. 
SEC. 405. APPLICATION AND EFFECT OF 

CHANGES IN ALLOCATIONS AND AG-
GREGATES. 

(a) APPLICATION.—In the House, any adjust-
ments of allocations and aggregates made 
pursuant to this resolution shall— 

(1) apply while that measure is under con-
sideration; 

(2) take effect upon the enactment of that 
measure; and 

(3) be published in the Congressional 
Record as soon as practicable. 

(b) EFFECT OF CHANGED ALLOCATIONS AND 
AGGREGATES.—Revised allocations and ag-
gregates resulting from these adjustments 
shall be considered for the purposes of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 as alloca-
tions and aggregates included in this resolu-
tion. 

(c) ADJUSTMENTS.—The chairman of the 
House Committee on the Budget may adjust 
the aggregates, allocations, and other levels 
in this resolution for legislation which has 
received final congressional approval in the 
same form by the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, but has yet to be presented 
to or signed by the President at the time of 
final consideration of this resolution. 
SEC. 406. REINSTATEMENT OF PAY-AS-YOU-GO. 

In the House, and pursuant to section 
301(b)(8) of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974, for the remainder of the 113th Congress, 
the following shall apply in lieu of ‘‘CUTGO’’ 
rules and principles: 

(1)(A) Except as provided in paragraphs (2) 
and (3), it shall not be in order to consider 
any bill, joint resolution, amendment, or 
conference report if the provisions of such 
measure affecting direct spending and reve-
nues have the net effect of increasing the on- 
budget deficit or reducing the on-budget sur-
plus for the period comprising either— 

(i) the current year, the budget year, and 
the four years following that budget year; or 

(ii) the current year, the budget year, and 
the nine years following that budget year. 

(B) The effect of such measure on the def-
icit or surplus shall be determined on the 
basis of estimates made by the Committee 
on the Budget. 

(C) For the purpose of this section, the 
terms ‘‘budget year’’, ‘‘current year’’, and 
‘‘direct spending’’ have the meanings speci-
fied in section 250 of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, 
except that the term ‘‘direct spending’’ shall 
also include provisions in appropriation Acts 
that make outyear modifications to sub-
stantive law as described in section 3(4) (C) 
of the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010. 

(2) If a bill, joint resolution, or amendment 
is considered pursuant to a special order of 
the House directing the Clerk to add as a 
new matter at the end of such measure the 
provisions of a separate measure as passed 
by the House, the provisions of such separate 
measure as passed by the House shall be in-
cluded in the evaluation under paragraph (1) 
of the bill, joint resolution, or amendment. 

(3)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), the evaluation under paragraph (1) shall 
exclude a provision expressly designated as 
an emergency for purposes of pay-as-you-go 
principles in the case of a point of order 
under this clause against consideration of— 

(i) a bill or joint resolution; 
(ii) an amendment made in order as origi-

nal text by a special order of business; 
(iii) a conference report; or 
(iv) an amendment between the Houses. 
(B) In the case of an amendment (other 

than one specified in subparagraph (A)) to a 
bill or joint resolution, the evaluation under 
paragraph (1) shall give no cognizance to any 
designation of emergency. 

(C) If a bill, a joint resolution, an amend-
ment made in order as original text by a spe-
cial order of business, a conference report, or 
an amendment between the Houses includes 
a provision expressly designated as an emer-
gency for purposes of pay-as-you-go prin-
ciples, the Chair shall put the question of 
consideration with respect thereto. 
SEC. 407. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS. 

The House adopts the provisions of this 
title— 

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the House of Representatives and as such 
they shall be considered as part of the rules 
of the House, and these rules shall supersede 
other rules only to the extent that they are 
inconsistent with other such rules; and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of the House of Representatives 
to change those rules at any time, in the 
same manner, and to the same extent as in 
the case of any other rule of the House of 
Representatives. 

TITLE V—POLICY 
SEC. 501. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON JOBS: MAKE 

IT IN AMERICA. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) the economy entered a deep recession in 

December 2007 that was worsened by a finan-
cial crisis in 2008-by January 2009, the pri-
vate sector was shedding about 800,000 jobs 
per month; 

(2) actions by the President, Congress, and 
the Federal Reserve helped stem the crisis, 
and job creation resumed in 2010, with the 
economy creating 8.9 million private jobs 
over the past 49 consecutive months; 

(3) as part of a ‘‘Make it in America’’ agen-
da, United States manufacturing has been 
leading the Nation’s economic recovery as 
domestic manufacturers regain their eco-
nomic and competitive edge and a wave of 
insourcing jobs from abroad begins; 

(4) despite the job gains already made, job 
growth needs to accelerate and continue for 
an extended period for the economy to fully 
recover from the recession; and 

(5) job creation is vital to Nation building 
at home and to deficit reduction—CBO has 
noted that if the country were at full em-
ployment, the deficit would be about half its 
current size. 

(b) POLICY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of this res-

olution that Congress should pursue a ‘‘Make 
it in America’’ agenda with a priority to con-
sider and enact legislation to help create 
jobs, remove incentives to out-source jobs 
overseas and instead support incentives that 
bring jobs back to the United States, and 
help middle class families by increasing the 
minimum wage. 

(2) JOBS.—This resolution— 
(A) provides funding to support President 

Obama’s four-year, $302 billion surface trans-
portation reauthorization proposal; 

(B) provides $1 billion for the President’s 
proposal to establish a Veterans Job Corps; 
and 

(C) establishes a reserve fund that would 
allow for passage of additional job creation 
measures, including further infrastructure 
improvements and support for biomedical re-
search that both creates jobs and advances 
scientific knowledge and health, or other 
spending or revenue proposals. 
SEC. 502. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON SURFACE 

TRANSPORTATION. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) Supporting the President’s four-year, 

$302 billion surface transportation reauthor-
ization proposal will sharpen America’s glob-
al competitive edge in the 21st century by al-
lowing infrastructure expansion and mod-
ernization. 

(2) Many of our roads, bridges, and transit 
systems are in disrepair, and fail to move as 
many goods and people as the economy de-
mands. The American Society of Engineers 
gives the United States infrastructure an 
overall grade of D+. 

(3) Deep cuts to our transportation funding 
over the next 10 years will hurt families and 
businesses at a time when we have major in-
frastructure needs and workers ready to do 
the job. 

(4) Increasing transportation investments 
improves our quality of life by building new 
ladders of opportunity—improving our com-
petitive edge, facilitating American exports, 
creating new jobs and increasing access to 
existing ones, and fostering economic 
growth, while also providing critical safety 
improvements and reduced commute times. 

(5) The highway trust fund provides crit-
ical funding for repairing, expanding, and 
modernizing roads, bridges, and transit sys-
tems, and according to recent CBO projec-
tions, it is expected to become insolvent this 
summer. This could force a halt to construc-
tion projects, which would put 700,000 jobs at 
risk. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House to 
provide funding in support of the President’s 
proposed four-year, $302 billion surface trans-
portation reauthorization that prevents the 
imminent insolvency of the highway trust 
fund and increases investment in our high-
way and transit programs. Such an invest-
ment sharpens our competitive edge, in-
creases access to jobs, reduces commute 
times, makes our highways and transit sys-
tems safer, facilitates American exports, cre-
ates jobs, and fosters economic growth. 
SEC. 503. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON TAX RE-

FORM AND FAIRNESS FOR MIDDLE- 
CLASS AMERICANS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) According to the United States Census 

Bureau, American families lost ground dur-
ing the 2000s as median income slipped 4.9 
percent in real terms between 2000 and 2009. 

(2) According to the Congressional Budget 
Office, between 1979 and 2007, real after-tax 
incomes for the top 1 percent of income earn-
ers grew 278 percent—or a stunning $973,100— 
per household. In contrast, real after-tax in-
comes of the middle 20 percent of families 
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grew just 25 percent, and incomes of the 
poorest 20 percent increased by 16 percent. 

(3) Past Republican tax plans have made 
reducing taxes for the wealthiest Americans 
the top priority. The result has been legisla-
tion that increased deficits while giving a 
disproportionate share of any tax cuts to the 
wealthy. 

(4) Recent Republican tax plans, including 
this year’s House Republican Budget, have 
emphasized reducing the top marginal rates 
to 25 percent. Analysis by the non-partisan 
Tax Policy Center has shown that it is im-
possible to achieve such a reduction and be 
revenue-neutral without large reductions in 
tax deductions and credits for middle-income 
taxpayers that would lead to a net tax in-
crease on those families. 

(5) Analyses of proposals to reduce top 
rates to 25 percent within a revenue-neutral 
tax reform plan indicate that the plans 
would raise taxes on middle-class families 
with children by an average of at least $2,000. 

(6) Such a tax increase would— 
(A) make it even harder for working fami-

lies to make ends meet; 
(B) cost the economy millions of jobs over 

the coming years by reducing consumer 
spending, which will greatly weaken eco-
nomic growth; and 

(C) further widen the income gap between 
the wealthiest households and the middle 
class by making the tax code more regres-
sive. 

(7) The tax code contains numerous, waste-
ful tax breaks for special interests. 

(8) these special tax breaks can greatly 
complicate the effort to administer the code 
and the taxpayer’s ability to fully comply 
with its terms, while also undermining our 
basic sense of fairness. 

(9) they can distort economic incentives 
for businesses and consumers and encourage 
businesses to ship American jobs and capital 
overseas for tax purposes; in many cases, the 
revenues lost to various tax expenditures can 
be put to better use for more targeted initia-
tives. 

(b) POLICY.— 
(1) This resolution would accommodate ac-

tion to simplify the tax code and eliminate 
special interest tax breaks without increas-
ing the tax burden on middle-class tax-
payers. 
SEC. 504. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON INCREASING 

THE MINIMUM WAGE. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) the minimum wage has not been in-

creased since 2009; 
(2) the real value of the minimum wage 

today is less than it was in 1956; 
(3) increasing the minimum wage to $10.10 

per hour would give a raise to about 
28,000,000 workers; 

(4) increasing the minimum wage to $10.10 
per hour would lift about 1,000,000 Americans 
out of poverty; 

(5) minimum wage workers bring home an 
average of 50 percent of their family’s total 
income; 

(6) a higher minimum wage would put more 
money in the pockets of individuals who are 
likely to spend additional income, which 
would help expand the economy and create 
jobs; 

(7) in part because of this effect, recent 
studies have indicated that increases in the 
minimum wage do not adversely impact job 
creation as much as had been previously 
thought, and that modest increases in the 
minimum wage may actually create jobs; 

(8) the higher minimum wage is important 
to victims of wage discrimination, who are 
more likely to find themselves in low-paying 
jobs; 

(9) a higher minimum wage will reduce 
government spending to provide assistance 
to minimum wage workers; and 

(10) a higher minimum wage will benefit 
businesses by increasing productivity, reduc-
ing absenteeism, and reducing turnover. 

(b) POLICY.—This resolution assumes ac-
tion by the House of Representatives to raise 
the minimum wage to $10.10 per hour in 
three annual steps, as proposed in H.R. 1010, 
the Fair Minimum Wage Act of 2013. 
SEC. 505. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON IMMIGRA-

TION REFORM. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) Fixing the country’s broken immigra-

tion system will mean a stronger economy 
and lower budget deficits. 

(2) The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) 
estimates that enacting H.R. 15, the Border 
Security, Economic Opportunity, and Immi-
gration Modernization Act, will reduce the 
deficit by $900 billion over the next two dec-
ades, boost the economy by 5.4 percent, and 
increase productivity by 1.0 percent. 

(3) The Social Security Actuary estimates 
that immigration reform will add up to $300 
billion to the Social Security Trust Fund 
over the next decade and will extend Social 
Security solvency by up to two years. 

(4) The passage of H.R. 15 recognizes that 
the primary tenets of its success depend on 
securing the sovereignty of the United 
States of America and establishing a coher-
ent and just system for integrating those 
who seek to join American society. 

(5) We have a right, and duty, to maintain 
and secure our borders, and to keep our 
country safe and prosperous. As a Nation 
founded, built and sustained by immigrants 
we also have a responsibility to harness the 
power of that tradition in a balanced way 
that secures a more prosperous future for 
America. 

(6) We have always welcomed newcomers to 
the United States and will continue to do so. 
But in order to qualify for the honor and 
privilege of eventual citizenship, our laws 
must be followed. The world depends on 
America to be strong—economically, mili-
tarily and ethically. The establishment of a 
stable, just, and efficient immigration sys-
tem only supports those goals. As a Nation, 
we have the right and responsibility to make 
our borders safe, to establish clear and just 
rules for seeking citizenship, to control the 
flow of legal immigration, and to eliminate 
illegal immigration, which in some cases has 
become a threat to our national security. 

(7) All parts of H.R. 15 are premised on the 
right and need of the United States to 
achieve these goals, and to protect its bor-
ders and maintain its sovereignty. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that the full House vote on comprehensive 
immigration reform—such as H.R. 15, the 
Border Security, Economic Opportunity, and 
Immigration Modernization Act—to boost 
our economy, lower deficits, establish clear 
and just rules for citizenship, and secure our 
borders. 
SEC. 506. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON EXTENSION 

OF EMERGENCY UNEMPLOYMENT 
COMPENSATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Since the expiration of emergency un-
employment compensation at the end of 2013, 
over 2,000,000 workers and their families have 
lost benefits. Thousands more are losing ben-
efits each week. 

(2) The long-term unemployment rate at 
the time of the expiration, and still today, 
was nearly twice as high as it was at the ex-
piration of any previous extended unemploy-
ment benefits program. 

(3) Extending unemployment is good for 
the affected workers and their families, and 
the economy as a whole. The CBO has esti-
mated that extending emergency unemploy-

ment compensation will create 200,000 jobs 
by the end of the year. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of this resolu-
tion that emergency unemployment com-
pensation be extended for 1 year, retroactive 
to its expiration. The resolution assumes 
this would be accomplished in two steps with 
passage of the bipartisan Senate bill adding 
5 months and future legislation completing 
the task. Over the full year, this will benefit 
5,000,000 Americans and their families as well 
as their communities and the Nation as a 
whole. 
SEC. 507. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON THE 

EARNED INCOME TAX CREDIT. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) The Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC) 

has long been considered one of our most ef-
fective anti-poverty programs. It has gen-
erally enjoyed strong, bipartisan support 
from Members of Congress and Presidents of 
each party. 

(2) The EITC rewards work. Benefits are 
only available to taxpayers with earned in-
come. Encouraging workforce participation 
among low earners is generally thought to 
benefit the workers, their families, the com-
munity and the overall economy. 

(3) Many of our income security programs 
target their benefits towards children. The 
EITC is no different; the credit for childless 
workers is significantly less generous. As a 
result, low-income childless workers often 
receive little support from our anti-poverty 
efforts. Expanding the EITC for childless 
workers would help close that gap and has 
been supported by anti-poverty experts with 
varying ideological perspectives, consistent 
with the Credit’s bipartisan history. 

(4) Expansion of the EITC can be viewed as 
a tax cut. There is significant room to ex-
pand the EITC for childless workers that 
would still leave those workers as net tax-
payers, when you include both the employee- 
and employer-paid portion of their Medicare 
and Social Security payroll taxes. 

(5) A tax cut for these workers is appro-
priate as very low-income childless workers, 
because of the limited tax benefits available 
to them, can, in some circumstances actu-
ally fall below the poverty line as a result of 
their tax burden. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of this resolu-
tion that the House should pass legislation 
to expand the Earned Income Tax Credit for 
childless workers. This expansion could take 
several forms, including larger phase-in and 
phase-out rates, higher thresholds for begin-
ning the phase-out range, and extension of 
the credit to older and younger adults. 
SEC. 508. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON WOMEN’S 

EMPOWERMENT: WHEN WOMEN SUC-
CEED, AMERICA SUCCEEDS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Wage inequality still exists in this 
country. Women make only 77 cents for 
every dollar earned by men, and the pay gap 
for African American women and Latinas is 
even larger. 

(2) Nearly two-thirds of minimum wage 
workers are women, and the minimum wage 
has not kept up with inflation over the last 
45 years. 

(3) More than 40 million private sector 
workers in this country—including more 
than 13 million working women—are not able 
to take a paid sick day when they are ill. 
Millions more lack paid sick time to care for 
a sick child. 

(4) Nearly one-quarter of adults in the 
United States (23 percent) report that they 
have lost a job or have been threatened with 
job loss for taking time off due to illness or 
to care for a sick child or relative. 

(5) Fully 89 percent of the United States 
workforce does not have paid family leave 
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through their employers, and more than 60 
percent of the workforce does not have paid 
personal medical leave through an employer- 
provided temporary disability program, 
which some new mothers use. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that Congress should make a positive dif-
ference in the lives of women, enacting 
measures to address economic equality and 
women’s health and safety. To address eco-
nomic fairness, Congress should enact the 
Paycheck Fairness Act, increase the min-
imum wage, support women entrepreneurs 
and small businesses, and support work and 
family balance through earned paid sick 
leave, and earned paid and expanded family 
and medical leave. To address health and 
safety concerns, Congress should increase 
funding for the prevention and treatment of 
women’s health issues such as breast cancer 
and heart disease, support access to family 
planning, and enact measures to prevent and 
protect women from domestic violence. 
SEC. 509. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON A NATIONAL 

STRATEGY TO ERADICATE POVERTY 
AND INCREASE OPPORTUNITY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Access to opportunity should be the 
right of every American. 

(2) Poverty has declined by more than one- 
third since 1967. More than 40,000,000 Ameri-
cans are not in poverty today because of pro-
grams and tax policies that strengthen eco-
nomic security and increase opportunity. 
Continued Federal support is essential to 
build on these gains. 

(3) Antipoverty programs have increas-
ingly been focused on encouraging and re-
warding work for those who are able. The 
programs can empower their beneficiaries to 
rise to the middle class through job training, 
educational assistance, adequate nutrition, 
housing and health care. 

(4) Social Security has played a major role 
in reducing poverty. Without it, the poverty 
rate in 2012 would have been 8.5 percentage 
points higher. Its positive impact on older 
Americans is even starker, lowering the pov-
erty rate among this group by 40 percentage 
points. 

(5) Unemployment insurance benefits pro-
vide critical support to millions of workers, 
who lost their jobs through no fault of their 
own, and their families. Without these bene-
fits, 2,500,000 more people would have lived in 
poverty in 2012. 

(6) The Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program alone lifts nearly 5,000,000 people 
out of poverty, including over 2,000,000 chil-
dren. It is particularly effective in keeping 
children—over 1,000,000—out of deep poverty 
(below half the poverty line). School break-
fast and lunch programs help keep children 
ready to learn, allowing them to reach their 
full potential. 

(7) Medicaid improves health, access to 
health care and financial security. Medicaid 
coverage lowers infant, child, and adult mor-
tality rates. Medicaid coverage virtually 
eliminates catastrophic out-of-pocket med-
ical expenditures, providing much needed fi-
nancial security and peace of mind. 

(8) The Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC) 
and Child Tax Credit (CTC) together lift over 
9,000,000 people, including 5,000,000 children, 
out of poverty. President Ronald Reagan 
proposed the major EITC expansion in the 
1986 Tax Reform Act, which he referred to as 
‘‘the best antipoverty, the best pro-family, 
the best job creation measure to come out of 
Congress’’. Studies indicate that children in 
families that receive the type of income sup-
ports EITC and CTC offer do better at school 
and have higher incomes as adults. 

(9) Despite our progress, there is still work 
to be done. Nearly 50,000,000 Americans still 
live below the poverty line. Parental income 

still has a major impact on children’s in-
come after they become adults. 

(10) The minimum wage has not changed 
since 2007 and is worth less today than it was 
in real terms at the beginning of 1950. The 
Congressional Budget Office estimates that 
an incremental increase in the minimum 
wage to $10.10 an hour would lift 900,000 peo-
ple out of poverty. 

(11) In addition, some areas of the country 
have been left behind. They face persistent 
high levels of poverty and joblessness. Resi-
dents of these areas often lack access to 
quality schools, affordable health care, and 
adequate job opportunities. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House to 
support a goal of developing a national strat-
egy to eliminate poverty, with the initial 
goal of cutting poverty in half in ten years, 
and to extend equitable access to economic 
opportunity to all Americans. The strategy 
must include a multi-pronged approach that 
would— 

(1) ensure a livable wage for workers, in-
cluding raising the minimum wage so that a 
full time worker earns enough to be above 
the poverty line; 

(2) provide education and job training to 
make sure workers have the skills to suc-
ceed; 

(3) provide supports for struggling families 
in difficult economic times and while devel-
oping skills; 

(4) remove barriers and obstacles that pre-
vent individuals from taking advantage of 
economic and educational opportunities; and 

(5) provide supports for the most vulner-
able who are not able to work: seniors, the 
severely disabled, and children. 
As the strategy is developed and imple-
mented, Congress must work to protect low- 
income and middle-class Americans from the 
negative impacts of budget cuts on the crit-
ical domestic programs that help millions of 
struggling American families. The strategy 
should maximize the impact of antipoverty 
programs across Federal, State, and local 
governments. Improving the effective coordi-
nation and oversight across agencies and im-
plementing a true unity of programs under a 
‘‘whole of government’’ approach to shared 
goals and client-based outcomes will help to 
streamline access, improve service delivery, 
and strengthen and extend the reach of every 
Federal dollar to fight poverty. The plan 
should consider additional targeting of 
spending toward persistent poverty areas to 
revitalize these areas of pervasive historical 
poverty, unemployment, and general dis-
tress. 
SEC. 510. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON SOCIAL SE-

CURITY REFORM THAT PROTECTS 
WORKERS AND RETIREES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) Social Security is America’s most im-

portant retirement resource, especially for 
seniors, because it provides an income floor 
to keep them, their spouses and their sur-
vivors out of poverty during retirement— 
benefits earned based on their past payroll 
contributions; 

(2) in January 2013, 58,000,000 people relied 
on Social Security; 

(3) 9 out of 10 individuals 65 and older re-
ceived Social Security benefits; 

(4) Social Security helps keep people out of 
poverty and has lowered the poverty rate 
among seniors by nearly 40 percentage 
points; 

(5) Social Security benefits are modest, 
with an average annual benefit for retirees of 
about $15,000, which is the majority of total 
retirement income for more than half of all 
beneficiaries; 

(6) diverting workers’ payroll contribu-
tions toward private accounts undermines 
retirement security and the social safety net 
by subjecting the workers’ retirement deci-

sions and income to the whims of the stock 
market; 

(7) diverting trust fund payroll contribu-
tions toward private accounts jeopardizes 
Social Security because the program will not 
have the resources to pay full benefits to 
current retirees; and 

(8) privatization increases Federal debt be-
cause the Treasury will have to borrow addi-
tional funds from the public to pay full bene-
fits to current retirees. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that Social Security should be strengthened 
for its own sake and not to achieve deficit 
reduction. Because privatization proposals 
are fiscally irresponsible and would put the 
retirement security of seniors at risk, any 
Social Security reform legislation shall re-
ject partial or complete privatization of the 
program. 
SEC. 511. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON PRO-

TECTING THE MEDICARE GUAR-
ANTEE FOR SENIORS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) senior citizens and persons with disabil-

ities highly value the Medicare program and 
rely on Medicare to guarantee their health 
and financial security; 

(2) in 2013, 52,000,000 people relied on Medi-
care for coverage of hospital stays, physician 
visits, prescription drugs, and other nec-
essary medical goods and services; 

(3) the Medicare program has lower admin-
istrative costs than private insurance, and 
Medicare program costs per enrollee have 
grown at a slower rate than private insur-
ance for a given level of benefits; 

(4) people with Medicare already have the 
ability to choose a private insurance plan 
within Medicare through the Medicare Ad-
vantage option, yet 72 percent of Medicare 
beneficiaries chose the traditional fee-for- 
service program instead of a private plan in 
2013; 

(5) rising health care costs are not unique 
to Medicare or other Federal health pro-
grams, they are endemic to the entire health 
care system; 

(6) converting Medicare into a voucher for 
the purchase of health insurance will merely 
force seniors and individuals with disabil-
ities to pay much higher premiums if they 
want to use their voucher to purchase tradi-
tional Medicare coverage; 

(7) a voucher system in which the voucher 
payment fails to keep pace with growth in 
health costs would expose seniors and per-
sons with disabilities on fixed incomes to un-
acceptable financial risks; 

(8) shifting more health care costs onto 
Medicare beneficiaries would not reduce 
overall health care costs, instead it would 
mean beneficiaries would face higher pre-
miums, eroding coverage, or both; and 

(9) versions of voucher policies that do not 
immediately end the traditional Medicare 
program will merely set it up for a death spi-
ral as private plans siphon off healthier and 
less expensive beneficiaries, leaving the sick-
est beneficiaries in a program that will with-
er away. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that the Medicare guarantee for seniors and 
persons with disabilities should be preserved 
and strengthened, and that any legislation 
to end the Medicare guarantee, financially 
penalize people for choosing traditional 
Medicare, or shift rising health care costs 
onto seniors by replacing Medicare with 
vouchers or premium support for the pur-
chase of health insurance, should be rejected. 
SEC. 512. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON AFFORD-

ABLE HEALTH CARE COVERAGE FOR 
WORKING FAMILIES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) making health care coverage affordable 

and accessible for all American families will 
improve families’ health and economic secu-
rity, which will make the economy stronger; 
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(2) the Affordable Care Act will expand af-

fordable coverage to 25,000,000 people by the 
end of the decade, and already, millions of 
Americans have health insurance under this 
law—more than 7,000,000 individuals have 
signed up for private health insurance 
through new health insurance Marketplaces, 
3,000,000 young adults have been able to stay 
on their parent’s health insurance plan, and 
3,000,000 people have new Medicaid coverage; 

(3) the Affordable Care Act ensures the 
right to equal treatment for people who have 
preexisting health conditions and for women; 

(4) the Affordable Care Act ensures that 
health insurance coverage will always in-
clude basic necessary services such as pre-
scription drugs, mental health care, and ma-
ternity care and that insurance companies 
cannot impose lifetime or annual limits on 
these benefits; 

(5) the Affordable Care Act increases trans-
parency in health care, helping to reduce 
health care cost growth by requiring trans-
parency around hospital charges, insurer 
cost-sharing, and kick-back payments from 
pharmaceutical companies to physicians; 

(6) the Affordable Care Act reforms Federal 
health entitlements by using nearly every 
health cost-containment provision experts 
recommend, including new incentives to re-
ward quality and coordination of care rather 
than simply quantity of services provided, 
new tools to crack down on fraud, and the 
elimination of excessive taxpayer subsidies 
to private insurance plans, and as a result 
will slow the projected annual growth rate of 
national health expenditures by 0.3 percent-
age points after 2016, the essence of ‘‘bending 
the cost curve’’; and 

(7) the Affordable Care Act will reduce the 
Federal deficit by more than $1,000,000,000,000 
over the next 20 years. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that the law of the land should support mak-
ing affordable health care coverage available 
to every American family, and therefore the 
Affordable Care Act should not be repealed. 

SEC. 513. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON MEDICAID. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) Medicaid is a central component of the 

Nation’s health care safety net, providing 
health coverage to 60,000,000 Americans, in-
cluding 1 in 3 children; 

(2) Medicaid improves health outcomes, ac-
cess to health services, and financial secu-
rity; 

(3) senior citizens and people with disabil-
ities account for two-thirds of Medicaid pro-
gram spending and consequently would be at 
particular risk of losing access to important 
health care assistance under any policy to 
sever the link between Medicaid funding and 
the actual costs of providing services to the 
currently eligible Medicaid population; 

(4) Medicaid is the primary payer for long- 
term care services in the United States, pro-
viding a critical health care safety net for 
senior citizens and people with disabilities 
facing significant costs for long-term care; 
and 

(5) at least 70 percent of people over age 65 
will likely need long-term care services at 
some point in their lives. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that the important health care safety net for 
children, senior citizens, people with disabil-
ities, and other vulnerable Americans pro-
vided by Medicaid should be preserved and 
should not be dismantled by converting Med-
icaid into a block grant, per capita cap, or 
other financing arrangement that would 
limit Federal contributions and render the 
program incapable of responding to in-
creased need that may result from trends in 
demographics or health care costs or from 
economic conditions. 

SEC. 514. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON NATIONAL 
SECURITY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds that— 
(1) we must continue to support a strong 

military that is second to none and the size 
and the structure of our military have to be 
driven by a strategy; 

(2) those who serve in uniform are our 
most important security resource and the 
Administration and Congress shall continue 
to provide the support they need to success-
fully carry out the missions the country 
gives them; 

(3) a growing economy is the foundation of 
our security and enables the country to pro-
vide the resources for a strong military, 
sound homeland security agencies, and effec-
tive diplomacy and international develop-
ment; 

(4) the Nation’s projected long-term debt 
could have serious consequences for our 
economy and security, and that more effi-
cient military spending has to be part of an 
overall plan that effectively deals with this 
problem; 

(5) the bipartisan National Commission on 
Fiscal Responsibility and Reform and the bi-
partisan Rivlin-Domenici Debt Reduction 
Task Force concluded that a serious and bal-
anced deficit reduction plan must put na-
tional security programs on the table; 

(6) former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff Admiral Mike Mullen argued that the 
permissive budget environment over the last 
decade, a period when defense spending in-
creased by hundreds of billions of dollars, 
had allowed the Pentagon to avoid 
prioritizing; 

(7) reining in wasteful spending at the Na-
tion’s security agencies, including the De-
partment of Defense—the last department 
still unable to pass an audit—such as the 
elimination of duplicative programs that 
have been identified by the Government Ac-
countability Office needs to continue as a 
priority; 

(8) effective implementation of weapons ac-
quisition reforms at the Department of De-
fense can help control excessive cost growth 
in the development of new weapons systems 
and help ensure that weapons systems are 
delivered on time and in adequate quantities 
to equip our servicemen and servicewomen; 

(9) the Department of Defense should con-
tinue to review defense plans and require-
ments to ensure that weapons developed to 
counter Cold War-era threats are not redun-
dant and are applicable to 21st century 
threats, which should include, with the par-
ticipation of the National Nuclear Security 
Administration, examination of require-
ments for the nuclear weapons stockpile, nu-
clear weapons delivery systems, and nuclear 
weapons and infrastructure modernization; 

(10) weapons technologies should be proven 
to work through adequate testing before ad-
vancing them to the production phase of the 
acquisition process; 

(11) the Pentagon’s operation and mainte-
nance budget has grown for decades between 
2.5 percent and 3.0 percent above inflation 
each year on a per service member basis, and 
it is imperative that unsustainable cost 
growth be controlled in this area; 

(12) nearly all of the increase in the Fed-
eral civilian workforce from 2001 to 2013 is 
due to increases at security-related agen-
cies—Department of Defense, Department of 
Homeland Security, Department of Veterans 
Affairs, and Department of Justice—and the 
increase, in part, represents a transition to 
ensure civil servants, as opposed to private 
contractors, are performing inherently gov-
ernmental work and an increase to a long-de-
pleted acquisition and auditing workforce at 
the Pentagon to ensure effective manage-
ment of weapons systems programs, to elimi-
nate the use of contractors to oversee other 

contractors, and to prevent waste, fraud, and 
abuse; 

(13) proposals to implement an indiscrimi-
nate 10 percent across-the-board cut to the 
Federal civilian workforce would adversely 
affect security agencies, leaving them unable 
to manage their total workforce, which in-
cludes contractors, and their operations in a 
cost-effective manner; and 

(14) cooperative threat reduction and other 
nonproliferation programs (securing ‘‘loose 
nukes’’ and other materials used in weapons 
of mass destruction), which were highlighted 
as high priorities by the 9/11 Commission, 
need to be funded at a level that is commen-
surate with the evolving threat. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that— 

(1) the sequester required by the Budget 
Control Act of 2011 for fiscal years 2016 
through 2021 should be rescinded and re-
placed by a deficit reduction plan that is bal-
anced, that makes smart spending cuts, that 
requires everyone to pay their fair share, and 
that takes into account a comprehensive na-
tional security strategy that includes careful 
consideration of international, defense, 
homeland security, and law enforcement pro-
grams; and 

(2) savings can be achieved from the na-
tional defense budget without compromising 
our security through greater emphasis on 
eliminating duplicative and wasteful pro-
grams, reforming the acquisition process, 
identifying and constraining unsustainable 
operating costs, and through careful analysis 
of our national security needs. 
SEC. 515. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON CLIMATE 

CHANGE SCIENCE. 
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing: 
(1) The United States Government Ac-

countability Office described climate change 
as, ‘‘a complex, crosscutting issue that poses 
risks to many environmental and economic 
systems—including agriculture, infrastruc-
ture, ecosystems, and human health—and 
presents a significant financial risk to the 
Federal Government’’. 

(2) The United States Academy of Sciences 
and the British Royal Society reported, ‘‘It 
is now more certain than ever, based on 
many lines of evidence, that humans are 
changing Earth’s climate. The atmosphere 
and oceans have warmed, accompanied by 
sea-level rise, a strong decline in Arctic sea 
ice, and other climate-related changes’’. 

(3) The United Nations’ Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change concluded the ef-
fects of climate change are occurring world-
wide, ‘‘Observed impacts of climate change 
have already affected agriculture, human 
health, ecosystems on land and in the 
oceans, water supplies, and some people’s 
livelihoods’’. 

(4) The United States National Research 
Council’s National Climate Assessment and 
Development Advisory Committee found cli-
mate change affects, ‘‘human health, water 
supply, agriculture, transportation, energy, 
and many other aspects of society’’. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that climate change presents a significant fi-
nancial risk to the Federal Government. The 
scientific community has reached a con-
sensus regarding climate change science, 
which provides critical information to pre-
serve economic and environmental systems 
throughout the world. 
SEC. 516. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON INVEST-

MENTS IN EARLY CHILDHOOD EDU-
CATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Investments in early education are 
among the best investments we can make for 
children, families, and the economy. 
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(2) Investments in early childhood benefit 

the economy as a whole, generating at least 
$7 in return for every $1 invested by lowering 
the need for spending on other services—such 
as remedial education, grade repetition, and 
special education—and increasing produc-
tivity and earnings for those children as 
adults. 

(3) Children who receive high-quality early 
education benefit directly in both the short 
term and the long term. They have better 
educational outcomes, stronger job earnings, 
and lower crime and delinquency rates. 

(4) Unfortunately, only 3 out of every 10 4- 
year-olds are enrolled in high-quality early 
childhood education programs in the United 
States. This low level of participation ranks 
the United States 28th out of 38 countries in 
the Organization of Economic Cooperation 
and Development for the share of 4-year-olds 
enrolled in early childhood education. 

(5) In particular, children from low-income 
families are less likely to have access to 
high-quality, affordable preschool programs 
that will prepare them for kindergarten. By 
third grade, children from low-income fami-
lies who are not reading at grade level are 
six times less likely to graduate from high 
school than students who are proficient. 

(b) POLICY.—This resolution provides for 
enactment of a $76 billion, 10-year invest-
ment to provide access to high-quality early 
education for all 4-year-olds. Early edu-
cation programs must meet quality bench-
marks that are linked to better outcomes for 
children, including a rigorous curriculum 
tied to State-level standards, qualified 
teachers, small class sizes, and effective 
evaluation and review of programs. 
SEC. 517. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON TAKING A 

BALANCED APPROACH TO DEFICIT 
REDUCTION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Since 2010, the Congress has enacted 
several major measures to reduce the deficit. 
Most of the savings come from cuts to spend-
ing. Revenues represent less than one-quar-
ter of total savings achieved. 

(2) Allowing implementation of the re-
maining spending sequester will damage our 
national security, critical infrastructure, 
and other important investments. 

(3) Every bipartisan commission has rec-
ommended, and the majority of Americans 
agree, that we should take a balanced, bipar-
tisan approach to reducing the deficit that 
addresses both revenue and spending. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the House 
that Congress should develop a balanced plan 
to address the Nation’s long-term fiscal im-
balance. The plan should— 

(1) prevent job loss and economic drag in 
the near term as the economy heals; 

(2) increase revenues without increasing 
the tax burden on middle-income Americans; 
and 

(3) decrease spending through greater effi-
ciencies within the Government and improv-
ing incentives for service providers while 
maintaining the Medicare guarantee, pro-
tecting Social Security and a strong social 
safety net, and making strategic invest-
ments in education, science, research, and 
critical infrastructure necessary to compete 
in the global economy. 
SEC. 518. POLICY STATEMENT ON DEFICIT RE-

DUCTION THROUGH THE REDUC-
TION OF UNNECESSARY AND WASTE-
FUL SPENDING. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The Government Accountability Office 
(‘‘GAO’’) is required by law to identify exam-
ples of waste, duplication, and overlap in 
Federal programs, and has so identified doz-
ens of such examples. 

(2) In testimony before the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform, the 

Comptroller General has stated that address-
ing the identified waste, duplication, and 
overlap in Federal programs ‘‘could poten-
tially save tens of billions of dollars’’. 

(3) The Federal Government spends about 
$80 billion each year for information tech-
nology. GAO has identified opportunities for 
savings and improved efficiencies in the Gov-
ernment’s information technology infra-
structure. 

(4) Federal agencies reported an estimated 
$108 billion in improper payments in fiscal 
year 2012. 

(5) Under clause 2 of Rule XI of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, each stand-
ing committee must hold at least one hear-
ing during each 120 day period following its 
establishment on waste, fraud, abuse, or mis-
management in Government programs. 

(6) According to the Congressional Budget 
Office, by fiscal year 2015, 32 laws will expire. 
Timely reauthorizations of these laws would 
ensure assessments of program justification 
and effectiveness. 

(7) The findings resulting from congres-
sional oversight of Federal Government pro-
grams may result in programmatic changes 
in both authorizing statutes and program 
funding levels. 

(b) POLICY STATEMENT ON DEFICIT REDUC-
TION THROUGH THE REDUCTION OF UNNECES-
SARY AND WASTEFUL SPENDING.—Each au-
thorizing committee annually shall include 
in its Views and Estimates letter required 
under section 301(d) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974 recommendations to the 
Committee on the Budget of programs with-
in the jurisdiction of such committee whose 
funding should be changed. 
SEC. 519. POLICY OF THE HOUSE ON THE USE OF 

TAXPAYER FUNDS. 
It is the policy of this resolution that the 

House should lead by example and identify 
any savings that can be achieved through 
greater productivity and efficiency gains in 
the operation and maintenance of House 
services and resources like printing, con-
ferences, utilities, telecommunications, fur-
niture, grounds maintenance, postage, and 
rent. This should include a review of policies 
and procedures for acquisition of goods and 
services to eliminate any unnecessary spend-
ing. The Committee on House Administra-
tion shall review the policies pertaining to 
the services provided to Members of Con-
gress and House Committees, and shall iden-
tify ways to reduce any subsidies paid for the 
operation of the House gym, Barbershop, 
Salon, and the House dining room. Further, 
it is the policy of this resolution that no tax-
payer funds may be used to purchase first 
class airfare or to lease corporate jets for 
Members of Congress. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 544, the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) and a 
Member opposed each will control 15 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment reflects the priorities 
and values of the country. This amend-
ment focuses on growing jobs now, 
making sure that we have a strong 
economy and making sure we signifi-
cantly reduce our deficit and debt as a 
share of our economy over the longer 
term and does it in a balanced way. It 
does it by, for example, closing some of 
the special interest tax breaks that ac-
tually perversely encourage American 
corporations to ship American jobs 
overseas. We believe we should be in 
the business of shipping American 

products overseas, and this budget does 
invest in jobs right here at home. 

Unlike the House Republican budget, 
we don’t allow the transportation trust 
fund to go insolvent later this summer. 
Unlike the House Republic budget, we 
do not make deep cuts in our kids’ edu-
cation. We think it is important to 
build that ladder of opportunity. Un-
like the Republican budget, we don’t 
reopen the prescription drug doughnut 
hole and require seniors to pay more if 
they have high prescription drug costs, 
and we don’t shred the social safety 
net. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to also bring to 
the attention of the body something 
else that is in here. We advance fund, 
100 percent, the Veterans Administra-
tion, because what we saw during the 
unnecessary and unproductive govern-
ment shutdown last fall was that the 
closure began to put at risk the bene-
fits that were being paid to our vet-
erans. Now, we already provide for the 
advance funding of those health care 
benefits, but what we don’t fund in ad-
vance are the people who have to ad-
minister them to make sure that they 
are delivered to our veterans on time. 

So we are very pleased to have a let-
ter here from the DAV and other vet-
erans’ groups that strongly support 
this provision in our budget. It is some-
thing that they have been requesting. I 
just want to read one of the para-
graphs: 

We would like to commend you for pre-
senting an alternate budget proposal that 
contains a provision for advance appropria-
tions to all VA discretionary programs and 
services, a critically needed reform that is 
universally supported by veterans’ organiza-
tions and is DAV’s number one priority. 

So whether it is veterans, whether it 
is our kids’ education, or whether it is 
making our commitment to our sen-
iors, we choose to make sure that we 
fund the priorities of the country and 
we don’t keep off-limits tax preferences 
for the powerful and the privileged. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-

man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. TERRY). The 
gentleman is recognized for 15 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. At this 
time, Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WIL-
LIAMS), a distinguished member of the 
Budget Committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Thank you, Chair-
man RYAN. 

As a businessowner of 42 years, I 
know what it means to meet the bot-
tom line and live within my means, 
both in my business and in my family. 
Unfortunately, America hasn’t lived 
within its means for years, and we are 
nearing the tipping point. But Presi-
dent Obama and the Democrats in Con-
gress want to push us nearer to the 
edge rather than rein us back in by 
spending money we just don’t have and 
growing government with massive, 
government-run programs like 
ObamaCare. 
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The government already takes 

enough money from the hands of hard-
working Americans—and that is not 
the problem. The problem is spending. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN’s plan does nothing to 
address the real problem. It makes it 
worse. We need a budget that shrinks 
the size of government, reins in out-of- 
control spending, and prevents tax dol-
lars from being subject to waste, fraud, 
and abuse. 

The Van Hollen plan raises taxes by 
$1.8 trillion, and when compared to the 
Republican budget authored by Chair-
man RYAN, it spends nearly $6 trillion 
more, adds more than $4 trillion to the 
national debt, and it never, never bal-
ances. The budget is a disaster that 
doesn’t reflect the direction this Na-
tion needs to go, nor does it reflect 
what the American people want or 
need. 

We need a responsible plan. That is 
why I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on this substitute. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman is right that we do close 
some special interest tax breaks, but 
we also have about $400 billion in rev-
enue from pro-growth immigration re-
form which is in this budget, which at 
least some of our colleagues on the Re-
publican side recognize as a good thing. 

In fact, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice has told us that one thing we could 
do right now to get the economy mov-
ing faster would be to pass comprehen-
sive, bipartisan immigration reform. In 
fact, they say it will help reduce the 
deficit by close to $1 trillion over the 
next 20 years and generate some eco-
nomic activity. So $400 billion in that 
revenue is from more economic activ-
ity, the kind of pro-growth activity we 
thought our Republican colleagues 
liked. 

I am now very pleased to yield 1 
minute to the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE), a distinguished mem-
ber of the Budget Committee, who has 
been focused on trying to make sure 
everybody in America gets a fair 
shake. 

b 1030 
Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chairman, 

let me thank the ranking member for 
yielding and for your tireless leader-
ship of our committee. I rise in very 
strong support of the Democratic alter-
native to the disastrous Republican 
budget. Our Democratic alternative 
closes tax loopholes and makes smart 
investments in policies and programs 
that create jobs, cuts poverty and 
grows the economy for all. 

The Democratic alternative raises 
the minimum wage to $10.10 which lifts 
nearly 1 million Americans out of pov-
erty. It also expands the earned income 
tax credit, and for the millions of 
Americans still struggling to find a 
job, it extends the lifeline of unemploy-
ment compensation which House Re-
publicans have refused to consider. 
Nearly 3 million people are living on 
the edge because Republicans refuse to 
extend emergency unemployment com-
pensation. 

Our alternative protects Medicare, 
eliminates the sequester, and includes, 
as our ranking member said, com-
prehensive immigration reform which 
lowers our deficit by $900 billion. 

Finally, I appreciate some of my Re-
publican colleagues have shown an in-
terest in cutting poverty in our coun-
try. However, we have starkly different 
opinions of how we achieve that goal. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield an addi-
tional 30 seconds to the gentlelady. 

Ms. LEE of California. I thank the 
ranking member. 

As I was saying, we must attack pov-
erty, not the poor, as evidenced 
through the draconian cuts to the safe-
ty net in the Ryan budget. Gutting 
SNAP is not a path out of poverty. 

The American people deserve a fight-
ing chance to enter the middle class. 
They deserve better than the Ryan 
budget. Let me tell you, the better 
budget for our country is the Demo-
cratic alternative, which provides 
pathways out of poverty, creates jobs, 
protects the safety net, and grows the 
economy for all. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
MULVANEY). 

Mr. MULVANEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
think it is noteworthy that once 
again—once again—and this is the 
fourth budget cycle that I have been 
through, the fourth Democratic budget 
offered here, that never balances. It 
never balances. How do you ever, ever 
pay back money that you have already 
borrowed if you never have a surplus 
and never get to balance? I have said it 
before and I will say it again: if you 
borrow money from me and intend to 
pay it back, that is debt. If you borrow 
money from me and never intend to 
pay it back, that is theft. That is what 
the Democrats are offering here today, 
Mr. Chairman. They are encouraging 
us to borrow more and borrow more 
and borrow more and never lay out any 
plan whatsoever for paying that money 
back to the children and grandchildren 
from whom we are borrowing. 

The only plan that will be offered 
later today that does that is the Re-
publican budget. I strongly encourage a 
‘‘no’’ vote on the Democratic plan, a 
‘‘no’’ vote on continued generational 
theft, and a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the Repub-
lican plan. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
find this newfound ideology of having 
to hit a particular target at a par-
ticular time interesting since 3 years 
ago the Republican budget balanced 
maybe around the year 2040. And this 
year, it doesn’t balance if you also 
claim to be getting rid of the Afford-
able Care Act, because you have $2 tril-
lion in revenue in savings in this Re-
publican budget from the Affordable 
Care Act, the same Affordable Care Act 
you say you are getting rid of. You just 
can’t have both things true at the same 
time. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT), 
someone who knows a little bit about 
logic, a distinguished member of the 
Budget Committee. 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, a 
budget is a statement of a society’s 
moral principles. The Democratic 
budget is an investment plan that cre-
ates a job for a marine who comes back 
from Afghanistan. It guarantees health 
security for a single mom and her asth-
matic daughter. It expands the oppor-
tunity for a bright-eyed son of immi-
grant parents to go to college. 

On the other hand, the Ryan mani-
festo doesn’t create a job for that ma-
rine. The Ryan budget fires 3 million 
Americans over the next 2 years, and it 
protects tax breaks for companies ship-
ping those jobs overseas. The Ryan 
budget repeals the Affordable Care Act, 
forcing that single mother and baby 
daughter back into the intolerable 
days when families could not afford 
health care. 

In summary, the Republican budget 
asks not what you can do for your 
country, but proclaims your country 
refuses to do a thing for you. 

The Democratic budget invests in our 
greatest resource, the American peo-
ple, the key to our Nation’s continued 
greatness in the years to come. Vote 
‘‘yes’’ on the Democratic alternative. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, at this time I would like to yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. PRICE), the vice chairman of 
the House Budget Committee. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 
I want to commend the chairman of 
the committee for the great work he 
has done in bringing forward a positive, 
solutions-oriented budget. 

What we are hearing here is the same 
song, different verse. You would think 
that they would get tired of singing 
this song because it is so out of key: 
spends more, taxes more, borrows 
more, adds $4.3 trillion to the debt and 
never, ever comes to balance. Ever. 

The American people watching this 
and reading their newspapers about 
what the plan is in Washington, what 
the budget is in Washington, they rec-
ognize that the Democrats’ plan is 
never, ever to balance; not something 
they can do in their homes. People 
have to balance their budgets. Not 
something they can do in their busi-
nesses; people have to balance budgets. 
So we hope that at some point in the 
future our friends on the other side of 
the aisle recognize that fiscal responsi-
bility has something to do with the 
American dream. 

When we don’t balance as a Nation, 
when our Federal budget doesn’t bal-
ance, when we continue to add $4.3 tril-
lion more to the debt than the Repub-
lican budget, what that means is we 
are robbing from future generations. 
We are telling them you are going to 
have to pay this; we are not responsible 
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enough to pay it. You get to pay it. 
How does that sound to the young per-
son out there who, by the way, is grad-
uating from college and can’t find a job 
in their sphere of interest because of 
this faltering economy. 

So what is the alternative? That is 
the good news, Mr. Chairman. There 
are positive solutions that we are offer-
ing. That is the Republican budget we 
are going to have a vote on just this 
morning, a positive budget that actu-
ally balances the budget over a period 
of 10 years. And it not only balances 
the budget, it gets us on a path to pay 
off the entire debt of the United States. 

Think about the wonderful dreams 
that can be realized by young people 
and others across this great land when 
we don’t have any debt. Think of what 
happens when you finally pay off that 
car. What a great relief that is. When 
you are finally able to pay off your 
home, when you are finally able to pay 
off those debts, you remember, you 
wake the next morning and you feel 
freer and more excited. There is a 
greater opportunity to realize your 
dreams. 

Our budget recognizes that health 
care is indeed important, and that 
Medicare and Medicaid, not according 
to me or the Republican side but ac-
cording to the actuaries in those pro-
grams, is going broke. Bankrupt. What 
does that mean? That means that sen-
iors and individuals in the Medicaid 
program will no longer be able to re-
ceive the benefits, the services, the 
health care that we have promised 
them as a country. That is what that 
means. That is what this program does 
on the other side of the aisle. That is 
why in our budget we save and 
strengthen and secure Medicare and 
Medicaid. We do so by making certain 
that patients are in charge of health 
care, not the Federal Government. The 
Republican budget is the premier budg-
et that is being offered today. I urge 
my colleagues to vote down the Demo-
crat budget and vote for the Repub-
lican budget. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
look, our Republican colleagues are 
going to have to choose and tell the 
American people, either they claim to 
have a budget that balances in 10 years 
or they are going to repeal the Afford-
able Care Act. But right now because 
they get rid of the entire Affordable 
Care Act, including the revenues and 
savings, they don’t come close to bal-
ancing. I keep hearing balance, and the 
reality is that it has all that revenue 
from the Affordable Care Act. 

The one thing we know is that the 
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Of-
fice says the Republican budget will 
slow down the economy in the next 
couple years. Ours won’t, in part be-
cause we make investments in our in-
frastructure. 

At this time I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO), 
who is focused on making sure that 
this country has the modern infra-
structure it needs, the ranking member 
of the Natural Resources Committee. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, if this 
budget balances, it balances in an al-
ternate reality, perhaps on Planet 
Reagan. But it does take a very dys-
peptic view of investments because 
they prioritize tax cuts for billionaires 
over investments. They purport or pre-
tend or actually will cut out all Fed-
eral investment in roads, bridges, high-
ways, and transit. That is a $52 billion 
cut. That is a couple of million jobs, 
and a lot more crumbling bridges. 

We have something called the Land 
Water Conservation Fund. It is funded 
by taxes collected from offshore oil 
drilling. It is suppose to buy conserva-
tion lands. They will not allow a single 
acre of land to be purchased by the 
Federal Government, but they will still 
collect the tax from the oil industry. 

And what about the looming crisis in 
wildfires in the West? Well, they are 
closing their eyes and are pretending 
we are not going to have drastic 
wildfires across the West, and they put 
zero budget in there in anticipation of 
drastic wildfires. 

This is the most unbelievably unreal-
istic, and I would have to go almost to 
the word, and I can’t attribute it to 
people’s motivations, but hypocritical 
budget I have ever seen. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY), a 
member of the Budget Committee. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I think 
this is a fascinating debate that is tak-
ing place today, laying out truly the 
two versions and visions for America. 
My friends on the other side of the 
aisle have no interest in putting Amer-
ica on a pathway to sustainability. 
They advocate for $2 trillion of more 
taxes, but more taxes and more spend-
ing in their proposal never leads us to 
a balanced budget. They lead us to a 
debt crisis. 

It is one thing to come into this 
House, into this Chamber, and tell the 
American people, ‘‘I want to raise 
taxes; and with those tax increases 
which are going to kill jobs, at one 
point I will balance the budget.’’ But 
they don’t even do that. They tax and 
they spend, and spend and they tax, 
and they never balance. 

Mr. Chairman, I know this is Mr. 
RYAN’s last budget that he has intro-
duced. I have somewhat of a disagree-
ment on this, and there is some good 
news and bad news in what the Demo-
crats propose. The good news is that 
they actually pay for all of their spend-
ing. The bad news is the money they 
pay it with is still in the pockets of our 
hardworking middle class families. It 
is going to be an attack on middle class 
families if we are going to pay for an 
irresponsible budget and an irrespon-
sible spending path. And in the end, 
they will have a lower standard of liv-
ing. I think that is unacceptable. I 
think we should reject this budget and 
actually be responsible to the Amer-
ican people, sustainable for the Amer-
ican people, and truly get the job done 
for the next generation. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin has 8 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Maryland has 
61⁄4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I yield 1 minute 
to the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
BLUMENAUER), a distinguish member of 
the Budget Committee. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, 
the Republican budget flies in the face 
of the reality of their own budget. It 
does nothing to deal with the very real, 
looming crisis of Social Security. They 
are afraid to inflict their Medicare so-
lution on the seniors that vote today; 
instead, it will bite long after the peo-
ple arguing for it will have moved on. 

It repeals the Affordable Care Act, 
but keeps the taxes and fees they railed 
against. But there is nothing sadder 
than yesterday’s Ryan soliloquy on 
how America cannot afford to invest in 
its future. 

Well, we don’t think having billion-
aire hedge fund managers pay the same 
tax rate as hardworking Americans 
would be a blow to prosperity. Our 
budget invests in America’s future—in 
infrastructure, education, innovation— 
while the Republicans would sentence 
this rich, great country to perpetual 
decline. Mercifully, this won’t happen. 
Their budget will not become law. 

Someday, America will invest in our 
future again, close tax loopholes, and 
work together to solve our problems. 
Our budget shows how. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I yield my-
self 1 minute, Mr. Chairman. 

We have had a good three days of de-
bate here. I plan on saying more in a 
few moments, but I find it really inter-
esting, I don’t see much of a defense of 
the budget that the gentleman is offer-
ing, and more of the continually what 
I would call discredited attacks against 
ours. Our budget increases spending on 
average by 3.5 percent over the next 10 
years instead of 5.2 percent. 

b 1045 

We are proposing to spend $43 trillion 
over the next 10 years instead of the $48 
trillion. This is draconian, awful, evil, 
terrible, hurting people. 

We have seen this movie so many 
times over and over again. All the 
other side is offering is just keep doing 
more of the same; the same economics 
that we have had for the same 5 years, 
just keep doing more of that. 

If taxing, borrowing, and spending 
was working, we would know by now. It 
is not. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself 30 additional sec-
onds. 

That is why we need a different direc-
tion. That is why we owe the country 
an alternative; one that actually grows 
the economy, one that balances the 
budget and pays off the debt, one that 
secures retirement not with empty 
promises but real reforms, one that 
goes after waste and cronyism, one 
that respects people and does not offer 
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more and more and more and more con-
trol in Washington. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
what we know is old and stale and 
doesn’t work is trickle down econom-
ics. The idea you just give the folks at 
the very top a little bit bigger tax 
break and somehow it is going to ben-
efit everybody else didn’t work and 
made the deficit go up. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. ELLISON), a member of the 
Finance Committee. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman. 

We do live in a great country. Thank 
God people before this Congress, before 
Mr. RYAN’s budget, understood that in-
vesting in our Nation’s infrastructure 
was critical to achieving that great-
ness. 

The budget being offered by the 
Democrats invests in America, we in-
vest in infrastructure. The Ryan budg-
et does not do that. In fact, we go back. 

Our country has never been made 
great. We have never built railroads, 
never built great dams, never built 
great things to make this country the 
wonderful place that it is based on cut-
ting and slashing and redistributing 
money up toward the wealthiest. 

Vote against the Ryan budget. Vote 
for the Democratic alternative. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman I 
am now pleased to yield 45 seconds to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE), a terrific new member of the 
Budget Committee. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the ranking member for yielding. 

I think we can agree at least on the 
rhetoric that the best thing we can do 
to balance our budget in the long-term 
is to grow the economy, but it is pretty 
clear we have a different vision as to 
how that will actually happen. 

We believe that a Tax Code that is 
fair, that equally distributes the obli-
gation to all Americans, is one of the 
ways we get there. We don’t believe 
that simply cutting taxes for the 
wealthiest Americans and passing the 
obligation on to working people is the 
way to do it. 

We believe that we grow the economy 
by investing in infrastructure so that 
we can grow jobs and deliver products 
across the country and across the plan-
et. We don’t think we get there by cut-
ting infrastructure and continuing to 
challenge our businesses. 

We believe we grow the economy by 
investing in the skills of our workforce 
so that they can become more produc-
tive, not by cutting those necessary 
programs. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time is 
remaining. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Maryland has 33⁄4 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Wisconsin has 
61⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

It has been a good debate on the floor 
of the House over the last couple of 
days. 

The question boils down to, what are 
our country’s priorities, what are our 
country’s values? We believe we should 
be focused right now on growing oppor-
tunity and growing jobs. That is what 
our budget does. 

The Congressional Budget Office tells 
us that the House Republican budget 
will actually slow down job growth and 
slow down economic activity over the 
next couple of years. 

We invest in our infrastructure to 
keep America going. Their budget ac-
tually has the transportation trust 
fund go insolvent later this year. 

We continue to build ladders of op-
portunity so more people can prosper 
in this country. The Republican budget 
protects tax breaks for folks at the 
very, very top; in fact, provides mil-
lionaires with a one-third cut in their 
tax rate—they do that—but they cut 
our investment in early education, in K 
through 12. We actually increase, we 
increase our early investment edu-
cation. We think our kids’ future is the 
most important thing for the future 
growth of this country. 

We protect our commitments to sen-
iors. We don’t reopen the prescription 
drug doughnut hole, we do not end the 
Medicare guarantee, and yes, we sig-
nificantly bring down the deficits and 
stabilize the debt-to-GDP ratio in the 
out years. We don’t do it by playing 
games. We don’t say we are going to 
get rid of the Affordable Care Act and 
then rely on all the revenue and all the 
savings from the Affordable Care Act 
to pretend to hit balance in the out 
years. 

As I said earlier, we make sure we 
learn from our mistakes. In the 16-day 
shutdown, which was totally unproduc-
tive and totally unnecessary and all 
part of an effort to get rid of the entire 
Affordable Care Act, a lot of Americans 
got hurt, including our veterans who 
are on the edge. So we do in this budg-
et what every veteran organization 
asked this Congress to do: we made 
sure we advance-fund those appropria-
tions so that next time, God forbid, 
someone in this House thinks it is a 
good idea to shut down the govern-
ment, at least those who served our 
country are not put at risk in terms of 
getting the medical and other support 
they need. 

So yes, we invest in our veterans, we 
invest in our kids’ future, we maintain 
our commitments to seniors, and we do 
that by asking the most powerful and 
the most privileged special interests to 
contribute a little bit more as we grow 
our economy through commonsense bi-
partisan immigration reform. 

If you want an America that is going 
to grow and prosper as one country, 

where we respect our individual free-
doms and liberty and entrepreneurship 
but also recognize that there are some 
things that history has taught us we do 
better by working together, which is 
what has made us a world economic 
power, then support the Democratic 
budget. If you want to continue to sup-
port and protect the special interests 
at the very top on some trickle down 
theory, that that will help everybody 
else, then vote for the Republican 
budget, because that is what they do at 
the expense of the rest of the country 
and at the expense of economic growth 
and prosperity for every American. 

Vote ‘‘yes’’ for jobs, opportunity, and 
security. Vote for the Democratic 
budget. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

First off, let me start off by saying to 
my friend from Maryland: I am glad we 
are having this debate, and this is the 
last time the two of us are doing this, 
and it has been a pleasure. 

I also want to thank the staff. All of 
our staffs have put so much hard work 
into this. I want to thank our staff, led 
by our great staff director, Austin 
Smythe, for all that he has done. I 
want to thank the people over at the 
CBO who work really long hours pro-
ducing all of these estimates so that we 
can write these budgets. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit for the 
RECORD these names to show our 
thanks. 

HOUSE BUDGET COMMITTEE MAJORITY STAFF 
Austin Smythe 
Andy Morton 
Tim Flynn 
Conor Sweeney 
Vanessa Day 
William Allison 
Brian Bolduc 
Dennis Teti 
Paul Restuccia 
Nicole Foltz 
Jon Romito 
Mary Popadiuk 
Jon Burks 
Jim Herz 
Matt Hoffmann 
Ted McCann 
Stephanie Parks 
Justin Bogie 
Shane Skelton 
Gene Emmans 
Kara McKee 
Jenna Spealman 
Donald Schneider 
Alex Stoddard 
Jose Guillen 
Richard ‘‘Dick’’ Magee 
Eric Davis 
Interns: Boyd Garriott, Gabriel Krimm, 

and Alyssa Wootton 
PERSONAL STAFF (REPRESENTATIVE PAUL 

RYAN, WISCONSIN, 1ST DISTRICT) 
Cameron Clark 
Chad Herbert 
Casey Higgins 
Susie Liston 
Joyce Meyer 
Teresa Mora 
Sarah Peer 
Lauren Schroeder 
Kevin Seifert 
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Andy Speth 
Allison Steil 
Tricia Stoneking 
Robert Swift 
Danyell Tremmel 
Megan Wagner 
Tory Wickiser 
Interns: Harrison Balistreri, Sarah Holtz, 

Gretchen Wade, and Brittney Weiland 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, the differences between our budg-
ets and our approaches could not be 
more clear. Let me take them one by 
one. 

We have had a number of substitutes 
on the floor. There is one consistent 
theme from the substitutes offered by 
our friends on the other side of the 
aisle. While we are offering a budget 
that balances the budget and pays off 
the debt, they are offering a budget 
that never, ever balances. 

They are starting with a $1.8 trillion 
tax increase. That is on top of the $1.7 
trillion tax increase that has already 
occurred. They go as high as offering in 
the Progressive Caucus budget a $6.6 
trillion tax increase. 

They are offering not only a spending 
on autopilot going out of control 
today, they want to raise it higher, $791 
billion in this budget to as much as $3.3 
trillion in more spending. They are of-
fering a budget to add trillions to the 
debt. 

Now, when they say they want to 
raise taxes, and that is what their pro-
posal is, again, they like to say it is 
just on the rich: Anybody listening, 
don’t worry, it is not on you, it is on 
just these few rich people. 

Here is the problem. They have a 
funny way of defining the rich. They 
have a funny way of defining it as 
small business. Most of our jobs come 
from small businesses. Those are the 
people who are going to get hit with 
this tax increase. That is where our 
jobs come from. 

Second, we have seen this movie be-
fore, and we know what it looks like. 
They have already raised taxes $1.7 
trillion. Look at the taxes on 
ObamaCare. They were supposed to be 
taxes on the rich. It taxes everybody. 
It doesn’t matter how much you make. 
You are going to get hit with a tax: a 
mandate tax, a sell-your-house tax, 
taxes, taxes, taxes. 

Are they raising all these taxes so 
they can pay off the debt? No—to fuel 
more spending. 

Here is what we are proposing. Here 
is what the gentleman doesn’t want to 
say. We are saying have revenue-neu-
tral tax reform, meaning take the 
amount of revenues we bring into the 
government today, keep that same rev-
enue, but clean up this awful Tax Code. 
Plug the loopholes, cancel loopholes so 
that we can lower tax rates for families 
and businesses across the board to cre-
ate more jobs, more economic growth. 
We have already gotten the studies 
that tell us doing this helps a lot. 

We are taxing American businesses 
at much higher tax rates than our for-
eign competitors are taxing theirs, and 
they are winning and we are losing. So 

we are saying, fundamental com-
prehensive tax reform, stop picking 
winners and losers in Washington, 
lower tax rates. 

Second, this House Democrat budget 
increases spending by $740 billion above 
what would happen if we did nothing. 
That is $5.9 trillion more than our 
budget. They used to call this stim-
ulus. I remember just a few short years 
ago all these ideas were called stimu-
lating and stimulus. Remember, Mr. 
Chairman, we have done this. And 
guess what? Stimulus didn’t work. 

So now they call it investment. If 
you disinvest, that means you are not 
spending enough. An investment, just 
remember every time you hear the 
word investment, it means: tax, bor-
row, spend in Washington. Take money 
from hardworking taxpayers, borrow 
from the next generation, and spend 
more money in Washington. That 
means take money from businesses, 
take money from small businesses, 
take money from people creating jobs, 
borrow more money from China, lever-
age it against the next generation, 
spend more in Washington. 

We will spend $3.5 trillion this year. 
Spending is slated to go above about 5.2 
percent on average. We are basically 
saying let’s get this under control; 3.5 
percent is enough. 

What they will also say is look at 
what we are doing on Medicare, all 
these awful things that we are doing on 
Medicare. We are saving it for the cur-
rent generation by preserving it as is, 
and then we are making sure that it is 
there for the next generation. 

Here is the dirty little secret. Look 
at what they have already done to 
Medicare. It was ObamaCare that 
ended Medicare as we know it, it was 
ObamaCare that raided $700 billion 
from Medicare to spend on ObamaCare, 
it was ObamaCare that set up this new 
rationing board of 15 unelected, unac-
countable bureaucrats to put price con-
trols on Medicare, which will lead to 
denied care for seniors. 

It is the House Democrats’ budget 
that is complicit with the Medicare 
trust fund going bankrupt in 2026. Our 
budget strengthens Medicare, saves it 
for this generation, and puts reforms in 
place so that the next generation can 
count on it without having 15 bureau-
crats running the program. 

Look at what they are proposing on 
national security. They track right 
along with the President’s budget. 
They are proposing to cut compensa-
tion for our men and women in uni-
form, to hollow out our force, to cut 
training and readiness and structure, 
not to lower the deficit, but to fuel 
more domestic spending. So we will 
have an Army lower than anything we 
have seen before World War II, we will 
have a Navy smaller than what we 
haven’t seen since before World War I, 
we will have an Air Force smaller than 
we have ever had before, not for deficit 
reduction, but for more domestic 
spending. We reject that approach. 

Finally, their budget adds $4.3 tril-
lion to our national debt. That is de-

spite this massive tax increase. Their 
budget never balances, ever. 

Under their plan, in 2024, the deficit 
will be $637 billion. At the end of the 
day it is just not credible. 

We trust the American people to 
have more control over their lives. We 
reject this budget. Let’s balance the 
budget, grow the economy, create jobs, 
and pay off our debt, and pass the 
House Republican budget. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN). 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 261, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 176] 

AYES—163 

Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Moore 
Moran 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 

Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—261 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 

Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 

Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
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Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 

Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Himes 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

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

Pearce 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
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 
Ruiz 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Jackson Lee 
Lewis 
McAllister 

Miller, George 
Perlmutter 
Runyan 

Schwartz 
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Messrs. CASSIDY, SOUTHERLAND, 
and STEWART changed their vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. RUSH and CUELLAR 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, it 
is now in order to consider a final pe-
riod of general debate, which shall not 
exceed 10 minutes, equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
the Budget. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
RYAN) and the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) each will con-
trol 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR), the distin-
guished House majority leader. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of the Pro-Growth Budget Act. 

Right now, America is not working 
for too many people. For years, our 
economy has remained stagnant and 
job growth weak. 

b 1130 
At the current time, three out of four 

Americans report that they are living 
paycheck to paycheck. The ability to 
climb the economic ladder of success 
and live the American Dream is becom-
ing much more difficult for millions of 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the status quo 
in America, but it is a status quo that 
we must not accept. Our constituents 
deserve better. Our constituents de-
serve a government that is focused on 
turning this economy around and mak-
ing America work again, and work 
again for everybody. 

In the House, there are some very 
clear differences on how to solve Amer-
ica’s problems. My Democratic col-
leagues believe the best way to move 
the country forward is with $1.8 trillion 
in new tax hikes so that this govern-
ment can even spend more. That is not 
right, and it is not fair. Working Amer-
icans deserve a chance to put more of 
their hard-earned paychecks into their 
personal savings accounts, to invest 
that or spend it on their families before 
they are forced to send it to Wash-
ington. 

We House Republicans have a better 
plan, a balanced budget that will begin 
to provide working families, many of 
whom are struggling to make ends 
meet, with just a little relief. The 
budget before us will create jobs. It 
will cut wasteful spending. It will re-
form our Tax Code and hold Wash-
ington more accountable. Plain and 
simple, this budget is pro-growth. This 
budget is about making America work 
again. 

Today, Members of the House have a 
very simple choice. We can continue 
the status quo, stand in the way of eco-
nomic progress and new opportunities 
for working middle class families, or 
we can choose to lead the American 
people down a path to prosperity where 
all Americans have a chance at suc-
cess. 

Mr. Chairman, passing a budget is 
not only an important step to restoring 
trust in government and faith in our 
economy, it is our legal obligation to 
do so. The House passes a budget even 
when our paychecks aren’t on the line. 
The House Republicans choose to lead 
on this issue. We have passed a budget 
every year since taking the majority. 
So let’s now stand together and fulfill 
one of the most important duties that 
we were elected to do and pass a budget 
that the American people that sent us 
here can be proud of. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN), the chairman of 
the Budget Committee, for his contin-
ued dedication to reining in wasteful 
spending and restoring fiscal responsi-
bility and in balancing the budget. 

I also want to thank the other mem-
bers of the Budget Committee for their 
hard work continuously on this issue. 

I urge my colleagues to pass this 
budget on behalf of the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 4 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to start by 
joining the chairman of the committee 
and thanking both the Democratic and 
Republican staff of the Budget Com-
mittee for their hard work and submit, 
for the RECORD, their names. 

BUDGET COMMITTEE MINORITY STAFF LIST 
Sarah Abernathy 
Ellen Balis 
Kathleen Capstick 
Zachary Cuff (Intern) 
Ken Cummings 
Bridgett Frey 
Jocelyn M. Griffin 
Tom Kahn 
Najy Kamal 
Andrea Leung 
Sheila McDowell 
Diana Meredith 
Erin Miller 
Kimberly Overbeek 
Karen Robb 
Scott Russell 
Beth Stephenson 
Andy Van Wye (Intern) 
Ted Zegers 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I would also, Mr. 
Chairman, like to take this oppor-
tunity, it is Chairman RYAN’s last year 
as head of the Budget Committee, and 
I do want to thank him for the profes-
sional way in which he has conducted 
the committee. 

Lest he think I am getting carried 
away, this is an example where process 
did not lead to a better product, and 
that is why we are here today because, 
unfortunately, I have to report that 
this House Republican budget is the 
worst of the Republican budgets I have 
seen in the last 3 years for the United 
States of America. 

Mr. Chairman, budgets reflect the 
choices we make for our country. They 
tell the American people what we care 
about and what we care less about. At 
every juncture in this House Repub-
lican budget, they choose to protect 
very powerful special interests and the 
most wealthy in our country at the ex-
pense of everyone else and at the ex-
pense of all the other priorities. For ex-
ample, they have tax cuts that actu-
ally encourage companies to ship 
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American jobs, not products, overseas, 
while our budget invests right here in 
the United States of America. 

Now, we heard the Republican leader 
say we want a better economy for ev-
erybody. The Congressional Budget Of-
fice tells us that this Republican budg-
et will slow down economic growth 
right now for the next couple of years, 
that it will reduce job growth in the 
next couple of years, all while doing 
what? Providing another windfall tax 
break to millionaires. 

Yes, look at their budget. They want 
to drop the top tax rate, 39 percent to 
25 percent, full 30 percent. What does 
that mean? $200,000 average tax break 
for millionaires. Who finances it in 
their budget? Well, math tells you mid-
dle-income taxpayers pay more. They 
pay $2,000 more per, average, in order 
to finance trickle-down economics, 
even though we know from experience 
that that was a dead end for this coun-
try. 

While our Republican colleagues talk 
about fiscal responsibility, apparently 
they don’t care enough about it to 
close one single special interest tax 
loophole to help reduce the deficit—not 
one, not a hedge fund owner, not a big 
oil company, not one. 

And because they say hands off the 
most powerful and the most privileged, 
their budget has to come after every-
body else, and it does. So it hits our 
kids’ education, early education, K–12. 
College students are asked to pay more 
interest. In fact, they got $45 billion 
savings by charging college kids more 
interest while they are still in college 
and not working, again, while hands off 
the powerful special interests. 

Seniors, seniors on Medicare see the 
prescription drug doughnut hole open, 
the safety net, again, shredded. And all 
for what purpose? 

Now, they claim that they are going 
to somehow balance the budget at the 
end of the 10-year window. But you 
know what? They can’t have it both 
ways. We have had over 50 votes here in 
the House of Representatives from our 
colleagues to repeal the Affordable 
Care Act. But guess what. They have 
got $2 trillion in this budget from reve-
nues and savings from the Affordable 
Care Act. 

We use some of those savings. We use 
those Medicare savings to strengthen 
Medicare. 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield the final 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), the distinguished 
Democratic leader who has been a 
fighter for America’s priorities. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I congratulate the Budget Committee 
for the hard work that you have done. 

I wish we had more than 10 minutes 
on each side to discuss the House 
Democratic budget, but so it is. 

Here we are, about to leave for the 
holy season of Easter and Passover. It 
reminds me of the Gospel of Matthew, 
in which Matthew says: ‘‘For where 
your treasure is, there your heart will 
be also.’’ 

This budget is a statement as to 
where our treasure is and where our 
hearts are for the American people. A 
budget, as our distinguished ranking 
member said, must be a statement of 
our national values. What is important 
to us as a nation should be reflected in 
our spending priorities, in our treasure. 

But you be the judge, I want to say 
to the American people, but the Speak-
er will not allow me to address the 
American people, so their representa-
tives here. Is it a statement of your na-
tional values, of our country, to give a 
$200,000 tax break to people making 
over $1 million a year at the expense of 
increasing taxes $2,000 for the middle 
class? Is that a statement of our val-
ues? I didn’t think so. 

Is it a statement of our values, in 
order to finance the special interest 
privilege that is in the Republican 
budget, is it a statement of your values 
to cut over 170,000 children from Head 
Start? Is that a statement of our val-
ues? Children learning, parents earn-
ing, opportunity, fairness. 

Is it a statement of your values to 
support a budget that says, 3.5 million 
children in our country, disadvantaged 
children in economically disadvan-
taged areas, will have cuts in the budg-
et of Title I? Is that a statement of our 
values in order to give tax breaks to 
Big Oil? 

Is it a statement of our values to say 
to aspiring families, some the first in 
their families to be able to go to col-
lege, that we are going to cut over half 
a million, maybe over 600,000 kids from 
Head Start? Is that a statement of val-
ues to say to over half a million young 
people you will not have opportunity 
to have higher education? Instead, we 
are going to give that same amount of 
money to Big Oil for tax incentives for 
them to drill. Is that a statement of 
our values? I don’t think so. I don’t 
think so. 

So where is their treasure and where 
is their heart? 

The treasure in this Republican 
budget is just as what our ranking 
member said; it is with the special in-
terests and the wealthiest people in our 
country. It is a trickle-down approach 
that has never worked. It has worked 
for the rich. It has worked for the spe-
cial interests and their supporters, but 
it has not worked for the great middle 
class. 

Do we need any more evidence of it 
not working, that these same warmed- 
over policies that existed in the Bush 
era that took us to the Great Reces-
sion, a great recession where we met 
right before the election in September 
of 2008, where the Chairman of the Fed 
said to us, if we do not act imme-
diately, we will not have an economy 
by Monday? This was a Thursday 
night. That is where these policies 
took us at the end of the Bush years, 
and we are still digging out of that re-
cession. 

Instead of having a budget that lifts 
us up to create jobs, to create growth, 
to invest in science and education, to 

keep America number one, they call 
their budget a path to prosperity. It is 
a road to recession and always has 
been, and that is what it is now. 

So at least we have a few minutes to 
discuss our value system, where our 
treasure is, with the richest and the 
special interests or with the great mid-
dle class and those who aspire to it, 
and, therefore, where our heart is in 
terms of budget priorities in this budg-
et. 

This is an important budget. Some 
people want to dismiss it as a joke be-
cause it is so outrageous. It is deadly 
serious. It isn’t funny at all because of 
the impact that it has in the lives of 
America’s families, our children, our 
seniors, voucherizing Medicare, remov-
ing the guarantee of Medicare for our 
seniors. 

b 1145 

Is that a statement of our values, to 
say to our seniors: you are on your 
own, you are on your own? 

I don’t think so. So if our heart is 
with the middle class, we will put our 
treasure there and make investments 
in education and job creation, invest-
ments in science. 

I will just close. Again, I started with 
the Bible. Scientific research gives us 
an almost biblical power to cure. 
Where there is scientific opportunity, 
we almost have a moral responsi-
bility—certainly a moral imperative to 
invest in it, to improve health, to im-
prove the quality of health in our coun-
try, and to make sure that everybody 
has access to it. 

But don’t worry about the access to 
it because our investments in basic sci-
entific research are seriously impaired 
by this budget. It does violence to any 
concept of science that promotes inno-
vation and keeps making America 
number one, advancing innovation 
with investments in science and tech-
nology. 

It undermines investments in how we 
protect our environment, so that our 
children can breathe clean air and 
drink clean water, about how we pro-
tect our America by investments in 
science and technology to do so, and 
the intelligence to avoid conflict and 
the investments in job creation that 
science will enable us to do. 

So if you believe in knowledge, if you 
would believe in fact, if you believe in 
the middle class, you must reject the 
Republican budget. You must reject 
the Republican budget. 

What the Republican leadership is 
asking Members to do is something 
that I don’t know that they share that 
value. Certainly, Republicans across 
the country do not. Republicans across 
the country support education, invest-
ments in science, and the rest. Any poll 
will show you that. 

Just one other thing: if you really 
want to reduce the deficit, one of the 
fastest ways you can do it is to have a 
budget that does as ours does, to in-
clude comprehensive immigration re-
form, which reduces the deficit by $900 
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billion with a b, according to the Con-
gressional Budget Office. 

So by reason of treasure, by reason of 
heart, by reason of value, by reason of 
ethic, by reason of honoring our re-
sponsibilities to the American people, 
vote a good, strong ‘‘no’’ on the Ryan 
Republican budget. It is a path to ruin. 
It is not a path to prosperity. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN’s budget is a budget 
about growth, about investment, about 
keeping America number one, about 
strengthening the middle class, which 
is the backbone of our democracy. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on the Ryan budget. 
The CHAIR. The time of the gen-

tleman from Maryland has expired. 
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I yield my-

self the balance of the time. 
Let me first start off by saying, Mr. 

Chairman, you have presided over this 
budget for many years. You have set a 
great example for the rest of us. This is 
your last year serving, and I want to 
thank you for what you have done for 
this institution. Thank you for setting 
a great example. 

Mr. Chairman, what this debate 
comes down to is a question of trust. 
We have offered a budget because we 
trust the American people. Unlike the 
Senate Democrats who, once again, 
have punted, have chosen not even to 
offer a budget this year, we trust the 
people to make an honest assessment. 
We trust them to make the right 
choice for their future. 

Now, to their credit, the House 
Democrats have offered budgets as 
well. The problem is they put their 
trust in Washington. Every time you 
hear this word ‘‘investment,’’ just 
know what that means: take from 
hard-working taxpayers, borrow more 
money from our next generation, from 
other countries, and spend it in Wash-
ington. 

Time and again, they are proposing 
to put government in the driver’s seat. 
They have already engineered a take-
over of our entire health care sector. 
They are overregulating our energy 
sector. They are depriving us of jobs. 
They won’t even give us the Keystone 
pipeline. 

They are proposing yet new taxes, 
another $1.8 trillion increase. They are 
proposing more cronyism. They are 
proposing more control for Wash-
ington, less control of our commu-
nities, less control over our businesses, 
less control over our lives, less control 
over our futures. In my respectful opin-
ion, it is a vision that is both paternal-
istic, arrogant, and downright conde-
scending. 

You know, Big Government, in the-
ory, it sounds compelling. In practice, 
it is totally different. Remember, if 
you like your doctor, you can keep 
your doctor. Remember, if you like 
your health care plan, you can keep 
your health care plan. Remember, if 
government just takes over this sector, 
it will lower your costs. 

Big Government in practice is so dif-
ferent than in the theory. The results 
have nothing to do with the rhetoric. 

We, on the other hand, trust the peo-
ple. We are offering a balanced budget 
that pays down the debt. We are offer-
ing patient-centered solutions, so pa-
tients are the nucleus of the health 
care system, not the government. 

We are offering a plan to save Medi-
care now and for future generations. 
We are offering a stronger safety net 
with State flexibility to help meet peo-
ple’s needs and to help people get from 
welfare to work, to make the most of 
their lives. We are offering a progrowth 
Tax Code. We are offering more energy 
jobs. 

You can boil the differences down to 
one question: Who knows better, the 
people or Washington? We have made 
our choice with this budget. I trust the 
American people to make theirs. 

Mr. Chairman, let’s call the votes. 
The CHAIR. All time for debate has 

expired. 
Under the rule, the Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
NUGENT) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Washington, Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 96) establishing the budget 
for the United States Government for 
fiscal year 2015 and setting forth appro-
priate budgetary levels for fiscal years 
2016 through 2024, and, pursuant to 
House Resolution 544, he reported the 
concurrent resolution back to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HASTINGS of Washington). Under the 
rule, the previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the concurrent 
resolution. 

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 
5-minute vote will be followed by a 5- 
minute vote on agreeing to the Speak-
er’s approval of the Journal, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 219, nays 
205, not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 177] 

YEAS—219 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 

Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 

Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 

Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
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 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 

Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—205 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crawford 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 

Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jolly 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
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Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—8 

Carson (IN) 
Jackson Lee 
Lewis 

McAllister 
Miller, George 
Perlmutter 

Runyan 
Schwartz 

b 1201 

So the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 
Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 177 I was unable to attend. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on 
April 10, 2014, I missed rollcall vote 177. Had 
I been present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I was unavoidably detained today 
and missed roll Nos. 175 through 177. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on roll 
No. 176. I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on roll Nos. 
175 and 177. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

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

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2377 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my name as cosponsor of 
H.R. 2377. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
South Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
f 

VISA LIMITATION FOR CERTAIN 
REPRESENTATIVES TO THE 
UNITED NATIONS 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from further consideration of the bill 
(S. 2195) to deny admission to the 
United States to any representative to 
the United Nations who has been found 
to have been engaged in espionage ac-

tivities or a terrorist activity against 
the United States and poses a threat to 
United States national security inter-
ests, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 2195 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. VISA LIMITATION FOR CERTAIN REP-

RESENTATIVES TO THE UNITED NA-
TIONS. 

Section 407(a) of the Foreign Relations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 (8 
U.S.C. 1102 note) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘such individual has been 
found to have been engaged in espionage ac-
tivities’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘such 
individual— 

‘‘(1) has been found to have been engaged 
in espionage activities or a terrorist activity 
(as defined in section 212(a)(3)(B)(iii) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1182(a)(3)(B)(iii)))’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘allies and may pose’’ and 
inserting the following: ‘‘allies; and 

‘‘(2) may pose’’. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR A CONDITIONAL 
ADJOURNMENT OR RECESS OF 
THE SENATE AND AN ADJOURN-
MENT OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following privileged 
concurrent resolution: 

S. CON. RES. 35 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen-
ate recesses or adjourns on any day from 
Thursday, April 10, 2014, through Thursday, 
April 24, 2014, on a motion offered pursuant 
to this concurrent resolution by its Majority 
Leader or his designee, it stand recessed or 
adjourned until 12:00 noon on Monday, April 
28, 2014, or such other time on that day as 
may be specified by its Majority Leader or 
his designee in the motion to recess or ad-
journ, or until the time of any reassembly 
pursuant to section 2 of this concurrent reso-
lution, whichever occurs first; and that when 
the House adjourns on any legislative day 
from Thursday, April 10, 2014, through Thurs-
day, April 24, 2014, on a motion offered pursu-
ant to this concurrent resolution by its Ma-
jority Leader or his designee, it stand ad-
journed until 2:00 p.m. on Monday, April 28, 
2014, or until the time of any reassembly pur-
suant to section 3 of this concurrent resolu-
tion, whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. (a) The Majority Leader of the Sen-
ate or his designee, after consultation with 
the Minority Leader of the Senate, shall no-
tify the Members of the Senate to reassem-
ble at such place and time he may designate 
if, in his opinion, the public interest shall 
warrant it. 

(b) After reassembling pursuant to sub-
section (a), when the Senate adjourns on a 
motion offered pursuant to this subsection 
by its Majority Leader or his designee, the 
Senate shall again stand adjourned pursuant 

to the first section of this concurrent resolu-
tion. 

SEC. 3. (a) The Speaker of his designee, 
after consultation with the Minority Leader 
of the House, shall notify Members of the 
House to reassemble at such place and time 
he may designate if, in his opinion, the pub-
lic interest shall warrant it. 

(b) After reassembling pursuant to sub-
section (a), when the House adjourns on a 
motion offered pursuant to this subsection 
by its Majority Leader or his designee, the 
House shall again stand adjourned pursuant 
to the first section of this concurrent resolu-
tion. 

The concurrent resolution was con-
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DENYING AN IRANIAN TERRORIST 
DIPLOMATIC IMMUNITY 

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

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Speaker, last 
week, we learned something shocking 
and appalling. The Iranian Government 
wants to appoint a terrorist as their 
Ambassador to the United Nations, a 
man who participated in the 1979 ter-
rorist attack on our Embassy in 
Tehran. This is unconscionable and un-
acceptable. 

Last week, Senator TED CRUZ and I 
introduced legislation to fix this prob-
lem. This bill gives the President the 
authority he needs to deny this indi-
vidual a visa. Senator CRUZ pushed the 
bill through the Senate unanimously 
on Monday. 

I have been working with House lead-
ership this week to quickly move this 
bill forward here in the House so that 
we do not have an Iranian terrorist 
walking the streets of New York City 
and having diplomatic immunity. I am 
proud to report that we just passed this 
bill unanimously. 

I thank my colleagues and House 
leadership for passing the Cruz-Lam-
born legislation. 

f 

THE RYAN REPUBLICAN BUDGET 
THROWS SENIORS OFF A CLIFF 

(Ms. FRANKEL of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, they cradled us in our arms when 
we were babies, picked us off the 
ground when we scraped our knees, 
worked long hours to send us to col-
lege, and embraced us with uncondi-
tional love. I am talking about our par-
ents and our grandparents. That is 
why, Mr. Speaker, I am distraught 
with tears in my heart because of the 
Republican budget—slashing Medicaid 
by billions and cutting critical funding 
for our neediest seniors in nursing 
homes. 

When our grannies and gramps are at 
their weakest, their oldest, their 
loneliest, the Republican Ryan budget 
puts them in a wheelchair and throws 
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them off a cliff. That is wrong, Mr. 
Speaker. I say ‘‘no’’ to this budget. We 
can do much better. 

f 

HONORING THE HOCKADAY 
SCHOOL’S CENTENNIAL ANNI-
VERSARY 

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

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the Hockaday School’s 
centennial anniversary. The school will 
celebrate 100 years of learning and 
service this weekend. 

Hockaday is a world-renowned insti-
tution in Dallas, Texas, in my congres-
sional district. The school educates 
over 1,000 students from pre-K to 12th 
grade. 

Hockaday stands on the same four 
cornerstones upon which it was found-
ed: character, courtesy, scholarship, 
and athletics. These four cornerstones 
were the original vision of the school’s 
founder, Miss Ela Hockaday. They re-
main the very fabric of the school and 
will continue to guide Hockaday stu-
dents for years to come. 

I ask all of my colleagues today to 
join me in honoring the Hockaday com-
munity on this very historic occasion. 

f 

NATIONAL DAY OF SILENCE 

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

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in honor of the National Day of Si-
lence. 

Tomorrow is the 17th year we have 
commemorated the National Day of Si-
lence. It is a time when students across 
the country remain silent for a whole 
day to draw attention to discrimina-
tion towards their LGBT peers. 

Our country has made great progress 
towards more acceptable and tolerance 
for gay and lesbian individuals; how-
ever, gender-expansive students, gen-
der-diverse students, and straight al-
lies still face a lot of fear and discrimi-
nation. I want all these students to 
know they are not alone. 

I say this every year, but I continue 
to be so proud of my young constitu-
ents, their parents and families who 
are working to make the world a better 
place for all people no matter your 
race, your color, your gender, or your 
sexual orientation. 

For example, Jordan, a ninth grade 
transgender male student at The Ark 
in Santa Cruz will be one of the emcees 
for the 17th Annual Queer Youth Lead-
ership Awards in Capitola. Jordan’s 
mom, Heidi, is an advisory council 
member to the Trans* Teen Project 
and a facilitator of the Transfamily 
Support Group. 

Though many LGBT students and 
their allies are silent tomorrow, we in 
Congress must never be silent. It is our 
job to speak for those who cannot 
speak for themselves. 

b 1230 

TRIBUTE TO JANE TUCKER 
(Mr. PERRY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to Jane Tucker of 
Dallastown, Pennsylvania, who was 
honored at today’s Congressional Vic-
tims’ Rights Caucus Awards. 

Jane endured years of life-threat-
ening physical and mental abuse at the 
hands of her first husband in the 1950s. 
With tenacity and perseverance, she 
devoted decades of her life to founding 
ACCESS-York, York County, Penn-
sylvania’s service provider for victims 
fleeing domestic violence. 

Jane continues to this very day, this 
very moment, as a volunteer at AC-
CESS-York, and she serves as the in-
spiration and motivation to countless 
victims who turn to ACCESS-York for 
help, understanding and protection. 
She is the epitome of resilience, 
strength, compassion and integrity. 
From a battered mother to a founding 
mother of ACCESS-York, Jane Tuck-
er’s life is a story of triumph over trag-
edy, and I am absolutely proud and 
humbled to be part of honoring her ac-
complishment with the unsung hero 
award today. 

f 

REPUBLICAN BUDGET 
UNMITIGATED DISASTER 

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

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican budget put together by Chair-
man RYAN is one of the world’s worst 
vanity projects. It doesn’t actually 
help the American people. It simply 
fulfills Mr. RYAN’s ideological fan-
tasies. 

I want a budget that will grow our 
economy, create jobs, invest in the 
American people. Mr. RYAN wants a 
budget that will make Ayn Rand 
proud. I want a budget that improves 
our national education system. Mr. 
RYAN’s budget will cut funding for 
nearly 8,000 schools. I want a budget 
that expands job training. Mr. RYAN’s 
budget would deny 3.5 million Ameri-
cans access to job training programs. I 
want a budget that keeps the promises 
to our seniors. Mr. RYAN’s budget ends 
the guarantee of Medicare and turns it 
into a voucher system. 

Mr. Speaker, the Ryan budget is an 
unmitigated disaster. I opposed it, and 
I know all my Democratic colleagues 
opposed it. This budget is at odds with 
what the American people need. 

f 

HONORING WALTER H. KECK, JR. 
(Mr. PALAZZO asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate and honor Walt H. Keck, 

Jr., on his retirement after 55 years of 
public service. 

Mr. Keck joined the United States 
Air Force in 1961. Throughout his 27- 
year military career, he rose through 
the ranks to master sergeant before re-
tiring in 1988. 

In 1989, Mr. Keck began his law en-
forcement career as an officer with the 
Harrison County Sheriff’s Department. 
Nearly 10 years later, he assisted the 
city of D’Iberville in creating its own 
police department while continuing to 
work for Harrison County. Sworn in as 
D’Iberville police captain in 2008 and 
deputy chief of police in 2012, Mr. Keck 
retires on May 6, 2014, with over 28 
years of law enforcement service. 

Mr. Keck has been described as a man 
of integrity, intelligence, dedication, 
and compassion, and as a man who 
truly cares about the citizens he 
serves. 

Mr. Keck, on behalf of the United 
States Congress, thank you for your 
hard work and commitment to the citi-
zens of the United States and south 
Mississippi. I wish you all the best in 
your future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING VICTIMS OF RWANDAN 
GENOCIDE 

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

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, 20 years 
ago, a plane carrying Rwanda’s presi-
dent was shot down, unleashing a geno-
cide carried out by the country’s domi-
nant Hutu tribe against its Tutsi mi-
nority. 

Hundreds of thousands of people, es-
timates of the dead range up to 1 mil-
lion, were killed in a matter of weeks. 
Many were butchered with machetes, 
their mutilated bodies left to rot in the 
African sun. Women were brutally 
raped. Entire families were slaughtered 
at once. The goal was simple: to kill 
every Tutsi in Rwanda. The killing 
went on for 3 months, wiping out near-
ly three-fourths of the Tutsi popu-
lation, until rebel forces toppled the 
government and took over a deeply 
traumatized nation. 

In the two decades since, Rwanda has 
made remarkable progress in a broad 
range of economic, health, and social 
indicators. It has taken on the delicate 
task of bringing those responsible for 
the genocide to justice without tearing 
the country apart. Rwanda’s saga, even 
as we mourn the dead, is ultimately a 
story of triumph and hope. 

For us in America and the West, 
Rwanda stands as mute testimony to 
our failure to live up to the post-Holo-
caust promise of ‘‘never again.’’ We 
cannot undo the past, but we can heed 
the lessons of Rwanda by acting now to 
prevent genocide in the Central African 
Republic. Today’s U.N. Security Coun-
cil vote is a first step, and Congress 
should act by providing resources. I 
urge us to do so quickly. Lives are on 
the line. 
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FOOD INSECURITY 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, every 
year we celebrate Easter and Passover, 
in part, with food. Yet for millions of 
Americans, putting food on their tables 
this holiday season is no different than 
any other day. It is a struggle at best, 
and a failure at worst. It is a failure of 
this institution and our government as 
a whole that we still tolerate incred-
ibly low wages so that people are 
forced to choose between rent and food, 
clothes and food, utilities and food. We 
can do better. 

We need the White House to step up 
and own this issue. They can start with 
a White House conference on food and 
nutrition. 

Mr. Speaker, even though millions 
struggle with hunger, there are good 
souls out there who are trying to help. 
I want to highlight one Good Samari-
tan who paid for the groceries of a 
young woman named Andrea who was 
just trying to feed her kids. When An-
drea exhausted her SNAP benefits at 
the grocery store, an unnamed woman 
in line gave her $17.38 so that she didn’t 
have to return any of the groceries. 

This House could learn from this ex-
ample to help our neighbors rather 
than penalize them simply for being 
poor. I include for the RECORD Andrea’s 
letter to this unnamed woman in line 
at the grocery store. 

DEAR WOMAN BEHIND ME IN LINE AT THE GRO-
CERY STORE: You don’t know me. You have 
no clue what my life has been like since Oc-
tober 1, 2013. You have no clue that my fam-
ily has gone through the wringer. You have 
no clue that we have faced unbelievable 
hardship. You have no clue we have been hu-
miliated, humbled, destitute. 

You have no clue I have cried more days 
than not; that I fight against bitterness tak-
ing control of my heart. You have no clue 
that my husband’s pride was shattered. You 
have no clue my kids have had the worries of 
an adult on their shoulders. You have no 
clue their innocence was snatched from them 
for no good reason. You know none of this. 

What you do know is I tried to buy my kids 
some food and that the EBT machine was 
down so I couldn’t buy that food. I didn’t 
have any cash or my debit card with me. I 
only had my SNAP card. All you heard was 
me saying ‘‘No, don’t hold it for me. My kids 
are hungry now and I have no other way of 
paying for this.’’ You didn’t judge me. You 
didn’t snarl ‘‘Maybe you should have less 
kids.’’ You didn’t say ‘‘Well, get a job and 
learn to support yourself.’’ You didn’t look 
away in embarrassment or shame for me. 
You didn’t make any assumptions at all. 

What you did was you paid that $17.38 gro-
cery bill for us. You gave my kids bananas, 
yogurt, apple juice, cheese sticks, and a 
peach ice tea for me; a rare treat and 
splurge. You let me hug you and promise 
through my tears that I will pay this for-
ward. I will pay someone’s grocery bill for 
them. That $17.38 may not have been a lot for 
you, but it was priceless to us. In the car my 
kids couldn’t stop gushing about you; our 
‘‘angel in disguise.’’ They prayed for you. 
They prayed you would be blessed. You re-
stored some of our lost faith. One simple and 
small action changed our lives. You probably 

have forgotten about us by now, but we 
haven’t forgotten about you. You will for-
ever be a part of us even though we don’t 
even know your name. 

You have no clue how grateful and embar-
rassed I am that we pay for all our food with 
SNAP. We eat well thanks to the govern-
ment. I love that. I love that the government 
makes sure my kids are cared for. It is one 
less worry for us. I also struggle with pride 
and embarrassment. I defiantly tell people 
we are on SNAP. Daring them to judge us. 

Only those closest to us know why we are 
on SNAP. They know my husband is a hard 
worker who was laid off after 17 years in a 
management position with his former com-
pany. They know we were moved from our 
home to a new state only to be left homeless 
since the house we had came with the job he 
lost. Only those closest to us know my hus-
band works part time while looking tire-
lessly for more; that he has submitted more 
applications than he has received interviews 
for. Too many jobs are only offering part 
time work anymore. It is not easy for a 40- 
something year old to find a job that will 
support his family of five kids. 

You know none of this but you didn’t let 
that stop you from being compassionate and 
generous to someone you have never met. 

To the woman behind me at the grocery 
store, you have no idea how much we appre-
ciate you. You have no idea the impact you 
had on my kids. You have no idea how in-
credibly thankful I am for you. Your action 
may have been small, but to us it was monu-
mental. Thank you. 

Thank you for not judging us. Thank you 
for giving my kids a snack when they were 
quite hungry. Thank you. Just thank you. 

Forever, 
Andrea, the woman in front of you at the 

grocery store with the cart full of kids who 
are no longer hungry 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF INDIVIDUALS 
TO NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
HUNGER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 
743(b)(3) of Public Law 113–76, and the 
order of the House of January 3, 2013, of 
the following individuals on the part of 
the House to the National Commission 
on Hunger: 

Mr. Jeremy Everett, Waco, Texas 
Dr. Susan Finn, Columbus, Ohio 
Mr. Robert Doar, Brooklyn, New 

York 

f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
STATEHOOD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is 
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, while I 
am waiting for my posters to arrive at 
the rostrum, I am happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WOODALL). 

Mr. WOODALL. I thank the gentle-
lady so much for yielding. 

You are allowing me to correct a 
grave mistake I made earlier today. I 
had the great pleasure of carrying the 
RSC budget to the floor today. We 

weren’t able to succeed in passing our 
balanced budget, but we did succeed in 
passing the Budget Committee bal-
anced budget. I think that is a great 
success for this House, but those suc-
cesses don’t happen by themselves. 
They happen because we are sur-
rounded by staffers in this institution 
who do an amazing amount of work 
day in and day out. 

In my case, it is Will Dunham, who is 
the staff director at the Republican 
Study Committee; the very able budget 
staffer there, Matthew Dickerson; and 
my own budget associate, Nick Myrs. 
Without their help, it would have been 
impossible to put that budget together, 
and I am so grateful for their commit-
ment to this institution and to the 
very difficult work that we do. 

With that, I thank my friend very 
much for yielding. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, all this 
week I have come to the House floor 
for a very special purpose. I have of-
fered only some of the reasons that the 
residents who live in the Nation’s cap-
ital should have the same basic rights 
as other Americans. All other Ameri-
cans have achieved these rights 
through statehood. We have tried to 
break down the elements of statehood 
into separate bills, but we have not 
been able to get those elements recog-
nized by the Congress of the United 
States either. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am making use of 
an important day coming up next week 
when Congress will be out of session. 
April 16 is commemorated in the Dis-
trict of Columbia because it is the day 
152 years ago when Abraham Lincoln 
freed those slaves who happened to live 
in the Nation’s capital 9 months before 
the national Emancipation Proclama-
tion. This week, I have used this up-
coming occasion to offer a series of re-
marks not only, of course, because of 
this historic occasion in our city but 
because of the meaning this occasion 
has to the residents of the Nation’s 
Capital here and now, right this mo-
ment, not 152 years ago. 

Unlike 1862 when African Americans 
who happened to live in the Nation’s 
Capital were deprived of freedom, in 
2014, every American citizen of every 
background, of every race, of every 
color, of every religion, of every ethnic 
origin, of every sex is equally deprived 
of equal rights with other Americans. 

Other Americans, to have obtain full 
rights, need only be taxpaying citizens 
who serve in the Nation’s wars. The 
people I represent have served in the 
Nation’s wars since our very first war, 
the war that created the United States 
of America. And from the moment the 
Congress imposed Federal income taxes 
on the people of the United States, the 
people I represent have paid those 
taxes to support their government 
without a voting Member in this Con-
gress, this House of Representatives, 
and with no voting Members in the 
Senate of the United States. 

I do have the vote in committee, but 
when matters affecting my district, in 
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particular, or matters affecting the 
United States in which my jurisdic-
tion, like other Americans, is impli-
cated, like whether to go to war in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, where our residents 
have served, I have no vote on this 
floor. Mind you, on this floor, Congress 
votes on the budget raised, the local 
budget raised in my city, not one 
penny of which has been contributed by 
this Congress. 

b 1230 
Yet nothing is more important to 

Americans than the ability to pass 
your own local laws, to raise your own 
local money and say how it is to be 
spent without interference from the 
national government. 

No others who pay taxes, Federal in-
come taxes—obviously, we pay local 
taxes—but no others who pay Federal 
income taxes and who have served in 
our armed forces are denied their basic 
rights in our country. This, of course, 
is an embarrassment to the country 
itself, but today it is far more serious. 
It is a violation of international law 
and a treaty that we have signed. 

Last month, the U.N. Human Rights 
Committee issued its report for 2014. 
Its report called our country to ac-
count on the denial of congressional 
voting rights in the National Legisla-
ture for the residents of the District of 
Columbia. In other words, the United 
States Government is in violation of 
the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights. That is the treaty 
that our country signed in 1992. The 
U.N. report recommended: ‘‘Provide 
full voting rights for the residents of 
Washington, D.C.’’ 

I would venture to say that you will 
not find an American citizen who does 
not agree that, before the Congress can 
impose any burden on you, you ought 
to have the right to raise your hand 
‘‘yea’’ or ‘‘nay.’’ 

Moreover, this is not the first time 
that the United Nations has called our 
country to account. Earlier, in 2006, the 
Human Rights Committee wrote: 

‘‘The committee having taken note of the 
responses provided by the delegation’’— 

That means the United States dele-
gation to the U.N.— 
heard their responses and said: ‘‘. . . remains 
concerned that the residents of the District 
of Columbia do not enjoy full representation 
in Congress, a restriction that does not seem 
to be compatible with article XXV of the 
covenant.’’ 

And then it cited articles II, XXV, 
and XXVI. 

Article II, and I won’t quote from the 
entire article, says: 

‘‘Adopt such laws or other measures as 
may be necessary to give effect to the rights 
recognized in the present covenant.’’ 

That covenant is a treaty, a treaty 
we signed in 1992, to which we are, by 
human rights and international law, 
bound. 

Article XXV says that that right in-
cludes: ‘‘the right to take part in the 
conduct of public affairs directly or 
through freely chosen representa-
tives.’’ 

In our country, we do not have direct 
democracy. We govern through freely 
chosen representatives who get to vote 
on this floor. The residents of the Dis-
trict of Columbia get to choose me, but 
I do not get to vote even on matters af-
fecting their local concerns. 

Article XXV also says: ‘‘to have ac-
cess on general terms of equality to 
public service in this country.’’ 

The residents have access to public 
service. I serve as a Member of Con-
gress, but they do not have that right 
in terms of ‘‘equality’’ because I can-
not vote once I become the Member 
chosen to exercise that service. 

Moreover, notably, when my party 
was in power, using House rules, the 
District was given the right to vote on 
behalf of the residents of the District 
of Columbia on matters in the so-called 
Committee of the Whole. Imagine, 
after getting a right that is not the full 
right to vote on most matters in this 
Chamber, but when my Republican col-
leagues came to power, they took even 
that right, the right to vote in the 
Committee of the Whole, from the peo-
ple of the District of Columbia. Is that, 
my friends, ‘‘equality,’’ or is it dis-
crimination against the residents of 
the Nation’s capital? 

The report refers also to article 
XXVI. That is worth quoting: 

‘‘All persons are equal before the law and 
are entitled without any discrimination 
through the equal protection of the law. In 
this respect, the law shall prohibit any dis-
crimination and guarantee all persons equal 
and effective protection against discrimina-
tion on any ground . . .’’ 

Then they name some such as race, 
color, sex, language, religion, political 
or other opinion, national or social ori-
gin, property, birth—and here is the 
one that applies to District of Colum-
bia residents—or other status. 

What is the other status of the resi-
dents of the District of Columbia? 
Their status is that they reside in their 
Nation’s capital, the only Nation in the 
world that denies the residents of their 
capital the same rights that other resi-
dents in their country enjoy. 

Nor is there any question that there 
are more than enough American citi-
zens here to be granted statehood or at 
least equality. 

Two States of the Union that have 
two Senators and one Representative 
have fewer residents than the District 
of Columbia. Here is one, the lowest 
population in the country, Wyoming. 
Next is Vermont. And finally, with 
considerably more residents, almost 
650,000, the District of Columbia. 

We are soon going to overtake a 
number of other States. The District is 
growing, so much that there has been 
an attempt to raise the so-called 
Height Act, which limits how high 
buildings can be, because of the need to 
expand housing and office space. That 
attempt was turned back because resi-
dents were more concerned with the 
low-scale residential quality and 
attractiveness of their city. 

We are talking, Mr. Speaker, about 
650,000 people, about the size of an av-

erage congressional district. Look to 
this chart about how rapidly the Dis-
trict is growing, on an average, more 
than 2 percent a year for more than 10 
years now. In the last couple of years, 
it has grown by almost 21⁄2 percent. 
Just compare that with growth in the 
United States itself. The United States 
population grew not by 1 percent or 2 
percent, but by 0.7 percent in the last 
couple of years. 

We live in one of the most rapidly 
growing regions in the country. This is 
called the national capital region. 
Maryland and Virginia are the closest 
States. And yet the District, is growing 
more than 2 percent compared to Vir-
ginia, which grew only 0.9 percent, and 
Maryland, which grew only 0.7 percent. 

Mr. Speaker, during my remarks this 
week on the floor, this week, selected 
the two most basic obligations of 
Americans who have won statehood to 
test whether the District is being de-
nied its rights. I began with taxes be-
cause I think people fret most about 
paying taxes—and almost all of us have 
to pay taxes—not because taxes are 
more important. 

Who thinks taxes are more impor-
tant, of course, is the Republican ma-
jority. They are obsessed with taxes. 
So you would think that they would 
want to do something about people who 
pay taxes but don’t have representa-
tion. Taxes is about the only issue that 
the Republican majority cares about. 
But by ‘‘taxes,’’ they mean cutting 
taxes. Yet they raise taxes by imposing 
taxes without representation on the 
people of the District of Columbia. 
They are happy to take more than $3 
billion annually out of the pockets of 
D.C. citizens with no vote on whether 
those taxes should be raised or lowered. 

But, the most surprising fact about 
taxes in our country is who, which in-
dividuals, pay the most. Well, if I were 
to ask our citizens, to guess, they prob-
ably wouldn’t say District of Columbia 
residents. Let me clarify. Of the resi-
dents of the 50 States, the residents of 
the District of Columbia pay more Fed-
eral taxes per person than the residents 
of any of the 50 States. 

This chart shows how it goes from 
the highest to the lowest. The highest 
in the United States at almost $12,000 
per person in Federal taxes annually, 
resident by resident, live in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The lowest per cap-
ita, per person, live in the State of Mis-
sissippi. 

b 1245 

So imagine the rage—nobody wants 
to pay taxes—imagine the rage when 
you pay more taxes than anybody else 
and still don’t have the vote on the 
House floor. 

Now, I haven’t put all of the States 
on this poster because they could not 
be seen, but you see it goes from 
$12,000—or almost $12,000—down to as 
little as $4,000. 

The first 10 States, the top 10 States, 
end with California. Some of them, you 
might recognize if you had to guess 
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them. The second is Connecticut. The 
third is New Jersey. The 10th is Cali-
fornia at about $8,000 per person. Com-
pare that to our almost $12,000 per per-
son. Understand that this doesn’t have 
to do with the size of the State’s popu-
lation. It has to do with the amount of 
taxes per person, and regardless of pop-
ulation size, District residents pay 
more. 

I indicated that Vermont and Wyo-
ming were States we exceeded in popu-
lation. Wyoming residents pay some-
thing close to $8,000 per person com-
pared to our $12,000—or almost $12,000; 
and Vermont, also a State with fewer 
residents than in the District of Co-
lumbia, pays about half, something 
over $6,000, compared to our almost 
$12,000 per person in taxes. Or just ran-
domly pick out your State. Bear in 
mind, we are comparing them with 
D.C.’s almost $12,000 per person in Fed-
eral taxes that are paying to support 
the Government of the United States. 

Nebraska is half of that, about $6,400. 
Take two others that are close to one 
another in the amounts they pay, each 
about $6,000—Arizona and Indiana— 
compared to D.C.’s $12,000. 

There is Idaho. To support the Fed-
eral Government, Idaho, which pays 
$5,440. D.C. pays something over twice 
what they pay. 

When you get to those which pay the 
least—let’s take the bottom two 
States, Louisiana at $4,500 and Mis-
sissippi at $4,200—you will see D.C. get-
ting to paying three times what these 
States pay—States which have Rep-
resentatives and two Senators. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, of all of the obliga-
tions, perhaps the most poignant is 
service in the Armed Forces. For the 
people I represent, there has been serv-
ice in the Armed Forces ever since 
there has been a United States of 
America and even before, when we were 
fighting in a Revolution to create the 
United States of America, but that 
service has often been disproportionate 
to the number of residents. 

Looking to the major wars of the 
20th century, you get an idea of what I 
mean. In World War I, 635 casualties, 
but that was more than three States. 
In World War II, now, we are getting to 
more in casualties than four States. 

By the time we got to the Korean 
war, the District had more casualties 
than in eight States. So we have gone 
from three to four, to Korea with eight 
and, finally, to Vietnam with more cas-
ualties than in 10 States. 

The District even sometimes has had 
to fight to get equal respect for D.C. 
members of our Armed Forces. 

A mother wrote me when she re-
cently went to the graduation of her 
son from boot camp at Naval Station 
Great Lakes. The family was there, 
glowing with honor and pride, for a son 
who had passed up going to college in 
order to serve in the United States 
Navy, so passionate was this kid about 
service. 

When each graduate stepped forward, 
the flag of the State was raised. When 

Seaman Jonathan Rucker stepped for-
ward, no State flag was raised. 

That, my friends, was the last straw. 
I was immediately in touch with the 
White House and with the Armed Serv-
ices Committees, particularly after 
veterans in the District of Columbia 
came forward with more particularly 
heartbreaking stories. 

For example, among the most serious 
were some veterans who spoke of no 
D.C. flag being displayed at ‘‘welcome 
home’’ ceremonies, even though the 
flags of other States were raised. I 
don’t think anybody meant any dis-
respect to our residents serving in the 
Armed Forces. 

I just believe that, when you pay 
taxes without representation—when 
you don’t have anybody in the Senate 
who can take care of you and when you 
have only a nonvoting Representative 
in the House, who votes in committee, 
but not on this floor, it is easy to be 
disregarded in many ways. 

I am very grateful to Senator LEVIN 
and the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee and to this House and its Armed 
Services Committee for rectifying this 
serious slight to our residents, the resi-
dents who have given the most to their 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I read an honor roll, 
picking out just a few of the very dis-
tinguished Washingtonians who have 
served in the Armed Forces because 
some of them stand out in the history 
of our country. 

This was a city which had racial seg-
regation imposed on it by the Congress 
of the United States until the 1960s, 
even though, until that time, the ma-
jority of the population of the District 
of Columbia was not African American, 
but was White; yet even during that pe-
riod—that period of segregation when 
African Americans were entering the 
armed services from every part of the 
country, the first African American 
Army general was born in this city, the 
first African American Air Force gen-
eral born in this city, the first African 
American Naval Academy graduate 
born in this city, the first African 
American Air Force Academy graduate 
born in this city, and this roster con-
tinues to this very day. 

The first Deputy Commandant of the 
U.S. Coast Guard is serving as I speak, 
Vice Admiral Manson Brown, who was 
born in this city; and the first African 
American female aviator of the D.C. 
National Guard, First Lt. Demetria 
Elosie—60, is a Washingtonian. 

Mr. Speaker, we know that statehood 
is the only way Americans have gotten 
full and equal rights. That, of course, is 
why we seek statehood, but don’t think 
we haven’t tried to get our rights in 
every single way we could. We also 
have tried piece by piece. 

There are pending bills before the 
House and the Senate now. Some con-
tain important elements of statehood— 
for example budget autonomy—that 
would allow our budget to go into ef-
fect, a local budget after all, once it is 
passed by the local legislature, the D.C. 
Council. 

Because this Congress insists that we 
bring our local budget to this national 
body, which does not fund the District, 
our city was almost shut down this 
past year when the Congress shut down 
the Federal Government for 16 days. 

That was a subject of great anguish 
in the District of Columbia because we 
were no part of that fight. We have got 
a balanced budget, and indeed a sur-
plus, but because we had to bring our 
budget here and because Congress had 
not passed a single appropriation, we 
got shut down, too—or almost. 

The mayor kept the city open, and as 
we were running out of contingent 
funds, the Republican majority re-
lented and allowed the Federal Govern-
ment to open, and therefore, the Dis-
trict did not have to close down. 

I am pleased that the administration, 
President Obama, has put into his 
budget language that would grant the 
District control over its own budget, 
allowing the local budget to go into ef-
fect as soon as the D.C. City Council 
passes the local budget. He put that 
same provision in his budget last year, 
and the Senate appropriators passed it. 

I thought then that D.C. budget au-
tonomy would become law with the 
budget deal, but when the budget deal 
came out, it left out the section that 
would have given the residents of the 
District of Columbia control over the 
money they, themselves, and nobody 
else raises. 

I am pleased to say that there are 
Members of this House on both sides of 
the aisle who recognize that elemen-
tary fairness lies in budget autonomy. 
I thank Majority Leader ERIC CANTOR 
for his support for budget autonomy. 
He is the second in leadership, a Repub-
lican leader of this House. 

I thank Chairman DARRELL ISSA, who 
is the chairman of the committee with 
jurisdiction over matters affecting the 
District of Columbia, in that he has 
pressed for budget autonomy even as 
he pressed to keep the District open 
when the city was almost shut down. 

b 1300 
The District also does not have com-

plete control over its local laws. What 
D.C. has is a costly requirement that 
delays local bills for months before 
they can become effective, because 
they have to come to the Congress, al-
though the Congress never uses this 
procedure called a ‘‘layover procedure’’ 
to overturn city laws but finds other 
means to do so, yet continues to im-
pose the layover requirement of bring-
ing every local law here to the Con-
gress before it becomes effective. 

I appreciate that Senator MARK 
BEGICH, who chairs the subcommittee, 
and Chairman TOM CARPER, who chairs 
the full committee with jurisdiction 
over matters affecting the District of 
Columbia in the Senate, have intro-
duced bills that would give the District 
budget and legislative autonomy. 

Mr. Speaker, when I came to the 
House in the early nineties, I was able 
to get almost two-thirds of the Demo-
crats to vote for statehood for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. It was not enough 
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but it does show you that there were 
Members then and I believe people now 
who recognize the unfairness of the un-
equal status of D.C. residents I have 
discussed today and earlier this week. 

It became more difficult to make 
progress as the years went by, because 
most of my service in the Congress has 
been in the minority. Yet we are mak-
ing progress. 

We were able to get the first statue 
representing the District of Columbia 
in the Capitol last year. The reason 
that is important is that a statue, like 
those of the states, was denied us be-
cause we are not yet a State. We have 
now been able to break through that 
with what is surely a symbol of state-
hood. 

And at the ceremony with majority 
and minority leadership, unveiling the 
Douglass statue, Majority Leader REID 
used the occasion, with great enthu-
siasm, to indicate that he was cospon-
soring the D.C. statehood bill. 

The reason that is important, Mr. 
Speaker, is that the Majority Leader, 
like the Speaker of this House, cospon-
sors very few bills. It says something 
about the importance of correcting un-
fairness to the District of Columbia 
that Majority Leader REID not only has 
become a cosponsor of our D.C. state-
hood bill, one of 17 Senators, but that 
he did so with great enthusiasm and in 
a prominent public announcement. 

I am pleased that virtually the entire 
Democratic Senate leadership has 
sponsored our statehood bill. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress continues to 
deny the American citizens who live in 
its Nation’s Capital their most basic 
rights. Today we have discussed how 
that is a violation of every American 
principle, and that it is even a viola-
tion of international law. 

Congress has failed to give D.C. resi-
dents even some of the rights associ-
ated with statehood, rights that they 
could give today or tomorrow even if 
they were not prepared to grant us 
statehood, the right to control our own 
local funds, funds we raise, funds we 
then turn over, at a cost of $12,000 per 
person, to support the government of 
the United States. 

Congress tyrannically overturns lo-
cally passed laws and keeps our local 
laws from going into existence until 
they have had an opportunity to look 
at them, except they don’t. They just 
leave this costly, delay-ridden require-
ment in place. 

Congress continues to command our 
taxes to support the national govern-
ment at a higher per capita rate than 
the rate paid by any other Americans 
while denying D.C. residents voting 
representation when Congress passes 
laws concerning those taxes or con-
cerning any other matter affecting our 
country. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, in the name 
of those who have died in the Nation’s 
wars; in the name of the living vet-
erans of our wars who are among the 
650,000 residents of the District of Co-
lumbia today; in the name of D.C. resi-

dents who pay $12,000 per person, the 
highest per capita federal taxes in the 
country, to support the United States 
of America; in the name of millions 
ever since 1801, when the District of Co-
lumbia became the Capital, who have 
died in our wars without seeing the 
benefits of voting representation in the 
House and Senate and without the full 
and equal rights of other Americans 
who died alongside them, I ask this 
House to grant the residents of their 
Nation’s Capital statehood. And if you 
fall short of statehood, at the very 
least, our residents are entitled to 
equal representation and to equal rec-
ognition, to equality under law with 
every other American citizen. 

f 

WAR ON BRATS 

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

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to express my concern that protec-
tionism could one day lead to a ‘‘war 
on brats.’’ 

Bratwursts are delicious. They are 
enjoyed around the world. In Wis-
consin, we take our brats seriously. 
But nowhere more so than in the Sixth 
District, which includes the Bratwurst 
Capital of the World, Sheboygan, Wis-
consin. 

In 1970, the city of Sheboygan battled 
Bucyrus, Ohio, for the title and won. 
The battle was ended on August 14, 
1970, when Judge John Bolgert issued 
an official decision bestowing the title 
upon Sheboygan and barring all other 
claimants from using it. 

Unfortunately, this title could soon 
be under attack. There is growing con-
cern that the European Union could 
consider more geographic name restric-
tions on products including ‘‘kielbasa’’ 
and Wisconsin’s own ‘‘bratwurst.’’ 

This is, frankly, getting ridiculous. If 
anything, we should be trademarking 
the name ‘‘bratwurst,’’ not them. 

I am currently circulating a letter 
urging the U.S. trade representatives 
to reject any attempt to include these 
provisions in further trade negotia-
tions. I strongly urge my colleagues to 
consider signing this letter. 

f 

WAR ON CONSERVATIVES 

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. It is amazing some of 
the efforts made to rewrite history and 
cast things in a light that doesn’t 
exist. So as some people in the admin-
istration step up the continued 
trashing of conservatives in America— 
we have already seen the assault on 
conservative groups by the IRS, that 
does need a special prosecutor, clear-
ly—the assault on people with whom 
some in the administration disagree, 

they can’t answer questions, and so 
they make personal attacks. 

Then our Attorney General makes a 
speech yesterday in which, because he 
was busy helping, perhaps, terrorists or 
Marc Rich or things like that he didn’t 
notice, because I am sure he wouldn’t 
be untruthful or tell a lie, but he 
doesn’t even know how bad it gets in 
Washington if you are a conservative, 
if you are George W. Bush, if you are 
John Ashcroft, if you are Alberto 
Gonzales. 

It got pretty brutal here, a lot worse 
than anything our current Attorney 
General has seen, and that is even 
without having to go back and recall 
the treatment that John Mitchell got. 
I would say, deservedly so, John Mitch-
ell got the treatment he got. But for 
any Attorney General to be so ignorant 
of what has happened in very recent 
years of the maltreatment and 
malignment and basically slander of 
Republicans and a Republican Presi-
dent and Republican Attorneys General 
is a bit breathtaking. 

There is a Web site that is Boycott 
Liberalism. It has a lot of quotes from 
people. Senator HARRY REID said: 

President Bush is a liar. 

I don’t recall anyone saying that at 
our hearings with our current Attorney 
General. 

The Speaker of the U.S. House of 
Representatives, NANCY PELOSI, said: 

Bush is an incompetent leader. In fact, he’s 
not a leader. 

I don’t recall anyone saying anything 
of that magnitude of our current At-
torney General or President, not in any 
of our hearings. 

Hillary Clinton, former Secretary of 
State and U.S. Senator, said: 

We have a culture of corruption. We have 
cronyism. We have incompetence. 

This actually raises a question about 
pots and kettles calling each other 
names. 

Other quotes. John Edwards, a 
former U.S. Senator and Democratic 
Vice Presidential nominee: 

I would say if you live in the United States 
of America and you vote for George Bush, 
you’ve lost your mind. 

Senator AL FRANKEN said: 
I think the President highjacked 9/11 and 

used it to go to war with Iraq in a way that 
was very divisive. 

The late Ted Kennedy, as Senator, 
said: 

No President in American history has done 
more damage to our country and our secu-
rity than George W. Bush. 

Amazingly, I am not aware of any 
U.S. President in one party reaching 
out more to a Senator in the other 
party than did George W. Bush with 
Senator Ted Kennedy, and these are 
the kind of comments he got in re-
sponse. 

Senator Hillary Clinton, former Sec-
retary of State, said: 

I predict to you that this administration 
will go down in history as one of the worst 
that has ever governed our country. 

We are just talking about there has 
never been an Attorney General or 
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President treated as have been the cur-
rent ones. 

Senator Hillary Clinton, former Sec-
retary of State, said: 

There has never been an administration, I 
don’t believe, in our history more intent on 
consolidating and abusing power to further 
their own agenda. 

She also said: 
I have been absolutely amazed, even 

shocked, at the combination of arrogance 
and incompetence that marks this particular 
administration. 

We are just helping those who have 
short memories or maybe were busy 
helping terrorists or others get pardons 
and didn’t notice these kind of state-
ments being made. 

Former Senator and former Vice 
President Al Gore said: 

While President Bush likes to project an 
image of strength and courage, the real 
truth is that, in the presence of his large fi-
nancial contributors, he is a moral coward. 

Speaker of the House NANCY PELOSI 
said: 

Bush is an incompetent leader. In fact, he 
is not a leader. He is a person who has no 
judgment, no experience, and no knowledge 
of the subjects that he has to decide upon. 

b 1315 

Quotes go on and on, pages of quotes. 
But Democratic Senator from Wash-

ington, PATTY MURRAY, said, ‘‘He’s’’— 
talking about Osama Bin Laden—‘‘been 
out in these countries for decades 
building schools, building roads, build-
ing infrastructure, building daycare fa-
cilities, building health care facilities, 
and these people are extremely grate-
ful. We haven’t done that.’’ 

Former Speaker of the House, NANCY 
PELOSI said, ‘‘I believe that the Presi-
dent’s leadership and the actions taken 
in Iraq’’—talking about President 
Bush—‘‘demonstrate an incompetence 
in terms of knowledge, judgment, and 
experience in making the decisions 
that would have been necessary to 
truly accomplish the mission without 
the deaths to our troops and the cost to 
our taxpayers.’’ 

She also made this statement, former 
Speaker of the House, NANCY PELOSI, 
talking about President Bush: ‘‘I be-
lieve that the President’s leadership 
and the actions taken in Iraq dem-
onstrate an incompetence in terms of 
knowledge, judgment, experience in 
making the decisions that would have 
been necessary to truly accomplish the 
mission without the deaths to our 
troops and the cost to our taxpayers,’’ 
basically the same thing again. 

But, there are some of us that could 
care less about someone’s party or 
someone’s race or someone’s gender, 
someone’s age. We don’t care. We care 
about whether you are helping or hurt-
ing our country if you are in a position 
to do one or the other. 

I would also direct my friends who 
would care to do research and get the 
truth before they go accusing, igno-
rantly, someone who has the gall to 
question refusal to turn over docu-
ments that were provided by the Jus-

tice Department to terrorists, con-
victed terrorists. 

People who financed terrorism, which 
made them a part of the terrorist act, 
convicted of over 100 counts, they were 
given, their lawyers were given thou-
sands and thousands and thousands of 
pages of documents. Lawyers were 
given 9,600 or so transcripts or sum-
maries of transcripts. 

And Members of Congress are told, as 
I was in a letter this year in response 
to my years of trying to get these doc-
uments that the Justice Department 
provided to terrorists, I get a response, 
basically, saying, hey, here is a Web 
site, you can look up some exhibits 
that were admitted in evidence. And 
here is a public access Web site. 

I have been asking for 3 years, just 
give us the documents Justice gave to 
the terrorists. If somebody wants to 
try to make something of that, that is 
their problem. But the Constitution 
provides that Congress has oversight 
because that is the only way we know 
what to fund and what not to fund. 
That is part of article I, section 8 of 
the Constitution. 

So, to be denied documents for 3 
years, as I have been, with little coy, 
useless answers, and then allegations 
of ulterior motivations, when I want to 
protect America—and I travel around 
the world, and I hear moderate Muslim 
friends, leaders in other countries say, 
why are you not helping us against rad-
ical Islam anymore? You are helping 
the bad guys. 

I want to find out what the docu-
mentation was and is that the Justice 
Department has. And they know how 
to reduce it to disk and provide it to 
others. I am told they have done that 
to others in the Justice Department, so 
do that for Congress. 

At one point I was told, well, there 
are classification issues. You gave 
them to terrorists, your Department 
did, so it shouldn’t be a real classifica-
tion problem to give them to Members 
of Congress. 

So for those who wonder about the 
treatment of an Attorney General com-
ing for an oversight hearing, we have 
already seen that the Justice Depart-
ment repeatedly refused to provide the 
documentation of what happened in 
Fast and Furious. 

And if someone wants to talk about 
unprecedented treatment, let’s look at 
the facts, just the little ones we know 
that haven’t been covered up by this 
administration, that haven’t been kept 
secreted by this administration. 

Thank God, one of the gun store own-
ers who was being pressured by the 
Justice Department to sell to the peo-
ple he knew he should not sell to, he 
recorded some of the conversations. If 
he had not, you can’t help but believe 
they would have turned on him bigger 
than they did, because once they found 
out he had tapes of the conversations, 
they knew they couldn’t completely 
blame him, because he was saying, in 
essence, I shouldn’t be selling to these 
people. But he was coerced into selling. 

People were coerced into selling 
weapons to people that should not have 
had them, morally or legally, because 
the Justice Department wanted to get 
them to drug cartels in Mexico, where 
they did, and we know, we have heard 
that at least a couple of hundred or so 
Mexicans, each one of them a life 
worth saving, those lives were taken by 
guns that this Justice Department 
forced into the hands of criminals, peo-
ple that should not have had them. So 
we would like to know more informa-
tion about how this all came about. 

And it is not good enough to say, 
hey, the Bush Justice Department had 
a scheme where they had devices, they 
had guns that they were going to 
track, just like in drug sales, where 
you have a controlled sale so you can 
try to arrest the bad guys and, because 
of a problem, they got away from 
them. 

That is a different thing entirely, of 
intentionally letting guns get away to 
criminals who killed hundreds of Mexi-
cans, and at least one American, Brian 
Terry, and perhaps more. 

It would be nice if we could get to the 
bottom of that. Wherever there are big 
problems in our government, we need 
to know what they are so we can 
defund them, or at least bring about 
accountability, just as my Democratic 
friends in the Senate repeatedly said, 
except not so kindly, about the Bush 
administration and John Ashcroft and 
Alberto Gonzales. 

And there were some things I agreed 
with Senator SCHUMER on in the 
Gonzales Justice Department. It was 
outrageous that they allowed so many 
National Security Letters to go out 
without proper basis. I was outraged 
about that. 

In fact, if someone cares to check the 
RECORD, they can see the way I went 
after the Bush FBI Director, because I 
believed then and still believe he did 
some serious damage to the FBI during 
the Bush administration. 

The only difference is, I never heard 
him run out and give a speech whining 
about how he was mistreated as he 
came before me for questioning. He 
didn’t do that. And he actually tried to 
take actions to correct the problems 
that I got all over him about. 

Another difference is, he was a Re-
publican President’s FBI Director. But 
I didn’t care what his party was. I 
didn’t care who he was. I thought he 
was hurting the FBI, and I sounded off. 
And I was shocked that I did not have 
more friends on the Democratic side of 
the aisle join me in going after the Re-
publican-appointed FBI Director. 

And of course, once he held over and 
became the FBI Director for this ad-
ministration, the other side of the aisle 
got even more kind in its questioning. 
But one of us—I certainly stayed con-
sistent. 

But there are many problems in this 
Justice Department that are very 
clear. There is an article from 2011, Au-
gust 26, by Christian Adams, a guy that 
should know. He was in the Justice De-
partment and had a case ready for 
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judgment against the New Black Pan-
thers who were intimidating voters at 
a voting place, until the Holder polit-
ical appointee stepped in and stopped 
it. 

Yes, they got one judgment, but basi-
cally of no effect. They can go intimi-
date others at other polling places, and 
there were no legal actions that were 
really pursued to provide any teeth. 

But Christian Adams has an article 
entitled ‘‘The Politicized Hiring of Eric 
Holder’s Compliance Section.’’ He says 
every single new attorney hired has a 
history thick with left-wing activism. 

And then he goes through and talks 
about it in a very long article, very 
well-documented. 

My friend across the building, TED 
CRUZ, Senator CRUZ, invoked Water-
gate in blasting DOJ’s probe of the IRS 
scandal. This was March 20, this year, 
this article from The Blaze by Fred 
Lucas. 

Senator CRUZ said the investigator is 
a partisan Democrat who has donated 
over $6,000 to President Obama and 
Democratic causes. Just as nobody 
would trust John Mitchell to inves-
tigate Richard Nixon, nobody should 
trust a partisan Obama donor to inves-
tigate the IRS’ political targeting of 
President Obama’s enemies. 

But he makes a good point. John 
Mitchell deserved the criticism he got, 
but no Attorney General since John 
Mitchell has the truthful history in 
their favor to stand up and say, no At-
torney General has ever been treated 
worse than I have. 

You just have to go back to Alberto 
Gonzales. Again, I think he deserved 
some of the criticism he got, especially 
on the National Security Letter issue, 
and I am right there thinking it was a 
disaster, and it shouldn’t have been al-
lowed to happen, and that people need-
ed to be held accountable, which is why 
I called the White House after it came 
to light that a report had been on the 
Attorney General’s desk before he tes-
tified before the Senate that there were 
no known abuses of the National Secu-
rity Letters. 

I told the White House, this is inde-
fensible. This isn’t right. We can’t de-
fend this. 

And I wish colleagues across the 
aisle, when they found similar abuses, 
problems, fault, would not let party 
politics or other divisive issues stand 
in the way of doing what is right. 

There are transcripts of Senators 
going after Attorney General Gonzales, 
Attorney General Ashcroft, or even 
going back to John Mitchell. This At-
torney General, compared to them, 
doesn’t have a lot to complain about. 

And one thing is interesting. You 
know, when I was a freshman, the Bush 
administration was in power. We had a 
lot of trouble getting documents from 
the Bush administration. The dif-
ference between that one and this one: 
they would eventually get us the docu-
ments. 

The difference here is they have been 
there 5 years and they still will not 

produce documents that should be of 
critical concern to every American. 

b 1330 

Some would say, look, there is no 
other issue than and concern for Amer-
ica when, in May of 2013, as this article 
points out from Breitbart: 

On Wednesday, Attorney General Eric 
Holder testified in front of the House Judici-
ary Committee about the recent scandals 
plaguing the Obama administration. Unfor-
tunately, the committee and America did 
not learn very much because Holder appar-
ently does not know much about what hap-
pens in Washington, D.C. 

The AP claims the Department of Justice 
violated their constitutional rights when 
they obtained 2 months of phone records of 
reporters. When asked about the scandal, 
Holder claimed ignorance and that he was 
not part of the decisionmaking process. 

He did defend the effort to subvert the 
press, saying the DOJ wanted to find who 
leaked information to the AP about a CIA 
operation in Yemen to stop an airliner bomb-
ing plot around the anniversary of Osama 
bin Laden’s death. 

On Tuesday, Holder recused himself from 
the investigation into the AP scandal and 
told the committee it was because he had the 
leaked information. He could not give the 
exact date he recused himself, and he never 
put it in writing. It took quite awhile for 
him to receive confirmation it was Deputy 
Attorney General James Cole who signed the 
subpoena for the AP phone records. 

There are all kinds of reasons to be 
concerned about what is going on. 
There are plenty of stories out there. 

Oh, gee, how about the speech that 
my friend across the, aisle KEITH ELLI-
SON of Minnesota, gave where, as re-
ported here from the Minneapolis Star 
Tribune, Mr. ELLISON said, talking 
about comparing September 11: 

It’s almost like the Reichstag fire, kind of 
reminds me of that. After the Reichstag was 
burned, they blamed the communists for it, 
and it put the leader of that country—Hit-
ler—in a position where he could basically 
have authority to do whatever he wanted. 

The fact is that I am not saying September 
11 was a U.S. plan or anything like that be-
cause, you know, that’s how they put you in 
the nutball box or dismiss you. 

But he went on, basically comparing 
September 11 to Hitler’s Reichstag fire, 
which was set and then blamed on the 
communists. 

From CNN, a report on this, Keith 
Oppenheimer had stated: 

Well, first of all, Wolf, some of the themes 
that Keith Ellison is talking about are 
themes that he has been sounding off for a 
while. 

And then Oppenheimer said: 
The Minneapolis Star Tribune, quoting 

Ellison at the forum, is saying this about the 
Vice President: ‘‘It is beneath his dignity in 
order for him to answer any question from 
the citizens of the United States. That is the 
very definition of totalitarianism, 
authoritarianism, and dictatorship.’’ 

In response to a question as to whether 
Ellison supports a new investigation of the 
causes of September 11, Ellison made a com-
parison to the Reichstag fire in Berlin that 
Adolf Hitler used to consolidate power. 

And then he quoted my friend across 
the aisle, with what I just mentioned. 

So anyway, there are all kinds of ac-
cusations. I thought both George H.W. 

Bush and George W. Bush should have 
done more to defend themselves 
against the outlandish claims; but one 
thing George H.W. Bush and George W. 
Bush never did—no matter what race, 
creed, color, national religion, gender, 
age, whenever anybody attacked 
them—he never resorted to name-call-
ing and, in fact, would often try to 
point out, actually, they have the right 
to their opinion. 

Nowadays, it is a different matter. If 
someone is concerned that your depart-
ment or their department would pro-
vide discovery documents to convicted 
terrorists that they are refusing to pro-
vide to Congress, that is not an issue of 
anything other than just not doing 
what the law requires in the way of 
oversight. 

There is so much going on in this 
country that needs our attention, and 
one of them is the Department of Jus-
tice. Is it the Department of Justice? Is 
it the Department of ‘‘just us’’? 

There is an article from Red State by 
Candice Lanier, June 26, 2013, where 
she entitles the article, ‘‘Sixteen Scan-
dals: The Legacy of Eric Holder,’’ and 
then she goes through and cites 16 rea-
sons we should be very concerned about 
this Justice Department. One of them 
quotes Discover the Networks. 

She says: 
Holder also took a leadership role with the 

Student Afro-American Society, which at 
one point demanded that the school’s aban-
doned ROTC office be renamed the ‘‘Malcolm 
X Lounge’’—‘‘in honor of a man who recog-
nized the importance of territory as a basis 
for nationhood. In 1970, Holder was a partici-
pant in a 5-day occupation of that office. 
And, according to some accounts, the occu-
piers were armed. In addition, Holder and 
SAAS also occupied the office of Henry Cole-
man, Dean of Freshmen, until their demands 
were met. 

It would appear the SAAS was an advocate 
of the Black Panthers because, in March 
1970, the SAAS released a statement sup-
porting the Black Panthers who were 
charged with plotting to blow up a police 
station, department stores, railroad tracks, 
and the New York Botanical Gardens. 

It references the discriminatory hir-
ing practices in the Department of Jus-
tice. This article points out: 

In June 2008, Holder admitted to the Amer-
ican Constitution Society, an organization 
started as a liberal counterweight to the 
Federalist Society, that the Justice Depart-
ment was ‘‘going to be looking for people 
who share our values.’’ 

Then it references Fort Hood and the 
fact that: 

Following the Fort Hood attack on Novem-
ber 5, 2009, not one of the postattack reports 
issued by the Department of Justice men-
tioned Nidal Hasan’s Islamist ideology. 

It talks further about that, and then 
it talks about the AP surveillance, the 
way it went after the Associated Press 
and cowed them. 

Number four, the Department of Jus-
tice secretly targets Fox News reporter 
James Rosen. 

There were issues of credibility in 
comparing our Attorney General’s tes-
timony, saying he didn’t know of any-
one ever being prosecuted, in essence, 
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and then his signing off on the pursuit 
of James Rosen. 

Five is the Marc Rich pardon and 
that Eric Holder played an important 
role in what was arguably the most in-
famous of President Clinton’s 176 par-
dons. He was the billionaire financier 
and fugitive oil broker who illegally 
bought oil from Iran. 

Anyway, President Clinton signed 
the pardon, later crediting Holden’s 
recommendation as one of the factors 
that had convinced him to issue the 
pardon. 

Number six was the Weather Under-
ground pardon. 

Holder, as Deputy Attorney General, ‘‘was 
the gatekeeper for presidential pardons.’’ 
Two of the recipients of Holder’s pardons 
were former Weather Underground members 
Susan Rosenberg and Linda Evans. 

Number seven—and I am not reading 
off all the information about these— 
but seven was: 

Holder’s DOJ threatens free speech. The 
American Muslim Advisory Council of Ten-
nessee sponsored an event on June 4, called 
‘‘Public Disclosure in a Diverse Society.’’ 
The main speakers for the event were DOJ 
official Bill Killian, who is the U.S. attorney 
for the Eastern District of Tennessee, and 
FBI Special Agent of the Knoxville Division, 
Kenneth Moore. What is troubling about the 
event is that Killian addressed how social 
media posts and documents deemed inflam-
matory toward Muslims can be considered a 
violation of civil rights laws. 

He went on and he quoted the law, 
talking about how anybody critical of 
Islam could be violating the law. He 
quotes the law: 

If two or more persons conspire to injure, 
oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person 
in any State, territory, commonwealth, pos-
session, or district in the free exercise or en-
joyment of any right or privilege secured to 
him by the Constitution or laws of the 
United States, they shall be fined under this 
title or imprisoned not more than 10 years, 
or both. 

Talk about a chilling effect. 
Number eight, hostility towards con-

servatives. At an American Constitu-
tion Society gathering in 2004, Holder 
made the following comments—and 
these are all quotes: 

Conservatives have been defenders of the 
status quo, afraid of the future, and content 
to allow to continue to exist all but the most 
blatant inequalities. 

Conservatives have ‘‘made a mockery of 
the rule of law.’’ 

Conservatives are ‘‘breathtaking’’ in their 
‘‘arrogance,’’ which manifests itself in such 
things as ‘‘attacks on abortion rights,’’ ‘‘en-
ergy policies that are as shortsighted as they 
are ineffective,’’ and ‘‘tax cuts that dis-
proportionately favor those who are well off 
and perpetuate many of the inequities in our 
nation.’’ 

The hallmarks of the ‘‘conservative agen-
da’’ include ‘‘social division, mindless tax 
cutting, and a defense posture that does not 
really make us safer.’’ 

Anyway, he has got quite a few 
quotes like that. 

But number nine, opposition to Sec-
ond Amendment rights: 

In 2008, Eric Holder claimed that the Sec-
ond Amendment does not protect an individ-
ual’s right to keep and bear arms, but only 
applied to government militias. 

Number 10 was the treatment of ter-
rorists as criminal defendants instead 
of enemy combatants, as the laws that 
were passed should have indicated. 

Number 11 was the Arizona immigra-
tion law, how he went after that and he 
had not even read it. Filed pleadings— 
his department filed pleadings, and he 
made statements about how bad the 
law was, and he had not even read it. 

I thought my friend from Texas, TED 
POE, a former judge, had asked one of 
the stupidest questions I had ever 
heard in our Judiciary Committee 
hearing when he asked: Had you read 
that law before you filed that suit? 

And the answer was no. I couldn’t be-
lieve that no lawyer would file a suit 
declaring a law unconstitutional and 
he hadn’t even read it. 

Twelve, New Black Panther intimida-
tion. 

Thirteen, opposition to voter ID 
laws—and by the way, we have evi-
dence—you have places where photo 
IDs have been required, and there was 
actually an increase in minority vot-
ing. 

Fourteen, Fast and Furious, that we 
can’t get to the bottom of because they 
continue to secrete information about 
the department’s involvement and 
what they did. 

Fifteen, purges references to radical 
Islam, and we know about the purging 
of FBI training documents so that we 
don’t offend people that want to de-
stroy our way of life and us. 

Sixteen, about the Islamic outreach, 
when I was grilling FBI Director 
Mueller about not even pursuing ade-
quately the information about 
Tsarnaev being radicalized, I said: you 
didn’t even go to the Muslim mosque in 
Boston to ask about their 
radicalization. 

He said: oh, yes, we did go to the 
mosque—and then muttered ‘‘in the 
outreach program.’’ They never went 
to talk to anybody that might know 
whether Tsarnaev had been radicalized. 

Then The New York Times has a 
story blaming the Russians. The Rus-
sians and our own intelligence commu-
nity know anytime you give a heads-up 
to another country about information 
that may be helpful to them, you may 
end up giving away how intelligence is 
obtained. 

So it was wonderful that, twice, Rus-
sia gave us a heads-up, and instead, we 
go to the mosque that Tsarnaev at-
tends, with our outreach program from 
the FBI, instead of to investigate how 
radicalized this young man had become 
and the damage and the death and 
mayhem he was about to cause. 

If someone wants to say there is an-
other motive for being critical, well, 
they are living in their own little 
world. 

If somebody wants to bring up race, 
Mr. Speaker, for the record, let me just 
say, there is one African American I 
am still furious with. His name is Fred 
McClure. He was the president of the 
State of Texas Future Farmers of 
America. He was the student body 

president at Texas A&M University, 
where I attended. He was a good friend. 

I went to Baylor Law School before 
him. People say: wow, you really did 
well, you know, you won an award for 
a law review article, won best brief 
award, won moot court. 

Fred came in behind me and set the 
place on fire, figuratively speaking, 
with how well he did and the things he 
accomplished. 
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But he went to work for President 
George H. W. Bush, and in 1990, in De-
cember, I begged Fred to come back to 
east Texas where he grew up in San 
Augustine and that there were a lot of 
us that loved him and would get him 
elected to Congress so we could come 
back up here to Washington and set 
things right. 

And the thing I am still furious at 
Fred about is, if Fred had taken the en-
couragement to heart and come back 
and run for Congress, we could have 
gotten him elected. And if we had done 
that, I could have been about a normal 
life and not had to be here in Congress. 

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

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to Senate Concurrent Resolution 
35, 113th Congress, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until Mon-
day, April 28, 2014, at 2 p.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

5366. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Peanut 
Promotion, Research, and Information 
Order; Amendment to Primary Peanut-Pro-
ducing States and Adjustment of Member-
ship [Document Number: AMS-FV-13-0042] 
received April 7, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

5367. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
authorization of Colonel Robert G. Armfield 
and Colonel Christopher M. Short to wear 
the authorized insignia of the brigadier gen-
eral; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

5368. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
a letter on the approved retirement of Lieu-
tenant General Stanley T. Kresge, United 
States Air Force, and his advancement on 
the retired list in the grade of general; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

5369. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Weapons Counsel, transmitting certification 
of amounts requested for the national Nu-
clear Security Administration in the Presi-
dent’s Budget for FY 2015; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

5370. A letter from the Chair, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans-
mitting the Board’s semiannual Monetary 
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Policy Report pursuant to Pub. L. 106-569; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

5371. A letter from the Assistant to the 
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting the System’s 
‘‘Major’’ final rule — Enhanced Prudential 
Standards for Bank Holding Companies and 
Foreign Banking Organizations (Regulation 
YY; Docket No.: 1438) (RIN: 7100-AD-86) re-
ceived April 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

5372. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Final 
Flood Elevation Determinations (Mercer 
County, PA, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA-2014- 
0002] received April 9, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

5373. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Final 
Flood Elevation Determinations (Caddo Par-
ish, LA, et al.) [Docket ID: FEMA-2014-0002] 
received April 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

5374. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting 
in accordance with the provisions of section 
17(a) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act, 
the Chief Financial Officers Act of 1990, Pub. 
L. 101-576, and the Government Performance 
and Results Act of 1993, the Corporation’s 
2013 Annual Report; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

5375. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting 
the Office of Minority and Women Inclu-
sion’s annual report for 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

5376. A letter from the Director, National 
Credit Union Administration, transmitting 
the Office of Minority and Women Inclu-
sion’s annual report for 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

5377. A letter from the Regulatory Spe-
cialist, Legislative and Regulator Activities 
Division, Office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, transmitting an analysis of 12 
CFR Part 44; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

5378. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
transmitting the Office of Minority and 
Women Inclusion’s annual report for 2013; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

5379. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
National Foundation on the Arts and the Hu-
manities, transmitting the Federal Council 
on the Arts and the Humanities’ thirty- 
eighth annual report on the Arts and Arti-
facts Indemnity Program for fiscal year 2013; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

5380. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Allocation of Assets in Single-Employer 
Plans; Benefits in Terminated Single-Em-
ployer Plans; Interest Assumptions for Val-
uing and Paying Benefits received April 10, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

5381. A letter from the Chair, Advisory 
Council on Alzheimer’s Research, Care, and 
Services, transmitting the 2014 Rec-
ommendations of the Public Members of the 
Advisory Council on Alzheimer’s Research, 
Care, and Services; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5382. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fluoxastrobin; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2012-0576; FRL- 
9907-46] received April 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 

U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5383. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final 
rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(i), Post- 
Transition Table of DTV Allotments, Tele-
vision Broadcast Stations (South Bend, Indi-
ana) [MB Docket No.: 14-1] [RM-11710] re-
ceived April 7, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5384. A letter from the Acting General 
Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Generator Verification Reli-
ability Standards [Docket No.: RM13-16-000; 
Order No. 796] received April 8, 2014, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

5385. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Transmittal No. 14-06, Notice of Proposed 
Issuance of Letter of Offer and Acceptance, 
pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

5386. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-185, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5387. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-184, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5388. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-162, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5389. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-181, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(d) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5390. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-169, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5391. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-143, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5392. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notice that the Deputy Sec-
retary has issued the required determination 
to waive certain restrictions on the mainte-
nance of a Palestine Liberation Organization 
(PLO) Office; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5393. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, transmitting 
the Corporation’s annual report for FY 2013 
prepared in accordance with Section 203 of 
the Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 
(No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

5394. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Review Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s annual re-
port for FY 2013 prepared in accordance with 
the Notification and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 2002 

(No FEAR Act), Pub. L. 107-174; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5395. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Civil Rights, International Broadcasting Bu-
reau, transmitting the Board’s FY 2013 re-
port, pursuant to the requirements of section 
203(b) of the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation 
Act of 2002 (No Fear Act); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

5396. A letter from the Acting Chairman, 
National Endowment for the Arts, transmit-
ting the Endowment’s annual report for FY 
2013 prepared in accordance with Section 203 
of the Notification and Federal Employee 
Antidiscrimination and Retaliation Act of 
2002 (No FEAR Act), Public Law 107-174; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5397. A letter from the Associate Commis-
sioner/EEO Director, National Indian Gam-
ing Commission, transmitting the Commis-
sion’s annual report for FY 2013 prepared in 
accordance with the Notification and Fed-
eral Employee Antidiscrimination and Re-
taliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act), Pub. L. 
107-174; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

5398. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Government Ethics, transmitting the Stra-
tegic Plan for Fiscal Years 2014-2018; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

5399. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Management and Budget, transmit-
ting three reports pursuant to the Federal 
Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5400. A letter from the Secretary, Railroad 
Retirment Board, transmitting the Board’s 
FY 2013 report, pursuant to the requirements 
of section 203(b) of the Notification and Fed-
eral Employee Antidiscrimination and Re-
taliation Act of 2002 (No Fear Act); to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

5401. A letter from the Chair, Recovery Ac-
countability and Transparency Board, trans-
mitting the Board’s annual report for FY 
2013 prepared in accordance with Section 
203(a) of the Notification and Federal Em-
ployee Antidiscrimination and Retaliation 
Act of 2002 (No FEAR Act), Public Law 107- 
174; to the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform. 

5402. A letter from the EEO Director, Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s annual report for FY 
2013 prepared in accordance with the Notifi-
cation and Federal Employee Antidiscrimi-
nation and Retaliation Act of 2002 (No FEAR 
Act), Pub. L. 107-174; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5403. A letter from the Chief Judge, Supe-
rior Court of the District of Columbia, trans-
mitting the Court’s report on the activities 
of the Family Court during 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5404. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Groundfish 
of the Gulf of Alaska; Amendment 95 to the 
Fishery Management Plan for Groundfish 
[Docket No.: 120723270-4100-02] (RIN: 0648- 
BC39) received April 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5405. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
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Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher/ 
Processors Using Trawl Gear in the Central 
Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska 
[Docket No.: 130925836-4174-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XD189) received April 4, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5406. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod 
by Catcher Vessels Using Hook-and-Line 
Gear in the Central Regulatory Area of the 
Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.: 130925836-4174-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XD184) received April 4, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

5407. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Ves-
sels Using Hook-and-Line Gear in the West-
ern Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska 
[Docket No.: 130925836-4174-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XD181) received April 4, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5408. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Ves-
sels Using Hook-and-Line Gear in the Cen-
tral Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska 
[Docket No.: 130925836-4174-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XD166) received April 4, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5409. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Ves-
sels Less Than 60 feet (18.3 Meters) Length 
Overall Using Jig or Hook-and-Line Gear in 
the Bogoslof Pacific Cod Exemption Area 
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area [Docket No.: 131021878-4158-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XD175) received April 4, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

5410. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Quota 
Transfer [Docket No.: 121009528-2729-02] (RIN: 
0648-XD156) received April 4, 2014, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

5411. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States: Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and 
Butterfish Fisheries; Butterfish Trip Limit 
Reduction [Docket No.: 120731291-2522-02] 
(RIN: 0648-XD167) received April 4, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

5412. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries; General 
Category Fishery [Docket No.: 130214139-3542- 
02] (RIN: 0648-XD201) received April 4, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

5413. A letter from the Acting Deputy Di-
rector, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod 
in the Aleutian Islands Subarea of the Ber-
ing Sea and Aleutian Islands Management 
Area [Docket No.: 131021878-4158-02] (RIN: 
0648-XD190) received April 4, 2014, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

5414. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Pacific Halibut Fish-
eries; Catch Sharing Plan [Docket No.: 
131213999-4208-02] (RIN: 0648-BD82) received 
April 4, 2013, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

5415. A letter from the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Northeastern United States; 
Atlantic Herring Fishery; Adjustments to 
2014 Annual Catch Limits [Docket No.: 
130919816-4205-02] (RIN: 0648-BD70) received 
April 4, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

5416. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NOAA Fisheries Service, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule — Tak-
ing and Importing Marine Mammals; Preci-
sion Strike Weapon and Air-to-Surface Gun-
nery Training and Testing Operations at 
Eglin Air Force Base, FL [Docket No.: 
120820371-4079-02] (RIN: 0648-BC46) received 
April 4, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

5417. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Bering Sea 
and Aleutian Islands; 2014 and 2015 Harvest 
Specifications for Groundfish [Docket No.: 
131021878-4158-02] (RIN: 0648-XC927) received 
April 9, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

5418. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of workers employed at 
the Joslyn Manufacturing and Supply Co. at 
the covered facility in Fort Wayne, Indiana, 
to be added to the Special Exposure Cohort 
(SEC), pursuant to the Energy Employees 
Occupational Illness Compensation Program 
Act of 2000 (EEOICPA); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

5419. A letter from the Regulatory Coordi-
nator, U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Standards To Prevent, Detect, and 
Respond to Sexual Abuse and Assault in Con-
finement Facilities [ICEB-2012-0003] (RIN: 
1653-AA65) received March 28, 2014, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

5420. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Visas: Waiver by Joint Action of Visa and 
Passport Requirements for Members of 
Armed Forces and Coast Guards of Foreign 
Countries (RIN: 1400-AD51) received April 7, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

5421. A letter from the Vice President, Gov-
ernment Affairs and Corporate Communica-
tions, Amtrak National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation, transmitting an addendum to 

the Legislative and Grant Request for Fiscal 
Year 2015; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5422. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Tariff of Tolls 
(RIN: 2135-AA35) received April 10, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5423. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Interpretive Rule Regarding 
Applicability of the Exemption from Permit-
ting Under Section 404(f)(1)(A) of the Clean 
Water Act to Certain Agricultural Conserva-
tion Practices [EPA-HQ-OW-2013-0820; 9908- 
97-OW] received April 3, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5424. A letter from the Trade Representa-
tive, Executive Office of the President, 
transmitting the 2014 Trade Policy Agenda 
and the 2013 Annual Report on the Trade 
Agreements Program as prepared by the Ad-
ministration; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5425. A letter from the Chief, Office of Reg-
ulatory Affairs, Department of Justice, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Importation of Arms, Ammunition and Im-
plements of War and Machine Guns, Destruc-
tive Devices, and Certain Other Firearms; 
Extending the Term of Import Permits 
(2010R-26P) [Docket No.: ATF 26F; AG Order 
No. 3417-2014] (RIN: 1140-AA42) received Feb-
ruary 11, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5426. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Applicable Federal Rates — April 2014 
(Rev. Rul. 2014-12) received April 10, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

5427. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Guid-
ance on Section 1.1502-75(b) (Rev. Proc. 2014- 
24) received April 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

5428. A letter from the Branch Chief, Publi-
cations and Regulations, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Virtual Currency [Notice 2014-21] received 
April 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5429. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Modification of Rev. Proc. 2013-22 (Rev-
enue Procedure 2014-28) received April 10, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

5430. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — 
Health Insurance Providers Fee; Procedural 
and Administrative Guidance [Notice 2014-24] 
received April 8, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5431. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Application of One-Per-Year Limit on IRA 
Rollovers (Announcement 2014-15) received 
April 10, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

5432. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Postponement of Deadline for Making an 
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Election to Deduct for the Preceding Tax-
able Year Losses Attributable to Colorado 
Severe Storms, Flooding, Landslides, and 
Mudslides [Notice 2014-20] received March 27, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

5433. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Rollovers to Qualified Plans (Rev. Rul. 
2014-9) received April 8, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

5434. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting A report on the Evaluation of the 
Medicare Care Management Performance 
Demonstration, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 1395b-1 
note Public Law 108-173, section 649(g); joint-
ly to the Committees on Energy and Com-
merce and Ways and Means. 

5435. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a report entitled, ‘‘Recovery Audit-
ing in the Medicare and Medicaid Program’’; 
jointly to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Ways and Means. 

5436. A letter from the Chairman, Medicare 
Payment Advisory Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s March 2014 Report to 
the Congress: Medicare Payment Policy; 
jointly to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Ways and Means. 

5437. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report on the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation’s (MCC) activities for 
fiscal year 2013; jointly to the Committees on 
Foreign Affairs, the Judiciary, Ways and 
Means, Natural Resources, and Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: Committee on 
House Administration. H.R. 863. A bill to es-
tablish the Commission to Study the Poten-
tial Creation of a National Women’s History 
Museum, and for other purposes (Rept. 113– 
411 Pt. 1). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 2657. A bill to di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior to sell cer-
tain Federal lands in Arizona, Colorado, 
Idaho, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Oregon, Utah, and Wyoming, pre-
viously identified as suitable for disposal, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 113–412). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee 
on Natural Resources. H.R. 4032. A bill to ex-
empt from Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 
certain water transfers by the North Texas 
Municipal Water District and the Greater 
Texoma Utility Authority, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 113–413 Pt. 1). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

f 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 

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

The Committee on the Judiciary dis-
charged from further consideration. H.R. 4032 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

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. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
GRAYSON, and Ms. JACKSON LEE): 

H.R. 4445. A bill to amend the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965 to develop and test an ex-
panded and advanced role for direct care 
workers who provide long-term services and 
supports to older individuals in efforts to co-
ordinate care and improve the efficiency of 
service delivery; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SHUSTER (for himself, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. MEEHAN, and Mr. 
COOK): 

H.R. 4446. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to conduct a study on mat-
ters relating to the claiming and interring of 
unclaimed remains of veterans, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD (for himself, 
Mr. DESJARLAIS, and Mr. LANKFORD): 

H.R. 4447. A bill to direct the employing 
authority of any officer or employee of the 
Federal Government who is in contempt of 
Congress to not pay compensation to the of-
ficer or employee while the officer or em-
ployee remains in contempt, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. PITTENGER (for himself, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. DENHAM, Mr. 
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, and Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan): 

H.R. 4448. A bill to direct the President to 
suspend assistance to foreign countries that 
fail to use INTERPOL’s Stolen and Lost 
Travel Documents database for purposes of 
determining accuracy of passports of pro-
spective passengers on commercial flights; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 4449. A bill to amend the Trafficking 
Victims Protection Act of 2000 to expand the 
training for Federal Government personnel 
related to trafficking in persons, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Ms. 
TITUS, Mr. JOLLY, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Ms. 
WILSON of Florida, Mr. KINZINGER of 
Illinois, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. 
ROSS, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. PETERS of 
California, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Ms. MATSUI, 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. 
GABBARD, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of 
California, Mr. PIERLUISI, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. HAHN, Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN, Ms. CHU, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. COSTA, Mr. LONG, 
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. SCHOCK, and 
Mr. GRIMM): 

H.R. 4450. A bill to extend the Travel Pro-
motion Act of 2009, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Home-
land Security, 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. CONYERS: 
H.R. 4451. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to provide for the protection of 
the general public, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 
H.R. 4452. A bill to establish a corporate 

crime database, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform, 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. REICHERT (for himself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 4453. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the re-
duced recognition period for built-in gains of 
S corporations; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 4454. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent certain 
rules regarding basis adjustments to stock of 
S corporations making charitable contribu-
tions of property; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER (for himself, Mr. RAN-
GEL, and Ms. JACKSON LEE): 

H.R. 4455. A bill to require Federal agen-
cies to collaborate in the development of 
freely available open source educational ma-
terials in college-level physics, chemistry, 
and math, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself, Mr. COSTA, Mr. MCNER-
NEY, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and 
Mr. WAXMAN): 

H.R. 4456. A bill to determine the feasi-
bility of additional agreements for long-term 
use of existing or expanded non-Federal stor-
age and conveyance facilities to augment 
Federal water supply, ecosystem, and oper-
ational flexibility benefits in certain areas, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 
GERLACH, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, and Mr. SCHOCK): 

H.R. 4457. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend in-
creased expensing limitations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MCCARTHY of California: 
H.R. 4458. A bill to make permanent the 

withdrawal and reservation of public land 
previously withdrawn and reserved to sup-
port the operations of Naval Air Weapons 
Station China Lake, California, and to pro-
vide for the withdrawal and reservation of 
additional public land; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. HONDA, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. MORAN, Mr. NADLER, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. RICHMOND, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. SERRANO): 

H.R. 4459. A bill to secure the Federal vot-
ing rights of persons who have been released 
from incarceration; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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By Mr. HONDA (for himself, Mr. ELLI-

SON, Mr. PETERS of California, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. LOF-
GREN, Ms. MENG, and Mr. MORAN): 

H.R. 4460. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to repeal the sunset of 
the special immigrant nonminister religious 
worker program; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HONDA: 
H.R. 4461. A bill to authorize the National 

Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration to 
establish a Climate Change Education Pro-
gram; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Mr. STIV-
ERS, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. WATERS, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RANGEL, 
Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. HECK of Wash-
ington, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia): 

H.R. 4462. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Housing and Urban Development to discount 
FHA single-family mortgage insurance pre-
mium payments for first-time homebuyers 
who complete a financial literacy housing 
counseling program; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Ms. BONAMICI: 
H.R. 4463. A bill to amend the Consumer 

Financial Protection Act of 2010 to regulate 
tax return preparers and refund anticipation 
payment arrangements, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself, Mr. 
KIND, Mr. REED, Mr. SCHOCK, Ms. JEN-
KINS, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. YOUNG of 
Indiana, Mr. MATHESON, and Mr. 
CROWLEY): 

H.R. 4464. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the 
look-through treatment of payments be-
tween related controlled foreign corpora-
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BYRNE: 
H.R. 4465. A bill to amend the Magnuson- 

Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act to repeal the requirement to estab-
lish catch limits for the Gulf of Mexico red 
snapper fishery; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself and Mr. 
MEEKS): 

H.R. 4466. A bill to require certain finan-
cial regulators to determine whether new 
regulations or orders are duplicative or in-
consistent with existing Federal regulations, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services, and in addition to the 
Committee on Agriculture, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 
H.R. 4467. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to provide for visas for 
certain advanced STEM graduates, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida (for herself 
and Mr. HUNTER): 

H.R. 4468. A bill to require career and tech-
nical education for maritime careers; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas: 
H.R. 4469. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring 
provisions for 1 year; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself and Mr. 
SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 4470. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to regulate tax return preparers; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Ms. KELLY 
of Illinois, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. NORTON, 
and Ms. WILSON of Florida): 

H.R. 4471. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the tax incen-
tives for empowerment zones and renewal 
communities; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FATTAH: 
H.R. 4472. A bill to provide for the estab-

lishment of a grant program to support 
United States-Israeli cooperation for neuro-
science-related research, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. FOSTER (for himself, Ms. 
TSONGAS, Mr. OWENS, Mr. ENYART, 
and Mr. CÁRDENAS): 

H.R. 4473. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow small employers a 
credit against income tax for the cost of on- 
the-job training expenses, to make the re-
search credit permanent, and to increase the 
simplified research credit; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. GRANGER (for herself, Mr. 
DEUTCH, and Mr. MCCAUL): 

H.R. 4474. A bill to remove the Kurdistan 
Democratic Party and the Patriotic Union of 
Kurdistan from treatment as terrorist orga-
nizations and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia (for him-
self and Mr. HANNA): 

H.R. 4475. A bill to allow the manufacture, 
importation, distribution, and sale of inves-
tigational drugs and devices intended for use 
by terminally ill patients who execute an in-
formed consent document, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 
H.R. 4476. A bill to require ingredient label-

ing of certain consumer cleaning products, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MCNERNEY: 
H.R. 4477. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Transportation to make grants for engi-
neering, final design, and construction of the 
Altamont Corridor Rail Project, California, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H.R. 4478. A bill to require that any new 

contract to provide project-based rental as-
sistance under section 8 of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 have a term of 40 years, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H.R. 4479. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide a renter’s credit; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHMOND (for himself, Mr. 
AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Mississippi, Mr. RUSH, Mr. FATTAH, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. 

CHRISTENSEN, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. WILSON 
of Florida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
MEEKS, Ms. MOORE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. CONYERS, Mrs. 
BEATTY, Ms. BASS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. 
VEASEY, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
CLAY, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. SEWELL of 
Alabama, and Ms. CLARKE of New 
York): 

H.R. 4480. A bill to amend adverse credit 
history determinations for purposes of Fed-
eral Direct PLUS Loan eligibility; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 4481. A bill to amend the Head Start 

Act to authorize block grants to States for 
prekindergarten education; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 4482. A bill to prohibit any appropria-

tion of funds for the Science and Technology 
account of the Environmental Protection 
Agency; to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. 

By Ms. SHEA-PORTER (for herself, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. MASSIE, and Ms. KUSTER): 

H.R. 4483. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to provide for the eligi-
bility of certain additional programs for the 
National Science Foundation competitive 
grant program for K-12 math, science, engi-
neering, and technology education, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. SINEMA (for herself, Mr. GIB-
SON, Mr. BARBER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and 
Mr. MURPHY of Florida): 

H.R. 4484. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide improve-
ments for Medicare Advantage special needs 
plans, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. TURNER (for himself and Ms. 
TSONGAS): 

H.R. 4485. A bill to provide for additional 
enhancements to the sexual assault preven-
tion and response activities of the Armed 
Forces; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, 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. LARSON of Connecticut: 
H.J. Res. 114. A joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States concerning the election of the 
Members of the House of Representatives; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TERRY: 
H. Con. Res. 97. Concurrent resolution rec-

ognizing caregiving as a profession and the 
need for increased educational opportunities 
for both paid and family caregivers; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Ms. 
CHU, Mr. VALADAO, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. TITUS, 
Ms. LEE of California, Ms. SPEIER, 
Mr. HOLT, and Mr. BERA of Cali-
fornia): 

H. Res. 550. A resolution honoring the Sikh 
American community’s celebration of 
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Vaisakhi; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

By Mr. COSTA (for himself, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. BASS, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, and Mr. 
LEWIS): 

H. Res. 551. A resolution supporting the 
mission and goals of 2014 National Crime 
Victims’ Rights Week, which include in-
creasing public awareness of the rights, 
needs, and concerns of, and services avail-
able to assist, victims of crime in the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROWLEY (for himself, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. GRIMM, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 
ISRAEL, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Ms. MENG, Mr. NADLER, 
Mr. OWENS, and Mr. RANGEL): 

H. Res. 552. A resolution celebrating the 
50th anniversary of the 1964 World’s Fair in 
Queens, New York; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia: 
H. Res. 553. A resolution recognizing Line-

men, the profession of Linemen, and the con-
tributions of these brave men and women to 
protect public safety, and expressing support 
of designation of April 18, 2014, as National 
Lineman Appreciation Day; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. HAHN: 
H. Res. 554. A resolution recognizing the 

alarming mortality rate of African-Amer-
ican breast cancer patients; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

190. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the House of Representatives of the State 
of Ohio, relative to House Resolution No. 340 
commending Israel for its cordial and mutu-
ally beneficial relationship with the United 
States and Ohio; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

191. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 315 memori-
alizing the Congress and the President to 
support Michigan’s application for a state- 
sponsored EB-5 regional center; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

192. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 316 memori-
alizing the President and the Congress to 
support Michigan’s request for 50,000 EB-2 
visas to assist in the recovery of the city of 
Detroit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

193. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Ohio, relative to 
House Concurrent Resolution No. 21 urging 
the President, Congress, and the Department 
of Veterans Affairs to take prompt action to 
reduce the processing time for veterans’ dis-
ability benefit claims; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

194. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Colorado, rel-
ative to House Joint Resolution No. 14-1007 
recognizing the bravery and sacrifice of the 
crew of the U.S.S. Pueblo; jointly to the 
Committees on Armed Services and Foreign 
Affairs. 

195. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Concurrent Resolution No. 19 
urging Congress to repeal Section 1502 of the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Financial Services and Foreign 
Affairs. 

196. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the Territory of Guam, relative to Resolu-
tion No. 316-32 requesting that the Congress 

and the Department of Health and Human 
Services further consider and amend the pro-
visions of the PPACA; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce and Ways 
and Means. 

197. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Washington, relative to Senate 
Joint Memorial 8003 urging Congress to up-
date and amend the Communications De-
cency Act; jointly to the Committees on En-
ergy and Commerce and the Judiciary. 

198. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Oregon, relative 
to House Joint Memorial 206 urging Congress 
to direct the Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration to enhance safe-
ty standards for new and existing tank rail 
cars used to transport crude oil and other 
flammable liquids; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and Energy and Commerce. 

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. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 4445. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I; Section 8; Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution states The Congress shall have 
Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im-
posts and Excises, to pay the Debts and pro-
vide for the common Defence and general 
Welfare of the United States... 

By Mr. SHUSTER: 
H.R. 4446. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8: to provide for the com-

mon Defense and general Welfare of the 
United States 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD: 
H.R. 4447. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Sec. 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. PITTENGER: 
H.R. 4448. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
Article I, Section 9, Clause 7 

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York: 

H.R. 4449. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the US Constitution. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H.R. 4450. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 1 (which states that ‘‘The 
Congress shall have the 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; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States’’) and Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 
(which states that the Congress shall have 
the Power ‘‘To regulate Commerce with for-
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes’’) of the Constitu-
tion of the United States. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 
H.R. 4451. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 3 

By Mr. CONYERS: 
H.R. 4452. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8, 

Clause 3 
By Mr. REICHERT: 

H.R. 4453. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 

I of the United States Constitution and 
Amendment XVI of the United States Con-
stitution 

By Mr. REICHERT: 
H.R. 4454. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 

I of the United States Constitution and 
Amendment XVI of the United States Con-
stitution 

By Mr. FOSTER: 
H.R. 4455. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof 

By Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 4456. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States grants Congress the au-
thority to enact this bill. 

By Mr. TIBERI: 
H.R. 4457. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill makes changes to existing law re-

lating to Article 1, Section 7 which provides 
that ‘‘All bills for raising Revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives.’’ 

By Mr. MCCARTHY of California: 
H.R. 4458. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 
The Congress shall have power to dispose 

of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States; and nothing 
in this Constitution shall be so construed as 
to prejudice any claims of the United States, 
or of any particular state. 

By Mr. CONYERS: 
H.R. 4459. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
1) Article I, Section 4, Clause 1 of the 

United States Constitution. This provision 
permits Congress to make or alter the regu-
lations pertaining to Federal elections; 

2) Section 5 of the Fourteenth Amendment 
to the United States Constitution. This pro-
vision grants Congress the authority to 
enact appropriate laws protecting the civil 
rights of all Americans; and 

3) The Eighth Amendment to the United 
States Constitution. This provision prohibits 
excessive bail, excessive fines and cruel and 
unusual punishment. 

By Mr. HONDA: 
H.R. 4460. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of Article I of the United States 

Constitution 
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By Mr. HONDA: 

H.R. 4461. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
section 8 of article I of the Constitution 

By Mrs. BEATTY: 
H.R. 4462. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution which grants Congress 
the power to regulate Commerce with for-
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Ms. BONAMICI: 
H.R. 4463. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 1 
Amdt. XVI 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 
H.R. 4464. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 

By Mr. BYRNE: 
H.R. 4465. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8: To regulate Commerce 

with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes; 

By Mrs. CAPITO: 
H.R. 4466. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 1: All legislative Powers 

herein granted shall be vested in a Congress 
of the United States 

By Mr. CAPUANO: 
H.R. 4467. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 4, which states 

that Congress has the power to establish a 
uniform Rule of Naturalization. 

By Ms. CASTOR of Florida: 
H.R. 4468. 
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. CASTRO of Texas: 

H.R. 4469. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress shall have power . . . To 

make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers, and all other powers vested by 
this Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 4470. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI of the United States Constitution 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 4471. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. FATTAH: 

H.R. 4472. 
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 Section 
8 Clause 3 of the United States Constitution, 
which states the United States Congress 
shall have power ‘‘To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes’’. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 
H.R. 4473. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, which states ‘‘The 
Congress shall have Power To lay and collect 
Taxes.’ 

By Ms. GRANGER: 
H.R. 4474. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution that the Congress shall 
have power to make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execu-
tion the foregoing powers, and all other pow-
ers vested by this Constitution in the gov-
ernment of the United States, or in any de-
partment or officer thereof. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia: 
H.R. 4475. 
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, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 
H.R. 4476. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. MCNERNEY: 

H.R. 4477. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. RANGEL: 

H.R. 4478. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution. 

By Mr. RANGEL: 
H.R. 4479. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article XVI of the Constitution—Congress 

shall have power to lay and collect taxes on 
incomes . . . 

By Mr. RICHMOND: 
H.R. 4480. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional authority for this bill 

stems from Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of 
the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 4481. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States of America. 
By Mr. SALMON: 

H.R. 4482. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 9, Clause 7—‘‘No Money 

shall be drawn from the Treasury, but in 
Consequence of Appropriations made by Law; 
and a regular Statement and Account of the 
Receipts and Expenditures of all public 
Money shall be published from time to 
time.’’ 

By Ms. SHEA-PORTER: 
H.R. 4483. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States 
By Ms. SINEMA: 

H.R. 4484. 
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 

By Mr. TURNER: 
H.R. 4485. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Military Regulation: Article I, Section 8, 
Clauses 14 and 18 

To make Rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces; and 

To make all laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into execution the 
foregoing powers, and all other powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the government of 
the United States, or in any department or 
officer thereof. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 
H.J. Res. 114. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 20: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 24: Mr. ROONEY, Mr. JOLLY, and Mr. 

MULLIN. 
H.R. 32: Mr. WEBER of Texas and Mr. 

JOLLY. 
H.R. 184: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 279: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 435: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 460: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 485: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 508: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 524: Mr. CRAWFORD. 
H.R. 551: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 578: Mr. BENISHEK. 
H.R. 713: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 718: Mr. RIBBLE and Mr. MULVANEY. 
H.R. 786: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 855: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 863: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 935: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 942: Mr. POSEY and Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 963: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. MAFFEI and Mr. WALDEN. 
H.R. 1070: Mr. WENSTRUP and Mr. MCKEON. 
H.R. 1074: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Mr. GRIF-

FIN of Arkansas, and Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 1084: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 1141: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 1173: Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 1229: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 1290: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 1318: Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 1331: Mr. PRICE of Georgia. 
H.R. 1354: Mr. POCAN and Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 1462: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 1464: Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 1507: Mr. ENYART and Ms. GRANGER. 
H.R. 1508: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey and Mr. 

ENYART. 
H.R. 1563: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 1620: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 1699: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1726: Mr. REED. 
H.R. 1812: Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia. 
H.R. 1852: Mr. DAINES. 
H.R. 1861: Mr. NOLAN. 
H.R. 1950: Mr. JOLLY. 
H.R. 2093: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 2143: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 2203: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CONYERS, 

Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. STOCKMAN, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. GARCIA, Ms. 
KUSTER, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. POSEY, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. BRALEY 
of Iowa, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. COLLINS of 
New York, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. FINCHER, 
Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mrs. 
MILLER of Michigan, Mr. NUGENT, Mrs. 
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WALORSKI, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. WITTMAN, and 
Mr. LAMALFA. 

H.R. 2247: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 2283: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mrs. 

HARTZLER. 
H.R. 2288: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 2315: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 2342: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2377: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. 
H.R. 2387: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. FRANKEL of 

Florida, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, and Mr. SERRANO. 

H.R. 2429: Mr. JOLLY, Mr. SCALISE, Ms. 
HERRERA BEUTLER, and Mr. GRAVES of Geor-
gia. 

H.R. 2504: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
PETERS of California, and Mr. SIRES. 

H.R. 2543: Mr. LONG and Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 2607: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 2619: Mr. POCAN, Mr. RAHALL, and Mrs. 

KIRKPATRICK. 
H.R. 2648: Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 2682: Mr. LANCE. 
H.R. 2707: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 2725: Mr. SCHRADER. 
H.R. 2788: Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 2805: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN and Mr. 

ROTHFUS. 
H.R. 2870: Mr. MEEHAN and Ms. ESTY. 
H.R. 2901: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. GIBSON. 
H.R. 2914: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 2932: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. KINZINGER of Illi-

nois, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. BEN 
RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, and Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida. 

H.R. 2955: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 2957: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 2959: Mr. JOLLY, Mr. PETRI, Mr. 

DAINES, and Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 2996: Mr. COOK and Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 3022: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 3086: Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 

FRELINGHUYSEN, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, 
and Mr. VARGAS. 

H.R. 3150: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 3155: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 3179: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama and Mr. 

ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 3313: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 3344: Mrs. WALORSKI and Mr. FRELING-

HUYSEN. 
H.R. 3361: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 3367: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3377: Mrs. ELLMERS. 
H.R. 3494: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 3528: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3530: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida and Mrs. 

WALORSKI. 
H.R. 3570: Mr. GUTHRIE. 

H.R. 3581: Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 3610: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 3658: Mr. JOLLY, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 

and Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 3665: Mr. NEAL. 
H.R. 3673: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3697: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 3707: Mr. HOLT and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3717: Mr. CARTER, Mr. AMODEI, and Mr. 

SCHOCK. 
H.R. 3740: Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 3782: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 3867: Ms. GRANGER and Mr. BRALEY of 

Iowa. 
H.R. 3929: Ms. FUDGE and Mr. HOLT. 
H.R. 3930: Mr. ISRAEL and Mr. CAMP. 
H.R. 3969: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 3991: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 4008: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 4031: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. 

YOHO, and Mr. MCCLINTOCK. 
H.R. 4058: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 
H.R. 4064: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 4069: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 4119: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. GRI-

JALVA, Mr. COHEN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California, Ms. KELLY of Illi-
nois, Mr. HOLT, and Ms. MOORE. 

H.R. 4143: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 4162: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 4172: Mr. JOYCE. 
H.R. 4225: Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, Mrs. 

LUMMIS, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. GRAVES of 
Missouri, and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 4228: Mr. MATHESON. 
H.R. 4250: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. CAROLYN 

B. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas. 

H.R. 4255: Mr. MICHAUD and Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 4285: Mr. WAXMAN, Ms. LORETTA SAN-

CHEZ of California, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
HAHN, Ms. SPEIER, and Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 4299: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 4305: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 4308: Mr. DESANTIS. 
H.R. 4316: Mr. WALDEN. 
H.R. 4320: Mr. WOMACK. 
H.R. 4325: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 4346: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 4351: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, MR. HUNTER, 

Mr. AMODEI, Mr. MCINTYRE, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 
SIRES, and Mr. ENYART. 

H.R. 4357: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. NUNNELEE, and Mr. BROUN of Georgia. 

H.R. 4361: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 4364: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 4365: Ms. NORTON, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 

PAULSEN, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. 
KILMER, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 

H.R. 4370: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 4411: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. WEBER of 

Texas, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. SALM-
ON, Ms. MENG, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. COOK, Mr. 
WESTMORELAND, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. 
LONG, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. ROKITA, and Mr. JOR-
DAN. 

H.R. 4423: Mr. STEWART. 
H.R. 4433: Mr. BRIDENSTINE. 
H.J. Res. 50: Mr. BENISHEK. 
H. Con. Res. 86: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. TERRY, 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. 
TONKO. 

H. Res. 72: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H. Res. 109: Mr. WOODALL. 
H. Res. 190: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H. Res. 526: Mr. HUFFMAN. 

f 

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. 2377: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

77. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Township of Parsippany—Tory Hills, 
New Jersey, relative to Resolution R2014-040 
urging the Congress to invest federal dollars 
in maintaining the highways and improving 
the transportation infrastructure in the 
State of New Jersey; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

78. Also, a petition of the County of Sara-
toga Board of Supervisors, New York, rel-
ative to Resolution 44 urging the passage of 
H.R. 543; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

79. Also, a petition of the County of Sara-
toga Board of Supervisors, New York, rel-
ative to Resolution 45-2014 urging the Senate 
to introduce a companion bill of H.R. 1494 
and ensure its passage within the 113th Con-
gressional Session; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services and Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 
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