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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MARSHALL).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 25, 2017.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ROGER W.
MARSHALL to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

PAUL D. RYAN,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2017, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 1:50 p.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

COMMUNITY RALLYING TO HONOR
FALLEN HERO THOMAS EDWARD
HUNTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. ABRAHAM) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to share with you an inspiring
story about a community rallying to
honor one of our Nation’s heroes. On
September 12 of this year, Thomas Ed-
ward Hunter passed away at the won-
derful age of 93.

He was a World War II veteran who
served in Normandy and fought with

our troops to liberate Europe from the
Nazis. Unfortunately, Mr. Hunter spent
his final years mostly alone in a nurs-
ing home, and died without much close
family. He literally outlived all of his
siblings. He never married, nor had any
children. As a result, he had no one to
serve as pallbearers at his funeral.

Word of Mr. Hunter’s passing reached
the folks at Winnfield Senior High
School, which is in a small community
in rural north central Louisiana that I
had the privilege of representing. After
learning about Mr. Hunter’s fate, six
Winnfield football players—Matthew
Harrell, Brett Jurek, Justin Lawson,
T.J. Homan, Christian Evans, and Lee
Estay—stepped up to serve as pall-
bearers for Mr. Hunter.

In addition, the folks at Southern
Funeral Homes arranged for military
honors, along with the flag and the
playing of taps.

I am so inspired by the actions of
Matthew, Brett, Justin, T.J., Christian,
and Lee, as well as others in the com-
munity, who gave Mr. Hunter the
hero’s sendoff that he so deserved.
They didn’t know this man, but they
knew that every veteran deserves to
die with dignity and to be honored for
the sacrifices they made for our great
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I think the actions of
these men that you see in the photo to
my left here speaks volumes of what is
so truly important in our country:
community, country, family, God.

Our flag and the Nation it stands for
is special because of veterans like
Thomas Hunter who answered the call
to serve without question. Thousands
have given their lives for that flag and
this Nation, and they deserve our re-
spect for their ultimate sacrifices.

These young men in Winnfield, they
get that. They got that at this funeral.
I think others in this country will
learn from their wonderful example.

SENATE PROPOSED HEALTHCARE
SYSTEM IS INSANE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, Albert
Einstein is reported to have once said:
The definition of insanity is trying to
do the same thing over and over again
and expecting a different result.

Using that definition, the men in the
white coats with large butterfly nets
have plenty of wacky patients to catch
in the Senate, where this week—tomor-
row, in fact—the Republican leadership
is once again, for over the 60th time,
trying to jam through a so-called
healthcare bill which will repeal the
Affordable Care Act without a coherent
replacement.

Once again, the Republican leader-
ship will force a vote without analysis
by the Congressional Budget Office of
the Cassidy-Graham bill, no hearings
at the healthcare committee; and in
the face of a tidal wave of opposition
from the healthcare world, patient
groups, healthcare givers, and even Re-
publican Governors have had one mes-
sage over the last week, which is to
vote ‘‘no.”

Mr. Speaker, just to give you a small
sample of some of the patient groups
that have spoken out over the last
week in opposition to this measure,
they include the ALS Association, the
American Cancer Society, The Amer-
ican Diabetes Association, the Amer-
ican Heart Association, the American
Lung Association, the Arthritis Foun-
dation, the Cystic Fibrosis Foundation,
the National Kidney Foundation, the
Down Syndrome Caucus, the American
Foundation for the Blind, the National
Multiple Sclerosis Society, the Ampu-
tee Coalition of America, the Autism
Speaks group, the Coalition to Stop
Opioid Overdose, and AARP.

These are mainstream, trusted orga-
nizations, which all of us have donated
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to, done walkathons, done everything
we can to help their missions, which is
to help America’s patients. They are
unanimous that the Senate should re-
ject this measure and that we should
move on to a new approach—following
Mr. Einstein’s advice—to try and fix
the American healthcare system.

Incredibly, American provider
groups, who at many times are at each
other’s throats in terms of different
healthcare legislation, have also taken
the same position: the American Med-
ical Association; the American Nurses
Association; the Association of Amer-
ican Medical Colleges; the American
Hospital Association; the Catholic
Health Association of the United
States; and the American Health Care
Association, which represents thou-
sands of nursing homes like the one
that just cared for that gentleman that
we heard such kind words about a mo-
ment ago from Louisiana.

Again, incredibly, the National Asso-
ciation of Medicaid Directors from all
50 States—Republican States and
Democratic States—issued an extraor-
dinary letter last week. Again, these
are folks who run the system. They are
actually on the ground. They are in the
real world, not in the political bubble
of Washington, and they have unani-
mously begged the Senate to vote
“no,” and to stop this rush to under-
mining and creating a catastrophic
damage to America’s healthcare sys-
tem.

The RAND Corporation issued a re-
port just a couple of days ago that
talked about the impact of this meas-
ure on America’s veterans. 1.75 million
American veterans use the Medicaid
program; many in nursing homes,
maybe like Mr. Hunter, who we just
heard about. The RAND Corporation
has told us that passing this measure
will undermine our promise to Amer-
ica’s veterans, the people who wore the
uniform of this country, that they
would have access to coverage through
the Medicaid program. That is what
this bill does.

Mr. Speaker, in the real world, at the
end of this week, the Children’s Health
Insurance Program, a bipartisan meas-
ure that passed a couple of decades ago,
expires its authorization. The law that
provides authorization for America’s
community health centers, that ex-
pires at the end of this week. The Na-
tional Health Service Corps, which al-
lows young Americans to get the op-
portunity for affordable medical edu-
cation, that expires at the end of this
week.

That is what we should be focused on;
not another mindless rushed judgment
to satisfy a political promise that the
American people don’t want and we
know, from all the folks who are out
there in the real world of America’s
healthcare system, won’t work. Vote
“‘no.”
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RECOGNIZING THE WORK OF THE
GUARDIANS OF THE WASH-
INGTON CROSSING NATIONAL
CEMETERY

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to voice my admiration for a
dedicated group of individuals in my
community who tirelessly work to en-
sure every veteran receives the rec-
ognition they deserve.

This organization is the Guardians of
the Washington Crossing National
Cemetery. Through rain, sleet, extreme
heat, and excessive cold, conditions
that would make others seek shelter,
these dedicated members have not
missed a single veteran’s funeral since
the opening of the Washington Cross-
ing National Cemetery. Over 10,000 of
our Nation’s veterans have received
their final honors provided by this de-
voted patriotic group of citizens.

It is with deep gratitude that I share
their efforts on this floor.

Mr. Speaker, in recognition of their
humble service, I include their names
in the RECORD.

Bob Craven, Gabe Masico, John Heenan,
Dan Worden, Mel Benson, Joe Hogan, Joe
Longmore, Marge Weiner, Jerry Byrnes,
Gene Hamilton, Hugh Bell, Les Walters,
Randy Seitter, Ken Myerson, George Sweet,
Tom Hauserman, Ron Lyons, Gene Teece,
Bob Miles, Terry Schweikert.

Bill McKenna, Walter Elsperger, Bob
Sundling, Sal Castro, Tom Molnar, Bob
Davis, Jan Becknell, Bob Greenwood, Bill
Tuttle, Bill Kratz, Harry Magrisi, Harold
Shultz, Rich Bender, Tim Ward, Ken Fox,
Skip Munday, John D’ascenzo, Fred Ameel,
Joe Darwalk, Frank Adams.

John Morgan, Walt Jerdan, Dennis Cudnik,
Joe Fonde, Steve Whiteman, Terry Sherk,
Jim McDevitt, Bob Castor, Jim Kuhn, Tom
Lyons, Bob Boccuti, Jim Hartman, Kathleen
Mcall, Marc Wilard, Victor Teat, Ned
Cooney, Dick Lima, John Lee, John Whar-
ton, Jim Frawley.

Chet Gursky, Donn Nolan, Tim Ghebeles,
John Sandle, Jim Harris, Ed Steglik, Bill
Fenimore, Bob Crossett, Fred Cadwell, Bill
Lee, Steve Govern, Brian Watson, Joe Keller,
Bill Stevens, Barry Helfer, Dan Madden, Mer
Claar, Don Weiss, Charles Godin, John
McGarrigle, Jerry McGovern, Fred Stewart,
Jack Jameson.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, we
can never truly thank our Nation’s vet-
erans enough for their service and their
sacrifice. But the work of the members,
past and present, of the Washington
Crossing National Cemetery Honor
Guard is an example we should all fol-
low.

MITOCHONDRIAL DISEASE AWARENESS WEEK

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize the importance
of raising awareness of mitochondrial
disease this month of September.

Mitochondrial disease is a chronic
genetic disorder that occurs when the
mitochondria of the cells fail to
produce enough energy to keep them
functioning. This disease affects 1 in
4,000 Americans of all ages, including
my constituent, Bettemarie Bond.
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It can have severe consequences.
Symptoms of mitochondrial disease are
poor growth, loss of motor function,
and an increased risk of infection. For
more than 25 years, Bettemarie has re-
lied on continuous infusions of paren-
teral nutrition, saline, and pain medi-
cation to help manage the effects of
her conditions.

As a patient advocate, she raises
awareness of the importance of access
to home care. Home infusion care has
allowed Bettemarie to go to college,
work as an occupational therapist, and
buy her home in my hometown of
Levittown.

This month we highlight the impor-
tance of coming together to support
those with this disease, as well as edu-
cate the public about its effects. We
can and must spread awareness for this
disease through social media aware-
ness, spreading the word in our com-
munities, sharing stories of those af-
flicted, wearing green in support, and
holding events to help gain recognition
of this disease and its repercussions.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to speak
with all those impacted by this condi-
tion, including my constituents, as we
work to find a cure.

———

40TH ANNIVERSARY OF FOOD
STAMPS ACT OF 1977

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this
Friday marks the 40th anniversary of
the Food Stamps Act of 1977, landmark
legislation that expanded the reach of
the Food Stamps program and made it
more effective and efficient.

The bipartisan legislation came as a
response to the severe hunger and mal-
nutrition that plagued our country in
the 1960s. In 1968, a CBS documentary
called ‘““Hunger in America’ turned the
Nation’s focus to this terrible problem,
making us all aware that even in the
United States of America, the richest
country in the history of the world,
kids were going to school hungry and
families couldn’t afford nutritious
meals.

For the next decade, my friend and
mentor, Senator George McGovern, the
Democrat from South Dakota; and
Senator Bob Dole, a Republican from
Kansas, led the Select Committee on
Nutrition and Human Needs. This bi-
partisan panel worked to examine the
issue of hunger and malnutrition in the
United States. They held field hearings
to witness firsthand how devastating
the curse of hunger was across this
country. They worked together to edu-
cate the public and other Members of
Congress on hunger, and worked to-
gether to find common ground on how
best to tackle this terrible problem.

Out of this work came important up-
dates to the Food Stamps program.
The Food Stamps Act of 1977 estab-
lished national standards of eligibility
for the program and eliminated the re-
quirement that recipients pay for their
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stamps. It was revolutionary and it
helped to dramatically reduce extreme
poverty and extreme hunger in the
United States.

Since the 1970s, Congress has worked
to strengthen the program, making it
even more effective and efficient. We
have modernized benefit processing,
and replaced the paper food stamps
with EBT cards. We have added incen-
tives for the purchase of healthy foods,
and improved access to fresh fruits and
vegetables. We have updated benefit
calculations to exclude combat pay for
military families, and allow childcare
deductions to assist families with
young children.

In 2008, we renamed the program
SNAP, the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program. The modern SNAP
provides millions of children, seniors,
and other vulnerable adults with food
assistance each year. It helps families
lift themselves out of poverty, and im-
proves health, educational, and eco-
nomic outcomes for its recipients.

As I hear from families in my dis-
trict, I learn how powerful SNAP is in
transforming lives. Just last week I
heard the story of a graduate school-
educated constituent who became dis-
abled and was unable to work and was
resistant to applying for SNAP. She
didn’t think she fit the profile of some-
one who needed food benefits, but she
did. She applied for and received bene-
fits, and now she no longer panics
about where her next meal is going to
come from.
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This constituent wanted us to know
that people who use SNAP are not lazy.
She said: ‘“SNAP helps people at least
not to have to worry as much about
going to bed, school, or work hungry.”

Another constituent shared that she
and her husband rely on SNAP to eat
healthier meals. Prior to receiving ben-
efits, they had peanut butter and jelly
for almost every meal. Now, with mod-
est assistance, they are able to buy
fruits and vegetables. While they still
continue to struggle, they are able to
enjoy more nutritious meals, and they
have seen an improvement in their
health.

These are just a few stories of how
important it is to maintain—and in-
crease—these lifesaving food benefits.
Still, as 42 million Americans continue
to struggle with hunger and food inse-
curity, more needs to be done.

In preparation for the 2018 farm bill,
the House Agriculture Committee has
conducted a thorough review of the
program. We have held 23 hearings and
received testimony from dozens of ex-
pert witnesses—both liberal and con-
servative—who all agree that the pro-
gram is working.

Based on this testimony, we have
learned that there is no reason whatso-
ever to undermine the program
through structural changes, block
grants, further restrictions, more oner-
ous requirements, or cuts, as some of
my House colleagues have proposed.
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Instead, we should be focused on
making the program even better. We
need to make sure that anyone who
needs modest food assistance benefits
has access to them. We need to support
and expand innovative programs that
help to increase the purchasing power
of SNAP, and we need to increase
SNAP benefits which currently average
a mere $1.40 per person, per meal, in
order to provide families on the pro-
gram with access to more nutritious
food that will last them through the
month.

Mr. Speaker, SNAP works. It is our
Nation’s first line of defense against
hunger and one of the most important
tools we have to help lift our neighbors
out of poverty.

In the spirit of Senators McGovern
and Dole, it is time for Congress to
renew their bipartisan commitment to
ending hunger in this country once and
for all. As we celebrate the 40th anni-
versary of the landmark Food Stamp
Act of 1977, I urge my colleagues to
join me in strengthening SNAP and
working to end hunger now.

————
FIRST PRINCIPLES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. JEFFRIES) for 5 minutes.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, on the
question of race, we clearly have come
a long way in America, but we still
have a long way to go.

There are some in this country who
want to sugarcoat the African-Amer-
ican experience in the great United
States of America, but the facts are
the facts. In this country, the African-
American community has been forced
to endure slavery, rape, Kidnapping,
lynchings, Jim Crow, segregation, mass
incarceration, and a police brutality
epidemic that continues to this very
day. It was in this context that ath-
letes like Colin Kaepernick bravely
chose to kneel down so that others
may have the courage to stand up.

There are some who have criticized
these athletes as unpatriotic, but their
actions are uniquely American. Liberty
and justice for all is an American
value. Equal protection under the law
is an American value. Freedom of
speech and expression as embedded in
the First Amendment is an American
value.

Yet there is criticism coming even
from folks in the White House. I find
this ironic because this is the same
group of people at 1600 Pennsylvania
Avenue who regularly refuse to criti-
cize Vladimir Putin and defend Rus-
sia’s interference with our election, un-
dermining American democracy for the
first time in our Nation’s history.

How dare you lecture us about what
is patriotic.

So I just came to the House floor to
make it clear to all of the athletes
across this great country who have
chosen to stand up and confront injus-
tice in our society that there are Mem-
bers of the United States Congress who
have your back.
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Steph Curry, we have your back.

LeBron James, we have your back.

Coach Mike Tomlin, we have your
back.

You stand on the shoulders of giants
like Joe Louis, Wilma Rudolph, Jackie
Robinson, Jim Brown, Bill Russell, Mu-
hammad Ali, and so many others who
throughout the annals of time chose to
confront injustice in America to make
us a better place.

Now you have taken the baton, and,
thankfully, you are doing the same
exact thing. We should be grateful.

God bless you, and God bless the
United States of America.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 20
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
O 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. FOXX) at 2 p.m.

————
PRAYER

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

Dear Lord, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

We come to You as a nation in the
midst of significant, imminent transi-
tion, even as important disagreements
on policy promise vigorous debate in
the days to come.

As people look for causes and solu-
tions, the temptation is great to seek
ideological position. We ask that You
might send Your spirit of peace and
reconciliation, that instead of ascend-
ency over opponents, the Members of
this people’s House and all elected to
represent our Nation might work to-
gether, humbly, recognizing the best in
each other’s hopes to bring stability
and direction toward a strong future.

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.

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PITTENGER) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. PITTENGER led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:
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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.

—————

EXTRAORDINARY MILITARY
LEADERSHIP

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I was grateful to par-
ticipate in a congressional delegation
last week to Japan, the Republic of
Korea, Guam, and Hawaii. We visited
troops on the front line who are defend-
ing American families and promoting
peace through strength.

In the shadow of North Korea’s latest
missile launch over Japan, it was reas-
suring to meet with leadership of the
highest competence and integrity.

We were inspired by the leadership
from Vice Admiral Phil Sawyer, Com-
mander U.S. 7th Fleet; General Vincent
Brooks, Commander, TU.S. Forces
Korea; Lieutenant General Tom
Bergeson, Commander, 7th Air Force;
Lieutenant General Tom Vandal, Com-
manding General, 8th Army; Rear Ad-
miral Shoshana Chatfield, Commander,
Joint Region Marianas; Lieutenant
General Bryan Fenton, Deputy Com-
mander, U.S. Pacific Command; Admi-
ral Scott Swift, Commander, U.S. Pa-
cific Fleet; General Terrence
O’Shaughnessy, Commander, Pacific
Air Forces; General Robert Brown,
Commander, U.S. Army Pacific.

The delegation was professionally co-
ordinated by Captain Scott Farr and
Lieutenant Commander Victoria
Marum. Many thanks to staff Craig
Collier and Brian Garrett for accom-
panying the delegation.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.
Our prayers are with those in Mexico
City, Puerto Rico, and all in the path
of Hurricane Maria.

———
THE MEDIA BIAS BEAT GOES ON

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, the media bias beat goes on.

Last week on PBS, columnist Mark
Shields criticized Senate sponsors of
the new healthcare bill. He said that no
Republican Senators have credentials
for working on healthcare, and added
that Senator CASSIDY got to the Senate
a year ago and is not exactly a long-
term legislator.

In two clicks online, Mark Shields
could have learned that BILL CASSIDY
and his wife are both doctors who have
provided healthcare for people around
the world. Those are called credentials.
Senator CASSIDY also served in the
State senate, three terms in the U.S.
House, and is now in his third year in
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the United States Senate. He is obvi-
ously an experienced legislator.

Where is the balance? Where is the
truth? And the liberal national media
wonder why their credibility with the
American people is at a record low.

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL SUICIDE
PREVENTION AWARENESS MONTH

(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, I rise today during
National Suicide Prevention Awareness
Month.

Madam Speaker, our Nation’s vet-
erans are 22 percent more likely to
commit suicide than their nonveteran
peers. This trend is troubling, and we
all must work to reverse it.

The Department of Veterans Affairs
started a new campaign this month
called Be There. The campaign empha-
sizes small actions, such as calling an
old friend, checking on a neighbor, or
inviting a colleague to go for a walk.
These small gestures may have a real
impact on someone who is struggling
or feeling alone.

Suicide rates are especially high in
rural areas, where veterans may expe-
rience isolation or limited access to
VA care—often for mental health con-
cerns. That is why I introduced the
VETS Act, which seeks to build on the
VA’s existing telemedicine program. It
allows veterans to receive mental
healthcare from anywhere. This will
give our veterans greater access to the
care they so desperately need.

Madam Speaker, our servicemen and
-women answered the call of duty.
When they return home, it is our turn
to be there for them.

—————

COMMENDING THE MOSER GROUP
AND WINGATE UNIVERSITY ON

HURRICANE ASSISTANCE EF-
FORTS
(Mr. PITTENGER asked and was

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

Mr. PITTENGER. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today in honor of The Moser Group
and Wingate University for their ex-
traordinary organizational and grass-
roots efforts to help victims of Hurri-
canes Irma in Florida and Harvey in
Texas. This week, these two organiza-
tions will load two 18-wheeler trucks to
deliver supplies directly to the affected
areas.

Commitment to charity and compas-
sion for victims of national disasters is
truly what makes America great.

In North Carolina, we know all too
well about the consequences of hurri-
canes: 98,000 homes and 19,000 busi-
nesses were destroyed by Hurricane
Matthew, from which we are still re-
covering.

Organizations like The Moser Group
and Wingate University are key to re-
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covery efforts across the country. They
are to be commended. Madam Speaker,
God bless them as they continue to
help people in need.

————

HOW THE FIRST AMENDMENT
WORKS

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

Mr. TROTT. Madam Speaker, over
the weekend, I spent a little time
watching football. I am happy to say
that my Michigan Wolverines won
their game; sad to say that the Detroit
Lions lost to the Falcons, but, hope-
fully, they will have a good season.

There was also quite a bit of con-
troversy this weekend about who was
standing and sitting for our National
Anthem at sporting events. We do not
need to concern ourselves with this
issue, and the reason is because the
First Amendment works.

Here is how the First Amendment
works: A little over a year ago, a quar-
terback in the NFL chose not to stand
for the National Anthem. I personally
disagree with that statement, but it
was his choice under the First Amend-
ment. The fans booed. The fans could
have clapped; they could have booed.
Many fans booed. The owners listened,
and now that quarterback is not em-
ployed in the NFL.

That is how the First Amendment
works. What we should concern our-
selves with is how soon 3 million people
in Puerto Rico are going to get water
and electricity, why millions of Ameri-
cans are uncertain regarding their
healthcare, and what we are going to
do about North Korea.

Madam Speaker, that is what we
need to focus on in this House. That is
what we were sent to do.

————
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
0 1504
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BARTON) at 3 o’clock and
4 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.



September 25, 2017

NORTH KOREAN HUMAN RIGHTS
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2017

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 2061) to reauthorize
the North Korean Human Rights Act of
2004, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2061

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“North Ko-
rean Human Rights Reauthorization Act of
20177,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The North Korean Human Rights Act of
2004 (22 U.S.C. 7801 et seq.), the North Korean
Human Rights Reauthorization Act of 2008
(Public Law 110-346), and the Ambassador
James R. Lilley and Congressman Stephen J.
Solarz North Korea Human Rights Reauthor-
ization Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-172) were
the products of broad, bipartisan consensus
regarding the promotion of human rights,
transparency in the delivery of humani-
tarian assistance, and the importance of ref-
ugee protection.

(2) Fundamental human rights and human-
itarian conditions inside North Korea remain
deplorable, North Korean refugees remain
acutely vulnerable, and the congressional
findings included in the Acts listed in para-
graph (1) remain substantially accurate
today.

(3) The United States, which has the larg-
est international refugee resettlement pro-
gram in the world, has resettled 212 North
Koreans since the enactment of the North
Korean Human Rights Act of 2004.

(4) In addition to the longstanding commit-
ment of the United States to refugee and
human rights advocacy, the United States is
home to the largest Korean population out-
side of northeast Asia, and many people in
the Korean-American community have fam-
ily ties to North Korea.

(5) Notwithstanding high-level advocacy by
the United States, South Korea, and the
United Nations High Commissioner for Refu-
gees, China has forcibly repatriated tens of
thousands of North Koreans.

(6) Congressman Eni F.H. Faleomavaega
served 25 years in the House of Representa-
tives, including as the Chairman and the
Ranking Member of the Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific, was a
leader in strengthening the relationship be-
tween the American and Korean peoples, au-
thored multiple resolutions regarding issues
on the Korean Peninsula, was a champion of
human rights, and stated, in support of the
Ambassador James R. Lilley and Congress-
man Stephen J. Solarz North Korea Human
Rights Reauthorization Act of 2012, that
“‘just as Ambassador Lilley and Congressman
Solarz worked hard to protect the human
rights of the North Korean people, we must
remain vigilant in helping the people of
North Korea who struggle daily to escape the
oppression and tyranny of the North Korean
regime’’.

SEC. 3. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the sense of Congress
that—

(1) the United States should continue to
seek cooperation from all foreign govern-
ments to allow the United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees access to process
North Korean refugees overseas for resettle-
ment and to allow United States officials ac-
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cess to process refugees for resettlement in
the United States (if that is the destination
country of the refugees’ choosing);

(2) the Secretary of State, through per-
sistent diplomacy by senior officials, includ-
ing United States ambassadors to Asia-Pa-
cific countries, and in close cooperation with
United States ally South Korea, should
make every effort to promote the protection
of North Korean refugees and defectors; and

(3) because North Koreans fleeing into
China face a well-founded fear of persecution
upon their forcible repatriation, the United
States should urge China to—

(A) immediately halt the forcible repatri-
ation of North Koreans;

(B) allow the United Nations High Commis-
sioner for Refugees unimpeded access to
North Koreans inside China to determine
whether such North Koreans require protec-
tion as refugees; and

(C) fulfill its obligations under the 1951
United Nations Convention Relating to the
Status of Refugees, the 1967 Protocol Relat-
ing to the Status of Refugees, and the Agree-
ment on the Upgrading of the UNHCR Mis-
sion in the People’s Republic of China to
UNHCR Branch Office in the People’s Repub-
lic of China (signed December 1, 1995).

(b) CONTINUING SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It re-
mains the sense of Congress, as specified in
section 3(3) of the North Korean Human
Rights Reauthorization Act of 2008 (Public
Law 110-346; 22 U.S.C. 7801 note), that ‘‘the
Special Envoy for North Korean Human
Rights Issues should be a full-time position
within the Department of State in order to
properly promote and coordinate North Ko-
rean human rights and humanitarian issues,
and to participate in policy planning and im-
plementation with respect to refugee issues,
as intended by the North Korean Human
Rights Act of 2004 (Public Law 108-333; 22
U.S.C. 7801 et seq.)”.

SEC. 4. REAUTHORIZATION OF THE NORTH KO-
REAN HUMAN RIGHTS ACT OF 2004.

(a) HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEMOCRACY PRO-
GRAMS.—Paragraph (1) of section 102(b) of the
North Korean Human Rights Act of 2004 (22
U.S.C. 7812(b)) is amended by striking ‘2017
and inserting ‘2022,

(b) PROMOTING FREEDOM OF INFORMATION.—
Section 104 of the North Korean Human
Rights Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 7814) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (b)(1)—

(A) by striking ‘$2,000,000” and inserting
¢‘$3,000,000°’; and

(B) by striking ‘2017’ and inserting ‘2022’’;
and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘2017’ and
inserting ‘2022,

(¢c) REPORT BY SPECIAL ENVOY ON NORTH
KOREAN HUMAN RIGHTS.—Subsection (d) of
section 107 of the North Korean Human
Rights Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 7817) is amended
by striking ‘2017’ and inserting ¢‘2022°.

(d) REPORT ON HUMANITARIAN ASSIST-
ANCE.—Section 201 of the North Korean
Human Rights Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 7831) is
amended in the matter preceding paragraph
(1) by striking ‘2017’ and inserting ‘‘2022°.

(e) ASSISTANCE PROVIDED OUTSIDE OF
NORTH KOREA.—Paragraph (1) of section
203(c) of the North Korean Human Rights Act
of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 7833(c)) is amended by strik-
ing 2017 and inserting ‘‘2022”.

(f) ANNUAL REPORTING.—Section 305 of the
North Korean Human Rights Act of 2004 (22
U.S.C. 7845) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1) by striking ‘2017 and
inserting ‘2022,

SEC. 5. ACTIONS TO PROMOTE FREEDOM OF IN-
FORMATION AND DEMOCRACY IN
NORTH KOREA.

The North Korean Human Rights Act of
2004, as amended by this Act, is further
amended—
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(1) in subsection (a) of section 103 (22 U.S.C.
7813)—

(A) by striking ‘‘radio broadcasting” and
inserting ‘‘broadcasting, including news re-
broadcasting,’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘increase broadcasts’ and
inserting ‘‘increase such broadcasts, includ-
ing news rebroadcasts,’”’; and

(2) in subsection (a) of section 104 (22 U.S.C.
7814)—

(A) by striking ‘““The President” and in-
serting the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The President’’;

(B) by inserting ‘‘, USB drives, micro SD
cards, audio players, video players, cell
phones, wi-fi, wireless internet, webpages,
internet, wireless telecommunications, and
other electronic media that share informa-
tion”’ before the period at the end; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘“(2) DISTRIBUTION.—In accordance with the
sense of Congress described in section 103,
the President, acting through the Secretary
of State, is authorized to distribute or pro-
vide grants to distribute information receiv-
ing devices, electronically readable devices,
and other informational sources into North
Korea, including devices and informational
sources specified in paragraph (1). To carry
out this paragraph, the President is author-
ized to issue directions to facilitate the free-
flow of information into North Korea.

‘(3) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT GRANT
PROGRAM.—In accordance with the authoriza-
tion described in paragraphs (1) and (2) to in-
crease the availability and distribution of
sources of information inside North Korea,
the President, acting through the Secretary
of State, is authorized to establish a grant
program to make grants to eligible entities
to develop or distribute (or both) new prod-
ucts or methods to allow North Koreans easi-
er access to outside information. Such pro-
gram may involve public-private partner-
ships.

‘“(4) CULTURE.—In accordance with the
sense of Congress described in section 103,
the Broadcasting Board of Governors may
broadcast American, Korean, and other pop-
ular music, television, movies, and popular
cultural references as part of its program-
ming.

‘(6) RIGHTS AND LAWS.—In accordance with
the sense of Congress described in section
103, the Broadcasting Board of Governors
shall broadcast to North Korea in the Korean
language information on rights, laws, and
freedoms afforded through the North Korean
Constitution, the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, the United Nations Commis-
sion of Inquiry on Human Rights in the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, and
any other applicable treaties or inter-
national agreements to which North Korea is
bound.

£(6)
than—

““(A) 180 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph, the Secretary of
State, in consultation with the Broadcasting
Board of Governors, shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a report
that sets forth a detailed plan for improving
broadcasting content for the purpose of
reaching additional audiences and increasing
consumption of uncensored news and infor-
mation using all available and reasonable
means; and

‘“(B) one year after the date of the enact-
ment of this paragraph and annually there-
after for each of the next five years, the Sec-
retary of State, in consultation with the
Broadcasting Board of Governors, shall sub-
mit to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees a report on the effectiveness of ac-
tions taken pursuant to this section, includ-
ing data reflecting audience and listenership,

BROADCASTING REPORT.—Not later
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device distribution and usage, technological

development and advancement usage, and

other information as requested by such com-

mittees.”.

SEC. 6. REPEAL OF DUPLICATE AUTHORIZA-
TIONS.

Section 403 of the North Korea Sanctions
and Policy Enhancement Act of 2016 (Public
Law 114-122; 22 U.S.C. 9253) is hereby re-
pealed.

SEC. 7. REPORT BY THE BROADCASTING BOARD
OF GOVERNORS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Broadcasting Board of Governors shall
submit to the appropriate congressional
committees a report that—

(1) describes the status of current United
States broadcasting to North Korea and the
extent to which the Board has achieved the
goal of 12-hour-per-day broadcasting to
North Korea, in accordance with section
103(a) of the North Korean Human Rights
Act of 2004 (22 U.S.C. 7813(a)); and

(2) includes a strategy to overcome obsta-
cles to such communication with the North
Korean people, including through unre-
stricted, unmonitored, and inexpensive elec-
tronic means.

(b) FORM.—The report required under sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate
congressional committees’ means—

(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives; and

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate.

SEC. 8. REPORT BY THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of State, in consultation with
the heads of other relevant Federal depart-
ments and agencies, shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a report
that includes a description of any ongoing or
planned efforts of the Department of State
with respect to each of the following:

(1) Resuming the repatriation from North
Korea of members of the United States
Armed Forces missing or unaccounted for
during the Korean War.

(2) Reuniting Korean Americans with their
relatives in North Korea.

(3) Assessing the security risks posed by
travel to North Korea for United States citi-
zens.

(b) FORM.—The report required under sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form.

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate
congressional committees’” means—

(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives; and

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
include any extraneous material in the
RECORD.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me point out that
the world is rightly focused on the
threat that North Korea poses to glob-
al security—the detonations, the mis-
sile launches, the forward-deployed ar-
tillery—that we have seen from across
the border in South Korea.

I have been once to North Korea. I
know my colleague, ELIOT ENGEL, has
been twice to the capital there. But
going along the eastern coast—the
eastern seaboard into North Korea—
you can see the threat. You can see the
artillery—the tanks, the Katyusha
rockets, and the howitzers lined up—
and you can see where they are aimed.

I think we have to maybe point out
that the provocations underscore a
simple, jarring fact, and that is that
Kim Jong-un wants to pose a mortal
threat, and not just to the United
States, but to our democratic treaty
allies—to South Korea and to Japan.

But I think, as we face that reality,
we cannot afford to forget that the re-
gime’s greatest victims are the people
of North Korea themselves. That is the
longest held hostage here. And remem-
bering that this is not just a moral im-
perative, but, also, it is a strategic one,
too. If Kim Jong-un had to answer to
the North Korean people, he would pose
far less a danger to us, to South Korea,
and to Japan. Maybe he would pose no
danger whatsoever if he really had to
answer to his own people.

The truth is that Kim Jong-un’s most
potent enemy is his own citizens, if
they were to be empowered. The regime
should be forced to confront the dismal
reality that it has inflicted on its own
population. Obsessed not just with self-
preservation, but also with his concept
of reunification of the peninsula—
based on the words he uses—under his
own leadership, he and his father and
his father’s father have been willing to
inflict starvation and stunting.

I asked Hwang Jang-yop, the former
minister of propaganda—myself and
one of my colleagues here had asked
him—and he said that 2 million people
had been starved by the regime. He
said the real number was 1.9 million.
And he said: You have to understand,
we put all the resources into the weap-
ons program, into the ICBM program,
and into the nuclear capability. People
fend for themselves basically. That is
the system there. And when he de-
fected, the propaganda minister shared
that with us.

In the meantime, you will notice
that there is one man in that system
that feasts on imported luxuries and on
liquor, and that is the deity himself.
That is Kim Jong-un. The bonds of pub-
lic affection for Kim certainly are
strong in the capital, but, in the coun-
tryside, those who have defected tell
me that they are so fragile that they
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can only be maintained with purges,
with public executions, and with dead-
ly prison camps.

It is no wonder, then, that the re-
gime’s harshest critics are escaped
North Koreans who have seen through
the wall of misinformation that Kim
Jong-un works so hard to maintain. We
have heard, time and again, from North
Korean refugees about the indelible im-
pact of real information from the out-
side world, whether it be defector
broadcasts or pirated South Korean TV
dramas set in the affluent bustling me-
tropolis of Seoul.

Just last month, I was discussing
these issues in Seoul with Thae Yong-
ho, the highest ranking North Korean
defector. The minister is the former
ambassador to the U.K. Many of you
read about his defection there in Brit-
ain. He is now in Seoul. He emphasized
that such knowledge undermines the
lie that North Korea is a worker’s par-
adise and that it is the envy of the
world.

Increasingly, he says, for 30-some
dollars, a village or a family can pur-
chase a device that plays these dramas
from South Korea that come in from
the porous border with China, and, as a
result of that, they learn more. And,
frankly, I will say that as a result of
the two different organizations of de-
fectors from North Korea who broad-
cast on shortwave, people are learning
more as well. Our problem is that it
needs to be broadcast beyond just the
area around the border. We need to fig-
ure out how to help others hear the
truth.

So, today, harnessing the power of
information and public expectations
inside North Korea is more important
than ever. Along with enhanced sanc-
tions on the regime’s enablers, this is
critical. It is a critical nonmilitary
tool because it confronts the growing
North Korean threat to our safety with
a very different methodology by edu-
cating and empowering North Koreans
themselves.

This bill, H.R. 2061, does not merely
reauthorize activities under the North
Korean Human Rights Act, but it en-
acts important updates to freedom-of-
information authorities, to reflect
technological advances beyond radio
broadcasting, including USB drives,
mobile devices, and other very prom-
ising tools. It also renews the obliga-
tions of the special envoy for North Ko-
rean human rights.

Finally, the bill enhances congres-
sional oversight tools to help ensure
that our investments stand the best
chance of paying dividends in freedom
for North Korea, and greater security
for the rest of the world will be the re-
sult of this.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman
emeritus of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for au-
thoring this bill. I also thank our rank-
ing member, ELIOT ENGEL, for his work
on this issue. And I thank the chair
and ranking member of our Asia and
the Pacific Subcommittee as well, TED
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YOHO and BRAD SHERMAN. The gentle-
woman from Florida is tireless in her
defense of human rights and has been a
legislative leader on North Korea for
more than a decade.

I am a proud cosponsor of this excel-
lent bill, which deserves our unani-
mous support.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
measure.

First, I thank our chairman, who al-
ways conducts himself in such a bipar-
tisan fashion. I thank him for includ-
ing everyone and thank him for the
work that he does.

I also thank the bill’s author, our
former chair of the Foreign Affairs
Committee, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN from
Florida. I am pleased to join her as the
Democratic cosponsor of this legisla-
tion. She authored an earlier version of
this bill, which is a testament to how
long she has been working to shine a
light on the daily horror of so many
living in North Korea and to bring
American leadership to bear, to ease
their suffering.

We have been focused on North Korea
a great deal lately because of the Kim
regime’s increasingly provocative be-
havior and our own administration’s
inconsistent and irresponsible rhetoric.

North Korea poses a great threat to
our national security and the security
of our friends and allies. We need a
smart, coherent approach that com-
bines diplomacy, pressure, and deter-
rence to halt North Korea’s progress in
developing nuclear weapons.

At the same time, we cannot lose
sight over what the North Korean peo-
ple are enduring. This is a country
where people don’t have rights, and
anyone who dares speak his or her
mind may find themselves subjected to
beatings, torture, brutal imprison-
ment, or even death.

The United States Commission of In-
quiry found that Kim Jong-un’s regime
is very likely committing crimes
against humanity.

Mr. Speaker, I visited North Korea
twice. When I was there with a few of
our colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, our North Korean minders were
very careful to make sure we only saw
what we were supposed to see.
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But we could sense that beneath the
surface, something was terribly, ter-
ribly wrong. First of all, they wouldn’t
let us go out of Pyongyang; that just
out of sight, it was amazing that there
were so many people living under the
most brutal conditions imaginable and
that no one dared shatter the illusion
that the North Korean authorities had
just created.

When you go into North Korea, it
feels like you are stepping back into
1953 Berlin. Everything was gray and
dark and drab, and you could just see
something was wrong.
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We know better. We have seen year
after year of disturbing reports and
stories from defectors who have told us
exactly what life is like for most North
Koreans, and we haven’t forgotten
them.

The law that we are reauthorizing
today first became law in 2004. This
legislation will preserve funding for
American assistance to North Korean
refugees, for humanitarian assistance
inside the country, as well as informa-
tion efforts by our government, and to
try every means possible to get the
message out to regular North Korean
people that we are not their enemy.

I will say that I am greatly con-
cerned that the latest iteration of the
President’s travel ban, which now in-
cludes North Korea, sends exactly the
wrong message to defectors from that
country. By closing our door to them,
we reinforce the paranoia that the re-
gime perpetrates. We have to be careful
not to get caught in the middle of that.

An earlier version of this law created
a senior State Department position to
focus on human rights in North Korea.
It is a big job, Mr. Speaker, and in re-
cent years, there has been someone to
do this important work full time, but
it has been reported that the adminis-
tration plans to combine this position
with the Under Secretary for Democ-
racy. I think that would be a mistake.

The Under Secretary position already
oversees the bureaus and offices that
deal with a huge range of issues from
counterterrorism, to refugees, to nar-
cotics, to human trafficking. It is a
pretty full agenda, yet the administra-
tion on the one hand says North Ko-
rean human rights should be combined
with that job, and on the other hand
has not yet nominated anyone to fill
the position.

So I think there is a lot of work to be
done on both sides, and that is what we
are doing on the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee. We are working together.

This reauthorization reaffirms Con-
gress’ view that we should have a sen-
ior full-time diplomat dealing with
North Korean human rights. I ask that
this provision be included once again. I
am grateful to Chairman ROYCE and
Chairman Emeritus ROS-LEHTINEN that
Congress will continue to speak out on
the importance of this role.

It is also my view that we need to
stop neglecting our diplomacy and get
these positions filled. We cannot expect
the State Department to deal with
these challenges—whether North Ko-
rea’s nuclear program or North Korea’s
human rights record—without leader-
ship in place, but I am glad that Con-
gress is continuing to do its job in
helping to promote human rights for
the North Koreans.

I am, again, grateful to my friend
from Florida and the chairman.

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

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOHO), chairman of
the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on
Asia and the Pacific.
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Among a number of amendments
that he has contributed to this bill,
there is one in particular that I think
is very important, and that is increas-
ing the number of tools that can be
used here, to include new technologies
to North Korea, like USB drives. It is a
lot easier for people to watch on USB
drives as well as, of course, mobile
phones and DVDs.

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
2061, the North Korean Human Rights
Reauthorization Act of 2017. I com-
mend Chairman Emeritus RoOs-
LEHTINEN for leading this reauthoriza-
tion effort, and Chairman ROYCE and
my colleagues on the Foreign Affairs
Committee for their support of this
legislation.

The horrific human rights abuses
committed by Kim Jong-un are an in-
tegral part of his power structure.
Countering these unspeakable crimes,
however we can, is both a moral imper-
ative and a sound strategy.

As amended, H.R. 2061 includes my
Distribution and Promotion of Rights
and Knowledge Act, which will improve
U.S. efforts to broadcast outside infor-
mation into North Korea, weakening
Kim Jong-un’s regime by eroding his
stranglehold on information. It will
provide light to the North Koreans; not
just light to read by, but shine light on
those innate basic beliefs of liberty and
freedom.

Specifically, this language updates
the means in which information can be
disseminated, helping to find new ways
to end the Kim regime’s monopoly on
information.

The two bills are natural partners
and, together, they can meaningfully
advance human rights and free flow of
information in North Korea.

Mr. Speaker, I again thank the chair-
man for yielding.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, the Kim regime poses a
grave threat to global security, and it
is critical that the United States move
ahead with a coherent strategy to help
meet this challenge.

At the same time, the Kim regime’s
treatment of its own people represents
one of the worst human rights situa-
tions in the entire world. We cannot
lose sight of that human suffering that
is going on every day.

For years, the United States has
made it a priority to do what we can to
help those living under this brutal dic-
tatorship and to assist those who have
escaped it. This legislation will ensure
that the United States continues this
important work in the years ahead.

I want to say that Chairman ROYCE
has made it a mark of his to travel the
region, to speak with South Korea, to
speak with the leaders in Asia. I am
pleased that we are well represented
when he goes there and lets the re-
gimes know that we in Congress have a
lot of things to say and that we want
to stand by our allies and let North
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Korea understand that they cannot
push anybody around.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman
for having visited Korea with him and
for all the things he does in Asia. I
think the committee is united in sup-
porting this legislation. We have to
speak out. We have to protect the
North Korean people who have no pro-
tection from a brutal dictator and a re-
gime that treats them like they are
worthless.

I urge Members to support this bill.

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

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank our
ranking member, Mr. ELIOT ENGEL,
also for his work on the original bill.

For a number of years, we have been
focused in a bipartisan way, those of us
who are concerned about human rights
in North Korea. This is the reauthor-
ization, but the original measure was
to promote human rights and free in-
formation inside North Korea, and to
focus on the protection of North Kore-
ans who have fled the country and face
a heightened risk of exploitation and
human trafficking. We have been able
to work on enforcement, but now with
reauthorization, there is a chance to
update it.

Those updates in H.R. 2061 not only
reauthorize the North Korean Human
Rights Act, but there are these prom-
ising new technological advances to
pierce the information darkness, as Mr.
TED YOHO mentioned. That darkness is
maintained intentionally by Kim Jong-
un’s regime. Confronted by a rapidly
nuclearizing North Korea, these tools
are more important than ever.

Rather than putting all of his energy
into menacing the world, as he does
with his nuclear program, Kim Jong-un
must be confronted with the urgent
needs, with the legitimate aspirations
of the people of North Korea. There are
120,000 of his people that are in what we
call these gulags across North Korea.
Without reforms, these individuals are
never going to see the light of day,
they are never going to be released to
freedom.

This critical bipartisan bill deserves
our unanimous support.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
RoYCcE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2061, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.
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RECOGNIZING THAT FOR 50 YEARS
THE ASSOCIATION OF SOUTH

EAST ASIAN NATIONS HAS
WORKED TOWARD STABILITY,
PROSPERITY, AND PEACE 1IN

SOUTHEAST ASIA

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 311)
recognizing that for 50 years the Asso-
ciation of South East Asian Nations
(ASEAN) has worked toward stability,
prosperity, and peace in Southeast
Asia, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 311

Whereas on September 10, 1977, the United
States and the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations (in this resolution referred to
as “ASEAN”’) established dialogue relations,
with 2017 marking the 40th anniversary of
United States-ASEAN relations;

Whereas on August 8, 2017, ASEAN will cel-
ebrate fifty years of regional cooperation to-

wards greater stability, peace, and pros-
perity in Southeast Asia;
Whereas on April 29, 2008, the TUnited

States was the first non-ASEAN country to
appoint an ambassador to ASEAN and the
United States became the first dialogue
partner to establish a permanent mission to
ASEAN in 2010;

Whereas the United States committed in
2009 to hold an annual United States-ASEAN
Leaders’ Meeting, and upgraded the commit-
ment in 2012 to an annual United States-
ASEAN Summit;

Whereas on April 20, 2017, Vice President
Mike Pence met with the ASEAN Secretary
General and ASEAN Permanent Representa-
tives in Jakarta, Indonesia, and stated that
the United States-ASEAN relationship
“without a doubt has benefitted both ASEAN
and America—diplomatically, economically,
and from the standpoint of national secu-
rity’’;

Whereas on February 16, 2016, at the
Sunnylands Summit in California, the
United States and ASEAN reaffirmed their
shared commitment to maintain peace, secu-
rity, and stability throughout the region;

Whereas in 2013 ASEAN, as a whole, was
the seventh-largest economy in the world
with an annual Gross Domestic Product
(GDP) of $2.4 trillion, and is the United
States’ fourth-largest export market with
total exports reaching $102,000,000,000 in 2015;

Whereas the United States and ASEAN
have strong economic ties, as the United
States is the single largest investor in
ASEAN with accumulated United States for-
eign direct investment totaling almost
$226,000,000,000 as of 2014, and economic rela-
tions with ASEAN supporting more than
500,000 jobs in the United States;

Whereas the United States-ASEAN part-
nership is vital to the security interests of
the United States, as both the United States
and the members of ASEAN have a shared
common interest in a peaceful resolution of
the South China Sea disputes and achieving
a denuclearized North Korea;

Whereas on November 4, 2002, the Declara-
tion on the Conduct of Parties in the South
China Sea was signed by all members of
ASEAN and the People’s Republic of China,
committing all parties to ‘‘exercise self-re-
straint in the conduct of activities that
would complicate or escalate disputes and
affect peace and stability’’;

Whereas ASEAN is a partner to the United
States on key transnational challenges, such
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as terrorism, violent extremism, environ-
mental degradation, energy, infectious dis-
eases, disarmament, proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction, cybersecurity, traf-
ficking in persons, illicit trafficking of wild-
life and timber, and illegal, unregulated, and
unreported fishing; and

Whereas the 2016 East Asia Summit in
Vientiane adopted a statement on non-
proliferation that reaffirmed the TUnited
States, ASEAN, and other Dialogue Part-
ners’ support for efforts at the national, re-
gional, and international level to promote
nuclear disarmament, nuclear nonprolifera-
tion, and peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
and reiterated the importance of nuclear se-
curity to combating nuclear terrorism: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports and affirms the elevation of
the United States-ASEAN relationship to a
strategic partnership, and reaffirms the
United States commitment to promoting a
rules-based order in the Asia-Pacific and eco-
nomic growth, peace, human rights and sta-
bility in Southeast Asia;

(2) recognizes the value of ASEAN working
with economic, political, and security part-
ners, such as Australia, Canada, the Euro-
pean Union, India, Japan, New Zealand, Nor-
way, the Republic of Korea, and Taiwan both
inside and outside of Asia, to both strength-
en existing initiatives such as the United
States-ASEAN Connect and to develop new
initiatives that address mutual strategic
concerns;

(3) encourages the enhancement of eco-
nomic engagement between the United
States and ASEAN through the elimination
of trade barriers;

(4) supports cooperation with ASEAN to
implement practical counter-terrorism and
countering violent extremism measures, in-
cluding efforts to counter homegrown
radicalization and stem foreign fighter trav-
el;

(5) supports efforts by ASEAN member
states and other regional states, including
the People’s Republic of China, to address
maritime and territorial disputes in a con-
structive manner and to pursue claims,
through diplomacy and the use of legitimate
regional and international arbitration mech-
anisms, consistent with international law,
including through the adoption of a code of
conduct in the South China Sea to further
promote peace and stability in the region;

(6) urges all parties to maritime and terri-
torial disputes in the Asia-Pacific region
to—

(A) exercise self-restraint in the conduct of
activities that would undermine stability or
escalate disputes through the use of coer-
cion, intimidation, or military force; and

(B) refrain from efforts to militarize
uninhabited islands, reefs, shoals, and other
features, through actions including the con-
struction of new garrisons and facilities, and
the relocation of additional military per-
sonnel, materiel, or equipment; and

(7) reaffirms the commitment of the
United States to continue joint efforts with
ASEAN to halt human smuggling and traf-
ficking in persons and urges ASEAN to make
increased efforts to create and strengthen re-
gional mechanisms to provide assistance and
support to refugees and migrants.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
to include any extraneous material in
the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to recognize
Congressman JOAQUIN CASTRO and Con-
gresswoman ANN WAGNER for intro-
ducing this timely measure.

This is an important but, frankly,
often overlooked part of the world.
This is Southeast Asia.

Mr. Speaker, Southeast Asian na-
tions came together 50 years ago to
promote regional cooperation. Their
goal was to achieve greater stability
and peace and prosperity by creating
the Association of South East Asian
Nations. We know this as ASEAN
today.

This year marks their 50th anniver-
sary and the 40th anniversary of rela-
tions between the United States and
ASEAN.

This year, President Trump will visit
the region for the first time in Novem-
ber for the East Asia and ASEAN sum-
mits in the Philippines, and the local
leadership are going to be meeting in
Vietnam.

Today, ASEAN is a force for peace
and prosperity in the world, and the re-
lationship the U.S. has with ASEAN
has benefited both sides diplomati-
cally, economically, and in global secu-
rity.

ASEAN is the fourth largest goods
export market for the United States,
and we are ASEAN’s fourth largest
trading partner. As the second fastest-
growing economy in Asia, with a com-
bined economy of $2.5 trillion, the im-
portance of the ASEAN market for the
United States is considerable.

Mr. Speaker, we are working with
ASEAN to address security challenges
and threats, especially in the fight
against terrorism, with the recognition
now of the emergence of ISIS fighting
forces in the region. Last month, Sec-
retary of State Tillerson voiced sup-
port for increased cooperation on bor-
der security, information sharing to
track individuals, and routing out and
finding the source of terror financing
networks, finding their safe havens.

With so many challenges in the re-
gion today, as we look at the demo-
cratic backsliding in Cambodia, the
plight of the Rohingya in Burma, it is
more important than ever that we en-
gage Southeast Asian nations in the
ASEAN grouping to solve regional
problems.

We must also cooperate with ASEAN
on the threat of North Korea and have
better coordination on maritime ac-
tivities with regard to security, envi-
ronmental impact, and border and fish-
ing regulations.
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For all of these reasons today, the
House of Representatives reaffirms the
importance of the U.S.-ASEAN part-
nership and recommits to continuing
engagement and cooperation.

Passage of this resolution dem-
onstrates our support for ASEAN as an
institution and the United States’ stra-
tegic relationship with Southeast
Asian nations.

I urge my colleagues to join us in
supporting this measure.

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

O 1530

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume,
and I rise in support of this measure.

Mr. Speaker, let me start by thank-
ing the authors of this resolution, two
valued members of the Foreign Affairs
Committee, Mr. CASTRO from Texas
and Mrs. WAGNER from Missouri.

In addition to bringing this legisla-
tion forward, these two lawmakers es-
tablished the first ever Congressional
ASEAN Caucus. I am grateful for their
leadership helping to advance Amer-
ican interests in the Asia Pacific.

Part of ensuring America’s strong
role in that region is our work with
ASEAN, the Association of South East
Asian Nations. This organization has
worked to promote stability, pros-
perity, and peace among the countries
of Southeast Asia. It is in our own stra-
tegic interest to see stronger countries,
closer partnership, healthier econo-
mies, so our own success in Asia is
closely tied to the success of ASEAN
and its members.

This resolution underscores the ac-
complishments of ASEAN as it marks
its 50th anniversary. It sends a signal
to our partners and friends in South-
east Asia that the United States is
committed to peace and prosperity in
the region, and it puts Congress on
record saying that, in this challenging
time, the United States must remain
engaged around the world, particularly
in the Asia Pacific.

The administration’s budget pro-
posed a 46 percent cut to assistance in
East Asia and the Pacific. I think this
would be a grave mistake. What kind of
impact would that have on American-
backed initiatives that are having a
positive impact? What message does it
send to the countries that we depend
on as partners?

Rather than drawing back, America
should be even more engaged in the
Asia Pacific. This measure reaffirms
our commitment to America’s leader-
ship in the region.

I want to end by thanking the au-
thors, and I want to compliment Chair-
man ROYCE, who knows more about
this region of the world than virtually
anybody in Congress, and has been to
that part of the world—I have gone
with him many times—and the United
States Congress has shown the ability
to work with countries for the better-
ment of their people, for the better-
ment of our relationship with them.
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Mr. Speaker, this measure reaffirms
our commitment to America’s leader-
ship in the region. I thank the authors,
I thank Chairman ROYCE, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 4 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER),
an esteemed member of the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, and the primary co-
sponsor of this resolution.

Mrs. WAGNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman for his leadership and
support.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 311, the resolution I was hon-
ored to introduce with my colleague
Representative CASTRO, to commemo-
rate the Association of South East
Asian Nations’ 50th anniversary, and
the 40th anniversary of U.S.-ASEAN re-
lations.

We intend for this resolution to raise
awareness within and outside of Con-
gress about Southeast Asia’s critical
role in the global order. Southeast Asia
has tremendous cultural, political, his-
torical, and religious diversity.

The Association of South East Asian
Nations, known as ASEAN, was formed
in 1967, in part, to create a bulwark
against communism in the region
among the five founding nations.

Today, ASEAN’s goals have evolved,
and the region is experiencing tremen-
dous growth. ASEAN now includes 10
major countries in Southeast Asia,
which together have established a
major regional economic integration
agenda.

ASEAN is our fourth largest goods
exports market. $102 billion of U.S.
goods and services are exported to
ASEAN, meaning this market rivals
our $113 billion market in China.

According to the ASEAN Matters for
America report, 20 U.S. States send
over $1 billion in goods exports to
ASEAN annually, and over half of the
U.S. congressional districts export over
$100 million to ASEAN each year.
These numbers are astounding, and
they will only grow, Mr. Speaker.

In January, I cofounded the bipar-
tisan Congressional Caucus on ASEAN,
along with my partner Representative
CASTRO. The caucus acknowledges
America’s strategic partnership with
ASEAN and attests that America must
be the foremost trade and defense part-
ner for ASEAN countries.

H. Res. 311 was one of the caucus’
first initiatives. The resolution encour-
ages the enhancement of economic and
defense cooperation with ASEAN. It re-
affirms the U.S. commitment to con-
tinue joint efforts with ASEAN to halt
human smuggling and human traf-
ficking and urges ASEAN to improve
assistance to refugees and migrants.

Standing alongside our ASEAN peers
is important this fall, given the rise of
Chinese aggression in the South China
Sea; the ethnic cleansing of Rohingya
Muslims in Burma; the need to seri-
ously engage ASEAN leaders on our
North Korean efforts; the typhoon and
flooding affecting the region; the enor-
mous investment opportunities; and
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the upcoming ASEAN summit that the
President will attend in November.

I am grateful that the Speaker and
the chairman, Chairman ROYCE, sup-
port our efforts to engage ASEAN, and
I look forward to watching H. Res. 311
pass the U.S. House of Representatives.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CASTRO), who is the author of this
legislation.

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Ranking Member ENGEL for
yielding me this time and also thank
Chairman ROYCE for all of his work in
this region of the world.

Representative WAGNER and I co-
founded the Congressional Caucus on
ASEAN, the Association of South East
Asian Nations, earlier this year to
deepen the United States’ and Con-
gress’ engagement with Southeast
Asia.

H. Res. 311, the resolution we are con-
sidering here today, commemorates the
50th anniversary of the founding of
ASEAN. It also marks 40 years of rela-
tions between the United States and
ASEAN.

This measure highlights the work
ASEAN has done towards improving
stability, prosperity, and peace in
Southeast Asia. It also speaks to the
importance of continued security co-
operation, economic partnership, and
cultural engagement between the
United States and ASEAN.

ASEAN serves as an example of suc-
cessful regional cooperation. The na-
tions of Southeast Asia, despite dis-
tinct histories, cultures, and religions,
have placed their faith in cooperation
rather than conflict.

U.S. security interests in Southeast
Asia are wide-ranging and supported by
many regional partners. Members of
ASEAN have worked closely with the
United States to address our mutual
concerns.

The member states of ASEAN also
hold significant economic promise, and
our economic relationship underpins
much of U.S. engagement in the region.

My home State of Texas, for exam-
ple, exports over $13 billion worth of
goods to ASEAN countries every year.
These exports support over 70,000 Texas
jobs and over 500,000 jobs across the
United States.

The U.S.-ASEAN relationship is also
built on history and cultural exchange.
Millions of Americans can trace their
family roots to countries of ASEAN,
including 400,000 Texans. Language, lit-
erature, food, and music link our cul-
tures across the ocean, set roots, and
enrich both our societies.

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons and
many more, it is important that we
recognize and commemorate the im-
pact of ASEAN across the years.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOHO), the chairman
of the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee
on Asia and the Pacific.

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I also want
to echo Chairman ROYCE’s support of
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H. Res. 311, and I want to thank the
ranking member, Mr. ENGEL; my col-
leagues, Mr. CASTRO and Mrs. WAGNER,
for bringing this resolution up, recog-
nizing the 50th anniversary of the As-
sociation of South East Asian Nations
and the 40th anniversary of U.S.-
ASEAN ties.

As chairman of the Foreign Affairs
Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific,
the block of 10 ASEAN members, we
had a meeting earlier in the year. They
said the primary reason ASEAN is suc-
cessful is because of U.S. involvement.
I think that speaks highly of U.S. for-
eign policy.

The 10 members of ASEAN are some
of the most dynamic nations in the
world, and Southeast Asia’s economic
and strategic importance grows every
day.

As the chairman noted, ASEAN is
our fourth largest trading partner and
is the second fastest growing in Asia.
With a combined population of over 600
million people and an economy of $2.5
trillion, the opportunity for U.S. indus-
try is immense. As a security partner,
ASEAN also is invaluable, recognizing
that for the 50 years the Association of
South East Asian Nations, ASEAN, has
worked towards stability, prosperity,
and peace in Southeast Asia.

The grouping is strategically located
astride some of the world’s most crit-
ical sea lanes and shares the U.S. pur-
suit of regional stability through rules,
order, and peaceful dispute settle-
ments.

This resolution rightly highlights en-
during U.S. interests in Southeast Asia
and conveys our commitment to stay
engaged.

Mr. Speaker, I again thank Rep-
resentatives Wagner and Castro for in-
troducing this measure. As the found-
ing members of the ASEAN Caucus,
their work on this bill underscores the
centrality of ASEAN to Congress’ for-
eign policy for Asia.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

The Asia Pacific presents the perfect
case of what might happen if the
United States withdraws from the
world. In recent years, our focus there,
especially working with ASEAN and its
members, has really helped to promote
growth and stability in that region of
the world, to enhance human rights,
and the rule of law.

It is important for us to stay en-
gaged. If we draw back, it is pretty
clear that China would be happy to fill
the void, and I guarantee the values we
consider critical to foreign policy, de-
mocracy, justice, and equality would
not be part of the agenda in Beijing.
We need to stay engaged in Asia and
around the world. We need to dem-
onstrate that American leadership is a
sure thing.

The resolution before us today will
provide much needed reassurance to
our partners and friends in Southeast
Asia. Even Vietnam works with us. I
remember, and others here remember,
when we had the Vietnam war. Now we
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have so many Vietnam Americans in
our country, and they help to really be
good citizens and really help to show
why it is important for us to keep en-
gaged in that part of the world.

We will underscore the important
role ASEAN stands to play, just as it
has in the last 50 years. Again, it is im-
portant to reassure our partners and
friends in Southeast Asia—I mentioned
Vietnam, but all the other countries
that belong to ASEAN.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support
this measure. I thank Chairman ROYCE,
I urge all Members to support it, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

The first point I would make is I
think our ranking member, Mr. ELIOT
ENGEL, makes a very strong point
about the importance of engagement.

I think, as a second point, U.S.-
ASEAN engagement has trended up in
recent years. I think it remains strong.
I think it has a bright outlook. In 2015,
the U.S.-ASEAN relationship was ele-
vated to a strategic partnership, an im-
portant step by the U.S.

2016 marked two important firsts: the
first U.S.-ASEAN summit at
Sunnylands, and the first ever visit of
a sitting U.S. President to Laos. As an
important economic and security part-
ner, ASEAN shares the U.S. pursuit of

regional stability through rules,
through order, through the peaceful
dispute settlement process, as our

ranking member pointed out. This res-
olution signals our resolve to maintain
and deepen our collaboration with our
friends and allies in Southeast Asia.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of our col-
leagues here to join us in support of
this resolution, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 311, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

————
[ 1545

WOMEN, PEACE, AND SECURITY
ACT OF 2017

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (S. 1141) to ensure that the
United States promotes the meaningful
participation of women in mediation
and negotiation processes seeking to
prevent, mitigate, or resolve violent
conflict.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
S. 1141

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Women,
Peace, and Security Act of 2017,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Around the world, women remain
under-represented in conflict prevention,
conflict resolution, and post-conflict peace
building efforts.

(2) Women in conflict-affected regions have
achieved significant success in—

(A) moderating violent extremism;

(B) countering terrorism;

(C) resolving disputes through nonviolent
mediation and negotiation; and

(D) stabilizing societies by enhancing the
effectiveness of security services, peace-
keeping efforts, institutions, and decision-
making processes.

(3) Research suggests that peace negotia-
tions are more likely to succeed and to re-
sult in durable peace agreements when
women participate in the peace process.

SEC. 3. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) the meaningful participation of women
in conflict prevention and conflict resolution
processes helps to promote more inclusive
and democratic societies and is critical to
the long-term stability of countries and re-
gions;

(2) the political participation, and leader-
ship of women in fragile environments, par-
ticularly during democratic transitions, is
critical to sustaining lasting democratic in-
stitutions; and

(3) the United States should be a global
leader in promoting the meaningful partici-
pation of women in conflict prevention, man-
agement, and resolution, and post-conflict
relief and recovery efforts.

SEC. 4. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

It shall be the policy of the United States
to promote the meaningful participation of
women in all aspects of overseas conflict pre-
vention, management, and resolution, and
post-conflict relief and recovery efforts, rein-
forced through diplomatic efforts and pro-
grams that—

(1) integrate the perspectives and interests
of affected women into conflict-prevention
activities and strategies;

(2) encourage partner governments to
adopt plans to improve the meaningful par-
ticipation of women in peace and security
processes and decision-making institutions;

(3) promote the physical safety, economic
security, and dignity of women and girls;

(4) support the equal access of women to
aid distribution mechanisms and services;

(5) collect and analyze gender data for the
purpose of developing and enhancing early
warning systems of conflict and violence;

(6) adjust policies and programs to improve
outcomes in gender equality and the em-
powerment of women; and

(7) monitor, analyze, and evaluate the ef-
forts related to each strategy submitted
under section 5 and the impact of such ef-
forts.

SEC. 5. UNITED STATES STRATEGY TO PROMOTE
THE PARTICIPATION OF WOMEN IN
CONFLICT PREVENTION AND PEACE
BUILDING.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and again four years thereafter, the Presi-
dent, in consultation with the heads of the
relevant Federal departments and agencies,
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
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sional committees and make publicly avail-
able a single government-wide strategy, to
be known as the Women, Peace, and Security
Strategy, that provides a detailed descrip-
tion of how the United States intends to ful-
fill the policy objectives in section 4. The
strategy shall—

(1) support and be aligned with plans devel-
oped by other countries to improve the
meaningful participation of women in peace
and security processes, conflict prevention,
peace building, transitional processes, and
decisionmaking institutions; and

(2) include specific and measurable goals,
benchmarks, performance metrics, time-
tables, and monitoring and evaluation plans
to ensure the accountability and effective-
ness of all policies and initiatives carried out
under the strategy.

(b) SPECIFIC PLANS FOR DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES.—Each strategy under subsection
(a) shall include a specific implementation
plan from each of the relevant Federal de-
partments and agencies that describes—

(1) the anticipated contributions of the de-
partment or agency, including technical, fi-
nancial, and in-kind contributions, to imple-
ment the strategy; and

(2) the efforts of the department or agency
to ensure that the policies and initiatives
carried out pursuant to the strategy are de-
signed to achieve maximum impact and
long-term sustainability.

(c) COORDINATION.—The President should
promote the meaningful participation of
women in conflict prevention, in coordina-
tion and consultation with international
partners, including, as appropriate, multilat-
eral organizations, stakeholders, and other
relevant international organizations, par-
ticularly in situations in which the direct
engagement of the United States Govern-
ment is not appropriate or advisable.

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the President, in imple-
menting each strategy submitted under sub-
section (a), should—

(1) provide technical assistance, training,
and logistical support to female negotiators,
mediators, peace builders, and stakeholders;

(2) address security-related barriers to the
meaningful participation of women;

(3) encourage increased participation of
women in existing programs funded by the
United States Government that provide
training to foreign nationals regarding law
enforcement, the rule of law, or professional
military education;

(4) support appropriate local organizations,
especially women’s peace building organiza-
tions;

(5) support the training, education, and
mobilization of men and boys as partners in
support of the meaningful participation of
women;

(6) encourage the development of transi-
tional justice and accountability mecha-
nisms that are inclusive of the experiences
and perspectives of women and girls;

(7) expand and apply gender analysis, as
appropriate, to improve program design and
targeting; and

(8) conduct assessments that include the
perspectives of women regarding new initia-
tives in support of peace negotiations, tran-
sitional justice and accountability, efforts to
counter violent extremism, or security sec-
tor reform.

SEC. 6. TRAINING REQUIREMENTS REGARDING
THE PARTICIPATION OF WOMEN IN
CONFLICT PREVENTION AND PEACE
BUILDING.

(a) FOREIGN SERVICE.—The Secretary of
State, in conjunction with the Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, shall ensure that all
appropriate personnel (including special en-
voys, members of mediation or negotiation
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teams, relevant members of the civil service
or Foreign Service, and contractors) respon-
sible for or deploying to countries or regions
considered to be at risk of, undergoing, or
emerging from violent conflict obtain train-
ing, as appropriate, in the following areas,
each of which shall include a focus on women
and ensuring meaningful participation by
women:

(1) Conflict prevention, mitigation, and
resolution.

(2) Protecting civilians from violence, ex-
ploitation, and trafficking in persons.

(3) International human rights law and
international humanitarian law.

(b) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall ensure that relevant
personnel receive training, as appropriate, in
the following areas:

(1) Training in conflict prevention, peace
processes, mitigation, resolution, and secu-
rity initiatives that specifically addresses
the importance of meaningful participation
by women.

(2) Gender considerations and meaningful
participation by women, including training
regarding—

(A) international human rights law and
international humanitarian law, as relevant;
and

(B) protecting civilians from violence, ex-
ploitation, and trafficking in persons.

(3) Effective strategies and best practices
for ensuring meaningful participation by
women.

SEC. 7. CONSULTATION AND COLLABORATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State
and the Administrator of the United States
Agency for International Development may
establish guidelines or take other steps to
ensure overseas United States personnel of
the Department of State or the United
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, as the case may be, consult with ap-
propriate stakeholders, including local
women, youth, ethnic, and religious minori-
ties, and other politically under-represented
or marginalized populations, regarding
United States efforts to—

(1) prevent, mitigate, or resolve violent
conflict; and

(2) enhance the success of mediation and
negotiation processes by ensuring the mean-
ingful participation of women.

(b) COLLABORATION AND COORDINATION.—
The Secretary of State should work with
international, regional, national, and local
organizations to increase the meaningful
participation of women in international
peacekeeping operations, and should pro-
mote training that provides international
peacekeeping personnel with the substantive
knowledge and skills needed to ensure effec-
tive physical security and meaningful par-
ticipation of women in conflict prevention
and peace building.

SEC. 8. REPORTS TO CONGRESS.

(a) BRIEFING.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the first submission of a strategy
required under section 5, the Secretary of
State, in conjunction with the Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development and the Secretary of
Defense, shall brief the appropriate congres-
sional committees on existing, enhanced, or
newly established training carried out pursu-
ant to section 6.

(b) REPORT ON WOMEN, PEACE, AND SECU-
RITY STRATEGY.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of the submission of each strategy
required under section 5, the President shall
submit to the appropriate congressional
committees a report that—

(1) summarizes and evaluates the imple-
mentation of such strategy and the impact
of United States diplomatic efforts and for-
eign assistance programs, projects, and ac-
tivities to promote the meaningful participa-
tion of women;



H7448

(2) describes the nature and extent of the
coordination among the relevant Federal de-
partments and agencies on the implementa-
tion of such strategy:;

(3) outlines the monitoring and evaluation
tools, mechanisms, and common indicators
to assess progress made on the policy objec-
tives set forth in section 4; and

(4) describes the existing, enhanced, or
newly established training carried out pursu-
ant to section 6.

SEC. 9. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations,
the Committee on Armed Services, and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate;
and

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
Committee on Armed Services, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the of the House
of Representatives.

(2) RELEVANT FEDERAL DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES.—The term ‘‘relevant Federal de-
partments and agencies’” means—

(A) the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development;

(B) the Department of State;

(C) the Department of Defense;

(D) the Department of Homeland Security;
and

(E) any other department or agency speci-
fied by the President for purposes of this
Act.

(3) STAKEHOLDERS.—The term ‘‘stake-
holders’” means non-governmental and pri-
vate sector entities engaged in or affected by
conflict prevention and stabilization, peace
building, protection, security, transition ini-
tiatives, humanitarian response, or related
efforts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
to include any extraneous material in
the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1141. Now, this is the Women, Peace,
and Security Act. This is the Senate
companion to the bill H.R. 2484 that
the House passed earlier this session.
That bill was authored by Representa-
tives KRISTI NOEM and JAN SCHA-
KOWSKY, and I want to thank them; and
I, of course, want to thank, also, Rank-
ing Member ENGEL. I want to thank
them collectively for their leadership
on this important issue.

I also want to thank Senators
CORKER, CARDIN, SHAHEEN, and CAPITO
for working so well with us in the Sen-
ate.

I want to thank our assistant staff
director, Jessica Kelch. I want to
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thank her for her essential work on
this important legislation.

I am happy to say that, with House
passage today, this legislation will go
to the President’s desk.

As I noted when this bill passed the
House in June, this moment is really a
culmination of years of bipartisan
work by Members of Congress, includ-
ing JAN SCHAKOWSKY and KRISTI NOEM.
It is also the work of prior and current
administration officials and the many
advocates who want to see better, more
sustainable solutions to ending wars,
to combating terrorism, and to improv-
ing human rights around the world.
What we are saying today is that wom-
en’s participation is essential to con-
fronting these fundamental challenges.

Last Congress, the Foreign Affairs
Committee held a hearing, part of its
series of women in foreign affairs,
where we heard powerful testimony
about the importance of including
women in the peace processes around
the world.

It is an obvious point that many are
aware of that, without the participa-
tion of women, peace would not have
come to Northern Ireland in those dis-
cussions nor would the peace have held.

So now it may seem obvious that
women should have an opportunity to
represent their communities as a mat-
ter of right; they make up half the pop-
ulation. And what mnegotiation or
agreement can claim to represent
women if their very participation is
barred?

But our hearing also emphasized why
women’s participation in the peace
processes is important if we care about
the likelihood of the success of that
process. Simply put, when women are
at the negotiation table, peace is more
likely.

Compelling research shows that
peace agreements are likely to be
reached and are likely to last when
women’s groups are meaningfully in-
volved. Women peacemakers often
press warring parties to move beyond
mere power-sharing agreements, which
benefit only a small percentage of
fighters, to more comprehensive and
longer term accords, which benefit the
civilian population as a whole, which
benefits the next generation of that
country.

We have seen this play out. We saw it
play out, as I said, in Northern Ireland.
We saw it play out in Colombia; we saw
it in Rwanda; we saw it in Sri Lanka,
where women’s groups have pushed for
practical solutions to deescalate and
resolve the conflict.

In fact, later today, I will be speak-
ing with Liberia’s President, Ellen
Johnson Sirleaf, whom I am proud to
call a friend of many, many years. Of
course, President Sirleaf and the
women of Liberia represent what can
be accomplished when women become
involved in ending conflict.

After many failed attempts by politi-
cians, combatants, and the inter-
national community, it was the women
of Liberia who forged an end to one of
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West Africa’s longest running and most
brutal conflicts. We must learn from
history.

Efforts to ‘‘keep the peace’ through
policing and peacekeeping missions
also benefit from women’s participa-
tion, which leads to better crime re-
porting and higher levels of trust with-
in the communities they serve.

And women are essential to con-
fronting one of the greatest national
security threats of our time: the spread
of violent extremism around the world.
When we 1look at who confronts
jihadists and who teaches their chil-
dren—if they have access to education,
they can teach their children—women
are truly on the front lines of this
fight. They often possess unique in-
sights into their families and commu-
nities and are capable of gathering in-
formation that men cannot, yet their
input is frequently overlooked.

We must acknowledge women as
partners in this fight, and that is why
the legislation before us today recog-
nizes that it is in our national interest
to promote women’s participation in
resolving violence and conflict.

This concept has been building sup-
port for some time: the Bush adminis-
tration pressed hard for women’s par-
ticipation in peace negotiations and
the political process in Iraq, in Afghan-
istan, and elsewhere; the Obama ad-
ministration expanded on these pro-
grams to require a governmentwide ap-
proach to women’s inclusion in conflict
resolution overseas; and the current
administration has said that the State
Department’s Office of Global Women’s
Issues will continue to focus on these
issues. I am eager to see an Ambas-
sador nominated to lead that office.

The bipartisan legislation before us
today builds on these efforts. It will
continue to require a governmentwide
strategy to promote women’s partici-
pation, along with specific goals and
benchmarks and reporting to Congress
in order to gauge progress. And it also
requires that appropriate State,
USAID, and Defense Department per-
sonnel receive training in how to facili-
tate women’s participation in conflict
resolution, security initiatives, and ef-
forts to protect civilians from violence
and from exploitation.

I urge all Members to support pas-
sage today, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

I rise in strong support of this meas-
ure, and I am glad we are taking up
this bill from our colleagues in the
other body, Senators SHAHEEN and CAP-
1TO, and I want to thank our colleagues
who have worked so hard on the House
version of this bill, Representatives
JAN SCHAKOWSKY and Representative
NOEM.

JAN SCHAKOWSKY has brought for-
ward a version of this bill for the last
few Congresses. The House passed a
version of this bill last year, and I am
glad we are finally moving a version of
it forward.
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One of the hallmarks of the Obama
administration foreign policy was the
National Action Plan on Women,
Peace, and Security. It was based on a
wealth of research that showed very
clearly, as the chairman said, getting
women involved in conflict prevention
and resolution leads to more successful
outcomes.

Since the launch of this plan, the
United States has promoted efforts to
enhance the physical and economic se-
curity of women around the world. We
have sought to break through the bar-
riers that have stopped women from
being full participants in peace proc-
esses.

This bill would make these policies
permanent. It would build on the
Obama administration’s achievements,
making sure State Department,
USAID, and Pentagon personnel fully
understand just how important it is to
get women involved in conflict preven-
tion and resolution. It would also re-
quire annual reporting so Congress can
stay apprised of these efforts.

Now, we have been working a few
years to get this legislation across the
finish line, and, frankly, I don’t think
we can wait another moment. The ad-
ministration’s budget proposal would
slash funding for diplomacy and devel-
opment to dangerous levels, and a cur-
rent redesign effort at the State De-
partment might strip out initiatives
like Women, Peace, and Security. I
hope that won’t happen. I got assur-
ances today that that won’t happen. I
hope that is right, but we have to still
fight for this.

Congress has a role to play in foreign
policy and, by passing this bill, it will
be clear that we support efforts to ex-
pand opportunity and participation for
women around the world.

I am pleased to support this measure.
As always, Chairman ROYCE has been a
bulwark of helping to push this
through. I thank the Members who
have worked so hard on it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY), a leader on this
legislation.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank Ranking Member ENGEL
for yielding to me, and I rise in strong
support of the Women, Peace, and Se-
curity Act.

I first want to thank my Republican
colead on this bill, KRISTI NOEM, for
her hard work; and I want to express
my gratitude to Chairman ROYCE and
Ranking Member ENGEL for their ro-
bust support for this legislation.

I want to thank Senator SHAHEEN
and Senator CAPITO for their work in
the Senate on this, as well as Senators
CORKER and CARDIN.

I want to thank the staff who has put
in a lot of hours on this, last session
and this session, including my staff,
Cassandra Varanka.

Around the world, women are dis-
proportionately affected by conflict
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and violence. At the same time, women
are acting as some of the most effec-
tive advocates for peace. Again and
again, women have proven their ability
to advance peacemaking efforts where
others have failed.

Look at Syria. In the town of
Zabadani, women have been leading ef-
forts to save their city from violence.
Over 470 women signed a public peti-
tion, calling for a cease-fire. Their
town had been under siege, experi-
encing daily shelling and barrel bomb-
ings. As the formal negotiations be-
tween the rebel-controlled local coun-
cil and the Assad government con-
stantly broke down, the war prevented
the town from planting crops.

A group of women peace activists
came together to found a group called
Damma, and they facilitated negotia-
tions between the local council, the
Free Syrian Army, and the Islamic bri-
gades. Where the traditional actors had
failed, these women moved through
five rounds of negotiations, ultimately
achieving a cease-fire. Now, the cease-
fire only lasted 40 days, but those 40
days gave the town critical time to
plant crops and address its food short-
age.

The power of women to advance
peace and aid in postconflict reconcili-
ation is not limited to Syria. Women in
Liberia played a crucial role in bring-
ing warring parties to the negotiating
table, as the chairman said.

When the Government of the Phil-
ippines and the Moro Islamic Libera-
tion Front signed a major peace agree-
ment in 2004, women made up 50 per-
cent of the government’s negotiating
team and 25 percent of the signatories.

In Ireland, women helped ensure that
the Good Friday Agreement included
social issues, reconciliation measures,
and compensation for victims of vio-
lence.

Women around the world are actively
working to advance peace talks and en-
sure successful transformation from
conflict to peace. Passing the Women,
Peace, and Security Act will ensure
that the United States actively sup-
ports these incredible women as we
work toward ending conflict around
the world.

When women are involved in the ne-
gotiations, peace is more likely to last.
In fact, the International Peace Insti-
tute found that, with each 5 percent in-
crease in women’s participation in the
political process, a nation is five times
less likely to use violence when faced
with international crisis or conflict.

Despite the strong evidence in favor
of women’s political participation,
women remain underrepresented in
conflict prevention, conflict resolution,
and postconflict peace building efforts
around the world. We need to change
that.

This legislation establishes women’s
participation as a critical element of
U.S. foreign policy. It would encourage
the United States to assist women me-
diators and negotiators by addressing
barriers to their equal and secure par-
ticipation in peace processes.
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It would institute comprehensive
training modules on the protection,
rights, and specific needs of women in
conflict, and require the administra-
tion to evaluate the impact of U.S. for-
eign assistance on women’s meaningful
participation.

In addition, the Women, Peace, and
Security Act would require the admin-
istration to report to Congress its
strategy to promote women’s partici-
pation in conflict prevention and reso-
lution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). The time of the gen-
tlewoman has expired.

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. It would em-
power Congress to exercise oversight of
that strategy’s implementation.

As countries around the world are
struggling with conflict, the United
States should be empowering anyone
and everyone who can help achieve
lasting peace.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to support the Women,
Peace, and Security Act.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. I will
close now since there are no further
speakers on either side.

I want to start again by thanking
Chairman ED ROYCE for all of his work
and for all of his collaboration working
together with us; as well as Represent-
atives SCHAKOWSKY and NOEM, who
worked very closely together, for their
really hard work and really good work.

Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons I al-
ways support a strong investment in
development and diplomacy is that we
get such a good bang for our buck. Di-
plomacy and development efforts help
to build stability. They defuse crises,
they prevent conflicts, they help lay
the groundwork for a more secure and
more prosperous world.

History and research have shown us
that when women are involved in these
processes, they work even better. So it
is smart policy. It is not a matter of
being condescending. It is a matter of
smart policy.

Think about the alternatives, about
when we don’t have diplomacy to help
spread peace. Conflicts grow into
wars—sometimes wars that American
men and women will be required to
fight. Populations are driven from
their homes, triggering humanitarian
crises. And the cost of dealing with
these problems down the road is far
higher than the cost of investing in di-
plomacy and development right now.

So this legislation is a piece of that
puzzle. It isn’t the whole thing, but it
is an important piece. It is an impor-
tant part of making sure American di-
plomacy can succeed, and I am glad to
support it.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote. I
thank Chairman ROYCE for his hard
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work, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, whether we are talking
about Liberia, or Northern Ireland, or
anywhere else where this world is in
conflict, we have watched women play
pivotal roles in advocating before gov-
ernments, or before combatants, or in
front of politicians, to bring an end to
conflict.

In recent years, we have seen armed
conflicts flare around the world, pro-
ducing the largest number of refugees
that we have ever seen on record. Ef-
forts to negotiate an end to these con-
flicts are more important than they
have ever been. We know that when
women are included in these discus-
sions, we are more likely to see an en-
during peace as a result.

As a witness at our hearing on wom-
en’s participation explained to us, in-
cluding women is not only the right
thing to do, it is the smart thing to do.
The legislation before us today will
strengthen U.S. efforts to promote the
inclusion of women in peace negotia-
tions in order to create more sustain-
able agreements and more stable part-
ners for the United States and for our
allies.

Again, I want to thank Representa-
tives NOEM and SCHAKOWSKY and the
bill’s Senate sponsors for their bipar-
tisan work on this measure; and, as al-
ways, Ranking Member ENGEL, for his
leadership.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 1141.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NAISMITH MEMORIAL  BASKET-
BALL HALL OF FAME COMMEMO-
RATIVE COIN ACT

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1235) to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in recogni-
tion of the 60th Anniversary of the
Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of
Fame, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1235

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Naismith
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame Com-
memorative Coin Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1) On December 21, 1891, a young physical
education instructor named James Naismith,
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introduced the game of ‘‘basket ball’’ to his
physical education class, in Springfield, Mas-
sachusetts.

(2) In 1959, the Naismith Memorial Basket-
ball Hall of Fame was founded and dedicated
to the game’s creator Dr. James Naismith, in
Springfield, MA, ‘“The Birthplace of Basket-
ball” and became the first and only museum
to honor the game at all levels around the
world.

(3) The Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall
of Fame honors players who have achieved
greatness, exemplary coaches, referees and
other major contributors to the sport of bas-
ketball. The Inaugural Hall of Fame Class of
1959 had seventeen honorees who were in-
ducted, including Dr. James Naismith,
George Mikan, Forrest C. Allen, Angelo
Luisetti, Original Celtics and First Team.

(4) The Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall
of Fame is recognized throughout the world
as the premier institution entrusted with re-
cording and disseminating the history of the
game of basketball and recognizing and hon-
oring the achievements of its greatest play-
ers, coaches, and contributors.

(5) The Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall
of Fame provides an entertaining, enriching
experience and is known for its educational
outreach programs and celebrates and pro-
motes positive core values demonstrated by
basketball’s hallowed heroes and its founder.

(6) Basketball is one of America’s national
treasures; with its fast pace which reflects
the freedom of expression and the modern ex-
perience of life in the 21st century.

(7) Since its opening in 1959, the Naismith
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame is home
to the largest collection of basketball memo-
rabilia in the world, including more than
30,000 three-dimensional objects, 800,000 pho-
tographs, and 1.5 million documents.

(8) The Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall
of Fame welcomes more than 6,000,000 visi-
tors interested in discovering the rich his-
tory of the game through its stories, its per-
sonalities, and its most celebrated moments.

(9) The Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall
of Fame reaches over seven million Ameri-
cans through its educational programs,
events, exhibits, social media, and its inter-
active website.

(10) The Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame’s customized educational pro-
grams use basketball to teach young stu-
dents around the world the important les-
sons on a variety of topics including: finan-
cial literacy, mathematics, civil rights, lead-
ership of character, women’s and men’s his-
tory, and geography.

(11) The Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame will lead the celebration of the
60th Anniversary of Basketball and will part-
ner with a select group of constituents in-
cluding the National Basketball Association,
the National Collegiate Athletic Associa-
tion, and USA Basketball in commemorating
the game throughout the 2019-2020 basketball
season.

SEC. 3. COIN SPECIFICATIONS.

(a) DENOMINATIONS.—In recognition and
celebration of the Naismith Memorial Bas-
ketball Hall of Fame, the Secretary of the
Treasury (hereafter in this Act referred to as
the ‘“‘Secretary’) shall mint and issue the
following coins:

(1) $5 GOoLD COINS.—Not more than 50,000 $5
coins, which shall—

(A) weigh 8.359 grams;

(B) be struck on a planchet having a di-
ameter of 0.850 inches; and

(C) contain 90 percent gold and 10 percent
alloy.

(2) $1 SILVER COINS.—Not more than 400,000
$1 coins, which shall—

(A) weigh 26.73 grams;

(B) be struck on a planchet having a di-
ameter of 1.500 inches; and
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(C) contain not less than 90 percent silver.

(3) HALF-DOLLAR CLAD COINS.—Not more
than 750,000 half-dollar coins which shall—

(A) weigh 11.34 grams;

(B) be struck on a planchet having a di-
ameter of 1.205 inches; and

(C) be minted to the specifications for half-
dollar coins contained in section 5112(b) of
title 31, United States Code.

(b) LEGAL TENDER.—The coins minted
under this Act shall be legal tender, as pro-
vided in section 5103 of title 31, United States
Code.

(c) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United
States Code, all coins minted under this Act
shall be considered to be numismatic items.

(d) DOME SHAPE.—The coins minted under
this Act shall be in the shape of a dome.

SEC. 4. DESIGN OF COINS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The design for the coins
minted under this Act shall be—

(1) selected by the Secretary after con-
sultation with the Commission of Fine Arts;
and

(2) reviewed by the Citizens Coinage Advi-
sory Committee.

(b) DESIGNATIONS AND INSCRIPTIONS.—On
each coin minted under this Act there shall
be—

(1) a designation of the value of the coin;

(2) an inscription of the year ‘“2020°’; and

(3) inscriptions of the words ‘“‘Liberty’’, “In
God We Trust”, “United States of America’,
and “E Pluribus Unum”.

(c) SELECTION AND APPROVAL PROCESS FOR
OBVERSE DESIGN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall hold a
competition to determine the design of the
common obverse of the coins minted under
this Act, with such design being emblematic
of the game of basketball.

(2) SELECTION AND APPROVAL.—Proposals
for the design of coins minted under this Act
may be submitted in accordance with the de-
sign selection and approval process devel-
oped by the Secretary in the sole discretion
of the Secretary.

(3) PROPOSALS.—As part of the competition
described in this subsection, the Secretary
may accept proposals from artists, engravers
and other employees of the United States
Mint, other Government employees, and
members of the general public.

(4) COMPENSATION.—The Secretary shall de-
termine compensation for the winning design
under this subsection, which shall be not less
than $5,000. The Secretary shall take into ac-
count this compensation amount when deter-
mining the sale price described in section
6(a).

(d) REVERSE DESIGN.—The design on the
common reverse of the coins minted under
this Act shall depict a basketball.

SEC. 5. ISSUANCE OF COINS.

(a) QUALITY OF COINS.—Coins minted under
this Act shall be issued in uncirculated and
proof qualities.

(b) PERIOD FOR ISSUANCE.—The Secretary
may issue coins minted under this Act only
during the 1-year period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 2020.

SEC. 6. SALE OF COINS.

(a) SALE PRICE.—The coins issued under
this Act shall be sold by the Secretary at a
price equal to the sum of—

(1) the face value of the coins;

(2) the surcharge provided in section 7(a)
with respect to such coins; and

(3) the cost of designing and issuing the
coins (including labor, materials, dies, use of

machinery, winning design compensation,
overhead expenses, marketing, and ship-
ping).

(b) BULK SALES.—The Secretary shall

make bulk sales of the coins issued under
this Act at a reasonable discount.
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(c) PREPAID ORDERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ac-
cept prepaid orders for the coins minted
under this Act before the issuance of such
coins.

(2) DISCOUNT.—Sale prices with respect to
prepaid orders under paragraph (1) shall be
at a reasonable discount.

SEC. 7. SURCHARGES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—AIl sales of coins minted
under this Act shall include a surcharge as
follows:

(1) A surcharge of $35 per coin for the $5
coin.

(2) A surcharge of $10 per coin for the $1
coin.

(3) A surcharge of $5 per coin for the half-
dollar coin.

(b) DISTRIBUTION.—Subject to section
5134(f) of title 31, United States Code, all sur-
charges received by the Secretary from the
sale of coins issued under this Act shall be
promptly paid by the Secretary to the
Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame
to fund an endowment that will enable in-
creased operations and educational program-
ming of the Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame.

(c) AUDITS.—The Naismith Memorial Bas-
ketball Hall of Fame shall be subject to the
audit requirements of section 5134(f)(2) of
title 31, United States Code, with regard to
the amounts received under subsection (b).

(d) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), no surcharge may be included
with respect to the issuance under this Act
of any coin during a calendar year if, as of
the time of such issuance, the issuance of
such coin would result in the number of com-
memorative coin programs issued during
such year to exceed the annual commemora-
tive coin program issuance limitation under
section 5112(m)(1) of title 31, United States
Code (as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act). The Secretary of the
Treasury may issue guidance to carry out
this subsection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. BARR) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on this
bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of H.R. 1235, the Naismith Memorial
Basketball Hall of Fame Commemora-
tive Coin Act.

Basketball was invented in Spring-
field, Massachusetts, by Dr. James
Naismith in 1891.

I have the privilege of representing
the Sixth Congressional District of
Kentucky, home of the University of
Kentucky Wildcats. We affectionately
know the University of Kentucky Wild-
cats basketball team as the greatest
tradition in the history of college bas-
ketball; the winningest program in col-
lege basketball; eight national cham-
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pionships; and, of course, the greatest
fans in the history of college basket-
ball. We call them the Big Blue Nation.
While it may be to the surprise of
many that a Kansas Jayhawk and not
a Kentucky Wildcat invented the game,
there is no doubt that this sport has
helped many Americans learn the value
of teamwork, sacrifice, and hard work.
Today, by some estimates, basketball
is considered the fastest-growing sport
in the world. With current megastars
like LeBron James, Steph Curry,
Candace Parker, and Brittney Griner,
we don’t have to wonder why we are in
the Golden Age of basketball again.
And while the sport is wildly success-
ful today with rising stars like former
Kentucky players John Wall, Anthony

Davis, Devin Booker, and Karl-An-
thony Towns, the future is in good
hands.

I could talk all day about the upcom-
ing NCAA basketball season, but in-
stead I want to turn my attention to
the Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame.

Established in 1959, the Basketball
Hall of Fame has honored players,
coaches, referees, and other basketball
icons for their contributions to this
great American sport. From Larry
Bird, Bob Cousy, Charles Barkley, Bill
Russell, Jerry West, Patrick Ewing,
Oscar Robertson, Pete Maravich, Bill
Walton, Yao Ming, Shaq, TMac, A.lL.,
the Millers, Swoopes, Coach Summitt,
Coach Calipari, Magic Johnson, Dr. J.,
Wilt Chamberlain, Coach Adolph Rupp,
Coach John Wooden, to Coach Dean
Smith, the Basketball Hall of Fame al-
lows fans, young and old, to reminisce
or even discover the rich history of the
game they love.

To the basketball lore of Chamber-
lain scoring 100 points in a single game,
to the athletic heroics of Michael Jor-
dan, to Lisa Leslie’s dunk, to the
UConn Ladies’ streak of 111 wins, to
Curry and company revolutionizing the
game with a constant barrage of 3-
pointers, the Basketball Hall of Fame
is helping fans relive the greatest mo-
ments in basketball history while
teaching important life lessons to
youngsters through educational pro-
grams.

To honor 60 years of excellence in
2020 by the Naismith Memorial Basket-
ball Hall of Fame, it is with great
pleasure that I am on the House floor
today encouraging my colleagues to
support the Naismith Memorial Bas-
ketball Hall of Fame Commemorative
Coin Act. This legislation requires the
U.S. Mint to produce commemorative
coins for fans to collect and enjoy in
celebration of this momentous occa-
sion, in denominations of $56 gold coins,
$1 silver coins, and half-dollar clad
coins. Importantly, these coins would
be produced at no cost to the taxpayer,
and surcharges on the sale of these
coins would go to support programs at
the Hall of Fame after raising match-
ing funds from the private sector.

I especially want to thank Congress-
man RICHARD NEAL from Massachu-
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setts, home to the Springfield location
of the Hall of Fame; and Majority
Leader KEVIN MCCARTHY from Cali-
fornia, for their hard work on this leg-
islation. I urge all of my colleagues to
support this legislation honoring this
great American sport.

Go Cats, go Big Blue.

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

Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 1235,
the Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame Commemorative Coin
Act.

First, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
read into the RECORD a letter written
by president and CEO of the Naismith
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame,
John L. Doleva, in support of what we
are doing here today. He says:

To celebrate the 60th anniversary of the
Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame
in 2019, the House of Representatives has in-
troduced a bill to mint an exclusive com-
memorative coin. The bill is sponsored by
Congressman Richard E. Neal and Thomas
Rooney. Senators Elizabeth Warren and
John McCain support the venture by spon-
soring the same legislation in the Senate, S.
2598. I am respectfully requesting your sup-
port and cosponsorship of the Naismith Me-
morial Basketball Hall of Fame Commemo-
rative Coin Act.

This endeavor and legislation is of deep in-
terest to me because of my professional ca-
reer—primarily the last 16 years—has been
fully embedded in promoting basketball
through my passion for the game as presi-
dent and CEO of the Naismith Memorial Bas-
ketball Hall of Fame.

It has been an honor to help the Naismith
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame provide a
home for the greatness of the game’s past,
its exciting present day and brilliant future
that continues to touch all parts of the
globe. The game’s immortals, through their
stories and achievements, are contained here
through their legacy as players, coaches,
teams, officials, and legendary contributors
to the game. More than 6 million visitors
have educated themselves through the enjoy-
ment of exploring the rich history.

My passion for this sport is not solely root-
ed in the game itself or its traditions, but,
rather, my love for basketball centers on its
ability to develop character. One example is
the outreach of the Hall of Fame’s MVP’s of
Character program, an initiative that has in-
volved thousands of youth in the cities
across the country, like New York City;
Washington, D.C.; and Lawrence, Kansas.
The program centers on the belief that
‘“‘teaching youth about good character—both
on and off the court—helps them understand
the impact of it and their lives . . . char-
acter traits like honesty, respect, responsi-
bility, integrity and cooperation create a
foundation for success.”

Support of Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame Commemorative Coin bill has
no taxpayer cost, is your opportunity to help
grow the game of basketball and the edu-
cational and outreach programs provided by
the Basketball Hall of Fame.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of H.R. 1235, the Naismith Memorial
Basketball Hall of Fame Commemora-
tive Coin Act, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint and
issue a commemorative coin in honor
of the 60th anniversary of the Naismith
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Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame, lo-
cated in the birthplace of basketball.

O 1615

Located in the ‘‘birthplace of basket-
ball,” the Naismith Memorial Basket-
ball Hall of Fame is entrusted with re-
cording and disseminating the history
of this great American pastime and
recognizing and honoring the achieve-
ments of the sport’s greatest players,
coaches, and contributors.

With the ability to reach millions of
Americans through its educational pro-
grams, events, exhibits, and online
presence, the Naismith Memorial Bas-
ketball Hall of Fame plays an impor-
tant role in celebrating and promoting
the positive core values demonstrated
by basketball’s heroes, who have in-
spired Americans from all quarters.

Passage of the legislation also pro-
vides an opportunity to highlight the
creative ways in which the Naismith
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame has
leveraged America’s love of the game
and to develop basketball-related edu-
cational programs that teach our
youth about a wide range of topics,
such as financial literacy, math, civil
rights, leadership of character, wom-
en’s and men’s history, and geography.

In addition to raising awareness of
its important work and honoring its
60th anniversary, surcharges associated
with the sale of the unique basketball-
themed coins provided for in the bill
will also enable the Naismith Memorial
Basketball Hall of Fame to increase its
operations and educational program-
ming, all at no cost to taxpayers.

Mr. Speaker, basketball is one of the
games that unites all Americans across
party lines, across racial lines, and
across geographic lines. That is who we
are. The bipartisan legislation before
us already has the support of more
than two-thirds of the House, and I
hope all Members will join me in sup-
porting this bill to honor and support
the important work of the Naismith
Memorial Basketball Hall of Fame.

Mr. Speaker, I will read into the
RECORD a letter from Kareem Abdul-
Jabbar to the House of Representa-
tives:

‘““After 20 years as a player in the Na-
tional Basketball Association with the
Milwaukee Bucks and the Los Angeles
Lakers, which included winning six
NBA Championships as well as an equal
number of Most Valuable Player
awards, I had the honor to be inducted
in 1995 into the Naismith Memorial
Basketball Hall of Fame.

““To celebrate the 60th anniversary of
the Naismith Memorial Basketball
Hall of Fame, Congressmen RICHARD E.
NEAL, ANDY BARR, and MIKE KELLY
have sponsored legislation to authorize
the U.S. Mint to issue limited-edition
commemorative coins for sale to the
public in 2019. Proceeds from the coins’
sale will go to help continue the im-
pressive archival and educational ef-
forts of the Basketball Hall of Fame for
years to come, all at no cost to the tax-
payer.
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“The Basketball Hall of Fame pre-
serves the history of the game and
celebrates the very best of the sport at
all the levels it is played. The museum
in Springfield, Massachusetts, honors
women and men players who have
achieved greatness, exemplary coaches,
referees, and other major contributors
to the sport. It attracts 6 million visi-
tors a year, who see hundreds of thou-
sands of historic artifacts and memora-
bilia spanning the past 125 years of bas-
ketball.

““As a Hall of Famer, I am very pas-
sionate about the work they do to not
only preserve and honor, but also grow
the game of basketball. It is because of
this I am respectfully requesting your
support and cosponsorship of the
Naismith Memorial Basketball Hall of
Fame Commemorative Coin Act, H.R.
1235.”

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

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend, the
gentleman from Texas and, as I said be-
fore, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts for their advocacy of this bipar-
tisan piece of legislation, again, hon-
oring a great American tradition: the
great sport of basketball.

Whether at the high school level, the
collegiate level, or the professional
level, it is true—the gentleman from
Texas is absolutely right—this great
sport unites our country. There is
friendly competition—sometimes vig-
orous competition—in the rivalries
that we see, whether it is Kentucky
playing Louisville or North Carolina
versus Duke, or if it is the Lakers and
the Celtics from the 1980s or the Pis-
tons and the Bulls in those great games
in the 1990s.

There are a lot of people behind this
legislation that deserve thanks and ap-
preciation. I want to thank, in par-
ticular, Jim Host, who is credited for
coining the phrase the ‘‘Final Four,”
and Coach Calipari of the University of
Kentucky, who has been a tireless
champion of this effort. Without his
leadership, I don’t think this would
have happened.

I want to also thank all of the mem-
bers of the Hall of Fame who have
come to Washington to talk to us. Jay
Bilas came down here in the Ways and
Means Committee and talked about the
importance of this, and many of the
other former players. I have to thank
the players because the Hall of Fame
recognizes their amazing skills and
their talents, and if it weren’t for their
advocacy, this wouldn’t have happened
as well.

Finally and probably most important
of all, the Hall of Fame Commemora-
tive Coin Act that we are enacting here
today is in honor of the fans who make
this great sport possible, the American
people who have fallen in love with this
great American sport. We have to
thank the fans for creating such excite-
ment. Whether it is the McDonald’s All
American Basketball Game at the high
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school level, or if it is the Final Four
in the national title in the NCAA in
both men’s and women’s basketball, or
if it is Game 7 of the NBA Finals, there
is nothing more electric than this sport
at crunch time.

Again, I urge my colleagues to come
together and support the Naismith Me-
morial Basketball Hall of Fame.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from XKentucky (Mr.
BARR) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1235, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

THE AMERICAN LEGION 100TH AN-
NIVERSARY COMMEMORATIVE
COIN ACT

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2519) to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint commemorative
coins in recognition of the 100th anni-
versary of The American Legion, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2519

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as ‘“The American
Legion 100th Anniversary Commemorative
Coin Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds that—

(1) on March 15, 1919, The American Legion
was founded in Paris, France, by members of
the American Expeditionary Force occu-
pying Europe after World War I and con-
cerned about the welfare of their comrades
and communities upon their return to the
United States;

(2) on September 16, 1919, Congress char-
tered The American Legion, which quickly
grew to become the largest veterans service
organization in the United States;

(3) The American Legion conferences in
Washington, DC, in 1923 and 1924 crafted the
first United States Flag Code, which was
adopted in schools, States, cities and coun-
ties prior to being enacted in 1942, estab-
lishing the proper use, display, and respect
for the colors of the United States;

(4) during World War II, The American Le-
gion developed and presented to Congress its
case for vastly improved support for medi-
cally discharged, disabled veterans, which
ultimately became the Servicemen’s Read-
justment Act of 1944 (58 Stat. 284; chapter
268), better known as the G.I. Bill of Rights,
and was drafted by former American Legion
National Commander Harry W. Colmery in
Washington’s Mayflower Hotel;

(5) through the leadership and advocacy of
The American Legion, the G.I. Bill was en-
acted in June 1944, which led to monumental
changes in United States society, including
the democratization of higher education,
home ownership for average people in the
United States, better VA hospitals, business
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and farm loans for veterans, and the ability
to appeal conditions of military discharge;

(6) defying those who argued the G.I. Bill
would break the Treasury, according to var-
ious researchers, the G.I. Bill provided a tre-
mendous return on investment of $7 to the
United States economy for every $1 spent on
the program, triggering a half-century of
prosperity in the United States;

(7) after Hurricane Hugo in 1989, The Amer-
ican Legion established the National Emer-
gency Fund to provide immediate cash relief
for veterans who have been affected by nat-
ural disasters;

(8) American Legion National Emergency
Fund grants after Hurricanes Katrina and
Rita in 2005, for instance, exceeded $1,700,000;

(9) The American Legion fought to see the
Veterans Administration elevated to Cabi-
net-level status as the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, ensuring support for veterans
would be set at the highest level of the Fed-
eral Government, as a priority issue for the
President;

(10) after a decades-long struggle to im-
prove the adjudication process for veterans
disputing claims decisions, The American
Legion helped shape and introduce the Vet-
erans Reassurance Act to create a venue for
judicial review of veterans’ appeals;

(11) building on these efforts, legislation
was passed in 1988 to create the United
States Court of Veterans Appeals, today
known as the United States Court of Appeals
for Veterans Claims;

(12) The American Legion created the
American Legacy Scholarship Fund for chil-
dren of military members killed on active
duty on or after September 11, 2001;

(13) in 2016, The American Legion’s Na-
tional Executive Committee amended the
original scholarship criteria to include chil-
dren of veterans with 50 percent or greater
VA disability ratings;

(14) President George W. Bush signed into
law the Post-9/11 Veterans Educational As-
sistance Act (title V of the Supplemental Ap-
propriations Act, 2008; 122 Stat. 2357), a next-
generation G.I. Bill strongly supported by
The American Legion and the most com-
prehensive educational benefits package
since the original G.I. Bill of Rights was en-
acted in 1944;

(15) in August 2018, The American Legion
will begin its centennial recognition at the
100th National Convention in Minneapolis,
Minnesota, the site of the first American Le-
gion National Convention; and

(16) in March 2019, the organization will
celebrate its 100th birthday in Paris, France,
and September 16, 2019, will mark the 100th
anniversary of The American Legion’s Fed-
eral charter.

SEC. 3. COIN SPECIFICATIONS.

(a) DENOMINATIONS.—In recognition and
celebration of the 100th anniversary of The
American Legion, the Secretary of the
Treasury (hereafter in this Act referred to as
the ‘‘Secretary’”) shall mint and issue the
following coins:

(1) $5 GOLD COINS.—Not more than 50,000 $5
coins, which shall—

(A) weigh 8.359 grams;

(B) have a diameter of 0.850 inches; and

(C) contain not less than 90 percent gold.

(2) $1 SILVER COINS.—Not more than 400,000
$1 coins, which shall—

(A) weigh 26.73 grams;

(B) have a diameter of 1.500 inches; and

(C) contain not less than 90 percent silver.

(3) HALF-DOLLAR CLAD COINS.—Not more
than 750,000 half-dollar coins which shall—

(A) weigh 11.34 grams;

(B) have a diameter of 1.205 inches; and

(C) be minted to the specifications for half-
dollar coins contained in section 5112(b) of
title 31, United States Code.
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(b) LEGAL TENDER.—The coins minted
under this Act shall be legal tender, as pro-
vided in section 5103 of title 31, United States
Code.

(c) NuMmIisMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United
States Code, all coins minted under this Act
shall be considered to be numismatic items.
SEC. 4. DESIGN OF COINS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The design for the coins
minted under this Act shall be emblematic
of The American Legion.

(b) DESIGNATIONS AND INSCRIPTIONS.—On
each coin minted under this Act there shall
be—

(1) a designation of the denomination of
the coin;

(2) an inscription of the year ‘‘2019’; and

(3) inscriptions of the words ‘“‘Liberty’’, “In
God We Trust”, “United States of America’’,
and “E Pluribus Unum”.

(c) SELECTION.—The design for the coins
minted under this Act shall be—

(1) selected by the Secretary after con-
sultation with—

(A) the Commission of Fine Arts; and

(B) the Adjutant of The American Legion,
as defined in the constitution and bylaws of
The American Legion; and

(2) reviewed by the Citizens Commemora-
tive Coin Advisory Committee.

SEC. 5. ISSUANCE OF COINS.

(a) QUALITY OF COINS.—Coins minted under
this Act shall be issued in uncirculated and
proof qualities.

(b) PERIOD FOR ISSUANCE.—The Secretary
may issue coins minted under this Act only
during the 1-year period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 2019.

SEC. 6. SALE OF COINS.

(a) SALE PRICE.—The coins issued under
this Act shall be sold by the Secretary at a
price based upon the sum of—

(1) the face value of the coins;

(2) the surcharge provided in section 7T(a)
with respect to such coins; and

(3) the cost of designing and issuing the
coins (including labor, materials, dies, use of

machinery, overhead expenses, marketing,
and shipping).
(b) BULK SALES.—The Secretary shall

make bulk sales of the coins issued under
this Act at a reasonable discount.

(¢) PREPAID ORDERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ac-
cept prepaid orders for the coins minted
under this Act before the issuance of such
coins.

(2) DISCOUNT.—Sale prices with respect to
prepaid orders under paragraph (1) shall be
at a reasonable discount.

SEC. 7. SURCHARGES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—AI1l sales of coins minted
under this Act shall include a surcharge as
follows:

(1) A surcharge of $35 per coin for the $5
coin.

(2) A surcharge of $10 per coin for the $1
coin described under section 3(a)(2).

(3) A surcharge of $56 per coin for the half-
dollar coin.

(b) DISTRIBUTION.—Subject to section
5134(f) of title 31, United States Code, all sur-
charges received by the Secretary from the
sale of coins issued under this Act shall be
promptly paid by the Secretary to The
American Legion for costs related to—

(1) promoting the importance of and caring
for those who have served in uniform, ensur-
ing they receive proper health care and dis-
ability benefits earned through military
service;

(2) promoting the importance of, and car-
ing for, those who are still serving in the
Armed Forces;

(3) promoting the importance of maintain-
ing the patriotic values, morals, culture, and
citizenship of the United States; and
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(4) promoting the importance of maintain-
ing strong families, assistance for at-risk
children, and activities that promote their
healthy and wholesome development.

(c) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), no surcharge may be included
with respect to the issuance under this Act
of any coin during a calendar year if, as of
the time of such issuance, the issuance of
such coin would result in the number of com-
memorative coin programs issued during
such year to exceed the annual commemora-
tive coin program issuance limitation under
section 5112(m)(1) of title 31, United States
Code (as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act). The Secretary of the
Treasury may issue guidance to carry out
this subsection.

(d) AuDpIT.—The recipient described under
subsection (b) shall be subject to the audit
requirements of section 5134(f)(2) of title 31,
United States Code, with regard to the
amounts received under subsection (b).

SEC. 8. FINANCIAL ASSURANCES.

The Secretary shall take such actions as
may be necessary to ensure that—

(1) minting and issuing coins under this
Act will not result in any net cost to the
United States Government; and

(2) no funds, including applicable sur-
charges, are disbursed to the recipient des-
ignated in section 7 until the total cost of
designing and issuing all of the coins author-
ized by this Act (including labor, materials,
dies, use of machinery, overhead expenses,
marketing, and shipping) is recovered by the
United States Treasury, consistent with sec-
tions 5112(m) and 5134(f) of title 31, United
States Code.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. BARR) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2519, The American Legion
100th  Anniversary Commemorative
Coin Act, which would require the De-
partment of the Treasury to mint and
issue commemorative coins in recogni-
tion and celebration of the 100th anni-
versary of The American Legion.

For nearly 100 years, The American
Legion, which was formed for veterans
and by veterans, through the support of
Congress, has helped to provide serv-
ices to wartime veterans and the com-
munities in which they live across the
United States and the globe.

On March 27, 1919, Theodore Roo-
sevelt sent a telegram to Mr. William
Marshall Bullitt of Louisville, Ken-
tucky, and many more respected mili-
tary wartime veteran leaders across
the country which announced: ‘“A con-
ference will be held at St. Louis about
May 1 for the purpose of organizing an
association composed of those who
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have been in the land and naval forces
of the United States in this war. A con-
vention held in France has already or-
ganized forces there in an association
called The American Legion and will
have its representatives at this conven-
tion.”

Shortly after this first national gath-
ering of unified veterans held in St.
Louis, Missouri, the United States Con-
gress officially chartered The Amer-
ican Legion on September 16, 1919.

Since this charter, The American Le-
gion has grown to be one of the most
influential, nonpartisan, nonprofit, and
the largest veterans service organiza-
tion in the United States, with a stand-
ing membership of over 2.4 million vet-
erans in 14,000 posts worldwide.

The Legion annually raises millions
of dollars in donations at the local,
State, and national levels to help vet-
erans and their families during times
of need and to provide college scholar-
ships and other opportunities for de-
serving students.

Even in the Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict of Kentucky, which I proudly rep-
resent, The American Legion continues
to be a strong and aggressive advocate
for wartime veteran-centered issues.
Just yesterday, I met with many of
The American Legion Nicholasville
Post veterans right there serving and
honoring the Gold Star families at
Camp Nelson in Jessamine County,
Kentucky.

The American Legion Department of
Kentucky has established 139 posts, 3
areas, and 11 districts in our Common-
wealth of 120 counties. The American
Legion continues to strive to achieve
what has always been held as a sacred
duty to every good American since
General George Washington’s vision to
promote the importance of providing
provisions for the adequate care for
war disabled veterans and their fami-
lies.

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

Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 2519,
legislation that calls for the issuance
of a commemorative coin in honor of
the 100th anniversary of The American
Legion, a distinguished organization
that works tirelessly in communities
across the Nation to serve our veterans
and those still in the Armed Forces.

Since being chartered by Congress
following the First World War, The
American Legion has played a pivotal
role in the lives of so many service-
members and their families, always
stepping up and lending a hand to
those who need it most. For example,
The American Legion provides key
services, such as healthcare claims as-
sistance for veterans and job fairs.
They support targeted efforts to meet
the needs of homeless veterans.

The American Legion also supports
military personnel and their families
through the provision of financial as-
sistance and comfort items for hos-
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pitalized veterans and, also, dedicated
funds to support the needs of youth at
risk.

Over its history, The American Le-
gion has also advocated and played a
leading role in securing the passage of
key laws that better the lives of our
servicemembers, such as the landmark
GI Bill, as well as the Veterans’ Reas-
surance Act and the Post-911 Veteran
Education Assistance Act.

In addition to honoring and raising
awareness of the important work of
The American Legion, the legislation
before us will also help raise small
sums that will help it carry out its tre-
mendous work and advance American
values. Specifically, surcharge pro-
ceeds raised through the sale of the
coin provided in this bill will allow The
American Legion to advance the inter-
ests of those who have served in uni-
form and ensure they receive the prop-
er healthcare and disability benefits
earned through military service; pro-
mote the importance of and caring for
those who are still serving in the
Armed Forces; promote the patriotic
values, morals, culture, and citizenship
of the United States; and provide sup-
port for at-risk children and activities
that nurture their development.

This overwhelmingly bipartisan leg-
islation has the support of more than
350 Members of the House and has al-
ready received the unanimous support
of the United States Senate, where the
legislation passed by voice vote.

For all these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in the passage of
this bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. NEAL).

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I stand in
support of H.R. 1235, the Naismith Me-
morial Basketball Hall of Fame Com-
memorative Coin Act, which I intro-
duced along with my colleague from
Kentucky (Mr. BARR).

People in Kentucky think that they
invented basketball. It was actually in-
vented in Massachusetts. But I want to
thank him personally, as well as pro-
fessionally, for the good work that he
has done in helping to bring about this
day.

As the Hall of Fame celebrates its
125th anniversary of the invention of
basketball, this commemorative coin
symbolizes all the sport has accom-
plished since its humble beginnings in
a YMCA gymnasium in Springfield,
Massachusetts. This truly American
game continues to be played by men
and women at every level and on every
continent.

In December of 1891, a physical edu-
cation professor named Dr. James
Naismith created a game with a simple
objective: throw a round ball into a
peach basket that was suspended 10
feet above the ground. While only one
basket was made available during
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those first games, it would soon be-
come quite popular with students.

Thanks to the network of YMCAs
throughout the country and the game’s
success on various college campuses,
the sport soon became a national phe-
nomenon. By 1894, basketball was being
played around the Nation and in dozens
of countries around the world.

During the 1920s and 1930s, teams like
the Original Celtics and the New York
Renaissance carried professional bas-
ketball to the national conscience for
the first time.
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Internationally, popularity of the
new sport from America led to the for-
mation of the International Basketball
Federation, which was pivotal in add-
ing basketball to the Summer Olympic
Games in 1936. Eventually, the Na-
tional Basketball Association was
founded in 1946, and continues to enjoy
great success.

The Basketball Hall of Fame in-
ducted its first class in 1959, despite the
lack of any physical structure. They
would get their first home on the cam-
pus of Springfield College in 1968, just a
short way from the game’s first site.

Thousands of visitors came to the
campus to see memorabilia and be in-
spired by the stories of the sport’s
early days. As the game skyrocketed in
national popularity in the 1980s, with
icons like Larry Bird, Magic Johnson,
and Michael Jordan, the Hall of Fame
found the need to expand. As the
mayor of Springfield at the time, I
helped to ensure a location on the
banks of the Connecticut River.

In 1985, the Hall reopened with a
three-level museum with hundreds of
pieces of memorabilia and displays.
The admiration for the sport forced the
Hall to expand once again, in 2002, with
a state-of-the-art structure just steps
away from the old facility.

Today, the Hall welcomes 6 million
visitors annually. They are dazzled
with its interactive displays and exhib-
its. As of this year, the Hall has in-
ducted 3656 of the greatest players,
coaches, and referees. Players like Wilt
Chamberlain, XKareem Abdul-Jabbar,
Bill Bradley, and coaches like John
Wooden and Pat Summitt have been
honored for their contributions to the
sport. The Basketball Hall of Fame
commemorative coin is the ideal way
for the legacy of these great athletes
and coaches to be remembered for dec-
ades to come.

With no cost to the American tax-
payer, the surcharges on these coins
will go to further the museum’s
curation efforts. The proceeds will also
go toward educational programs to pro-
mote good sportsmanship and respect
on and off the court.

Mr. Speaker, I have worked with the
Hall of Fame on multiple projects for
more than 30 years. It is a terrific tax-
exempt organization that works tire-
lessly to preserve the history and edu-
cate people about this truly American
game.
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I believe that basketball instills the
virtues that this country was built
upon and gives Americans someone to
aspire to be. As former NBA player and
United States Senator Bill Bradley put
it: “Sports is a metaphor for over-
coming obstacles and achieving against
great odds. Athletes, in times of dif-
ficulty, can be important role models.”

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1235, and a spe-
cial note of thanks to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ) for keeping
the debate open so that I could actu-
ally speak on this.

Again, as I close, I thank the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR). He
was terrific in his help on this bill.

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

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts and his
leadership. I do recognize the great
game of basketball was, in fact, in-
vented in Massachusetts. That is okay,
because Massachusetts gave us Coach
Calipari along the way. We really ap-
preciate his leadership.

This would not have happened with-
out the leadership of the gentleman
from Massachusetts. It is my honor to
work with him on this bipartisan piece
of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
vote ‘‘yes” on The American Legion

100th  Anniversary Commemorative
Coin Act.

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

Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
honor of the first woman to be national
commander of The American Legion.
Her name is Denise Rohan. She knows
that this is a milestone. Therefore, she
is very proud to have been named to
this position. She says: “It is about
time.”

From Ms. Rohan’s perspective,
women have always been leaders in the
Legion. I am sure most of us didn’t
even know that.

She says: “If you look back, women
were post commanders early on. We
have been in leadership positions. If we
weren’t leading from the front, we were
still there, helping the organization
along.”

She says she doesn’t think of herself
as a female legionnaire. She says: ‘I
want to be known as a great American
Legion leader who happens to be a
woman. I have been working hard for
the Legion for more than 30 years and
am humbled’—that the Legion—
‘“‘chose me to be national commander.
It is an honor.”

She was elected at the Legion’s 99th
national convention in Reno, Nevada,
in August. She herself, of course, is an
Army veteran and the second national
commander from Wisconsin. She and
her husband, Mike, belong to Mason
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Lindsay Post 385 in Verona. I am sure
she would want that known here on the
floor. They have lived 30 years in Sun
Prairie.

Members have supported Ms. Rohan
for a long time and are excited to see
her at the top. She is regarded as very
capable, outgoing, friendly, and able to
bring people to a consensus.

Her parents, Joe and Dorothy
Hulbert, set a strong example for three
daughters. Both were volunteers and
active in the local United Church of
Christ.

She first encountered the Legion as a
girl at Memorial Day services in a
Catholic cemetery near her home. She
waited patiently to receive a spent
brass shell casing from the honor guard
to use as a whistle.

“The town always had a parade that
started at the cemetery, came down
the hill, went across the bridge and
ended up at another cemetery on the
other side of the river,” Ms. Rohan
said. ““There was only one parade I re-
member going the other way, when
they brought home the body of some-
one killed in Vietnam. It began at the
high school and went up the hill. That
memory stayed with me.”

Still, the idea of serving in the mili-
tary herself certainly didn’t occur to
Ms. Rohan until a high school friend
asked her and another girl to accom-
pany her to Des Moines for an Army
physical. Her friend failed, they passed,
and Rohan had a choice. Unsure what
she wanted to do with her life and re-
luctant to ask her parents to put a
third child through college, she joined
under the buddy system in 1974.

For a person who struggled with
homesickness—that is what she called
it: homesickness—she got along just
fine.

“Somehow my mother lived through
me sobbing on the phone every single
call for a couple of weeks,”” Ms. Rohan
said. ‘“Then I started realizing that I
had another family: the women in basic
training with me. They had my back,
they made sure I was taken care of,
and we became sisters.”

At Fort Lee, Virginia, she completed
quartermaster school and was the out-
standing graduate of her class. Needing
female instructors, the Army sent Ms.
Rohan to more training. That is where
she met Mike, who was working as a
television production specialist.

“I had to have some time in the stu-
dio,” she said, teasing him. ‘“My room-
mate at the time was a runner-up for
Miss West Virginia the year before she
joined the Army, so here is this beau-
tiful blonde who probably did really
good on camera because she was used
to that kind of stuff. He doesn’t re-
member meeting me that day.”

By Mike’s recollection, they met
through a mutual friend a couple of
months later. He soon realized this girl
had the qualities his mother told him
to seek in a woman—and more.

‘“She never once told me to look for
someone who could shoot an M-16, or
crawl under barbed wire with live fire
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going on, or run 2 miles with a
rucksack on her back, but that is what
I found,” he says. ‘“‘Denise has all those
abilities of a soldier but is also a loving
wife and mother.”

They started dating, fell in love, and
Mike got orders to go to Korea. About
the same time, Rohan was up for reen-
listment. Wanting to stay together,
they were married by a justice of the
peace during one of Rohan’s morning
breaks. Their reception was at McDon-
ald’s. “That is our romantic place we
go every year, on May 21,” she says.

Women are veterans, too. In the end,
the Army couldn’t guarantee Rohan an
assignment overseas, so she left the
service and became an Army wife. Of
course, that would not be the case
today.

Over the next few years, the couple
lived in Korea, Texas, and, finally, Wis-
consin. Mike spent the first half of his
career as enlisted, then became a war-
rant officer in the National Guard.

Meanwhile, Rohan built her own ca-
reer at the University of Wisconsin-
Madison, starting as a program assist-
ant in the student loan office. She
eventually rose to the position of as-
sistant bursar, managing a $120 million
loan officer portfolio and helping to de-
velop a computerized system to man-
age it all. She retired in 2012, after 29
years. She is missed a lot, say those
who worked with her and under her.

Ms. Rohan’s American Legion career
has had a similar trajectory. She
joined in 1984, when the new com-
mander of Post 333 in Sun Prairie, a
friend of Mike’s, recruited her to join
so she could serve as adjunct.

She laughs when she recalls an older
veteran who was flustered by a wom-
an’s presence at the meetings. He was
saying something, swore, and then he
took his cap off and said: ‘I am sorry,
I didn’t mean to be disrespectful.”
Later, he did it again. He said: ‘I just
don’t know how I am going to do this.”
She told him: “Hey, I was in the Army,
too. I have heard those words before.”

Ms. Rohan really found her spot in
the Sun Prairie Post when she was co-
ordinating community blood drives:
four a year, for two decades. ‘“‘Each
pint of blood can help three people, and
we collected hundreds at each drive,”
she says. ‘““The volunteers kept coming
back, the donors kept coming back. It
makes you feel like you are making a
difference.”

From there, Ms. Rohan’s reputation
for hard work and willingness to serve
opened door after door: district adju-
tant and commander, department his-
torian—she is a four-time winner of the
National American Legion Historian
contest—and department commander.

On the national level, she is a former
chair of the Veterans Employment and
Education Commission, as well as the
National Membership and Post Activi-
ties Committee.

Along the way, she volunteered for
dozens of smaller jobs that have ce-
mented the Legion’s place in her com-
munity, like chartering a Boy Scouts
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troop, organizing children’s Christmas
parties, and assembling troop care
packages.

None of it would have happened if
Ms. Rohan was the sort to hold
grudges, however. When the couple
lived briefly in Marshall, Wisconsin, a
member of the local American Legion
came by to recruit Mike.
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Rohan identified herself as an eligi-
ble veteran, but the Legion recruiter
told her that women could join the
auxiliary only.

Years later, the Marshall Post real-
ized its mistake and hung a photo of
Ms. Rohan, then district commander,
behind a sign that says: ‘“‘Remember,
women are veterans, too.”

Today, the Marshall Post is one of
her biggest supporters. I promised
they would get one of my first national
commander photos to put in that
frame,” she says. “We can do that,” is
what Rohan has become known for. Her
name is known in more than just Le-
gion circles.

At the Wisconsin National Guard Ar-
mory in Madison, she and her husband
are Aunt Denise and Uncle Mike. Since
2006, they frequented drill weekends so
often that young servicemen some-
times assumed they are part of their
unit.

Facing a rough situation with a sol-
dier fresh off deployment and needing
resources fast, Staff Sergeant Dan
Killam was told to talk to the Rohans
at the Legion. That call led to an unbe-
lievable amount of care for troops and
their families.

When soldiers needed satellite phone
minutes to call home after a battle, the
Wisconsin Legion family raised $50,000.
At a spur run for the 105th Calvary, Le-
gionnaires fed nearly 500 people.

I think after this lengthy—but I
think much deserved—report on the
first woman to head The American Le-
gion, we understand why the bill that
comes before us is much deserved.

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, may I ask
how much time I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky has 14 minutes
remaining. The time of the gentleman
from Texas has expired.

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

Mr. Speaker, once again, in support
of The American Legion 100th Anniver-
sary Commemorative Coin Act, I want
to share a story from just yesterday in
Nicholasville, Kentucky, where The
American Legion was there, as they al-
ways are, supporting our veteran fami-
lies.

We were at Camp Nelson—which was
originally a Union Army cemetery, but
since the Civil War, has become a final
resting place for many of our heroes—
yesterday to honor many of the Ken-
tucky Gold Star families who had lost
loved ones, heroes, in the war on ter-
ror.

The first one was a U.S. Naval officer
killed on September 11, 2001, in the
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Pentagon. And most recently, Captain
Matthew Roland, a captain in the
United States Air Force, was killed in
action in August of 2015 in Afghani-
stan. And the families of these fallen
heroes were there. We were there to
honor those fallen heroes and unveil a
dedication, a memorial to those Gold
Star families who had sacrificed so
much. Not only did those heroes sac-
rifice everything for this country, but
those families have sacrificed because
they have lost their loved ones, and
they are missing anniversaries, birth-
days, and their children growing up
and walking down the aisle.

But who was there to honor those
Gold Star families?

The American Legion. And The
American Legion was there holding
those American flags high, and they
were there to deliver the three-volley
salute in honor of those fallen heroes.

The American Legion is, first and
foremost, a local organization. They
pride themselves in that, and that is
what they were in Jessamine County,
Kentucky, honoring those Gold Star
families. Yes, they represent a country
of heroes and servicemembers and vet-
erans, but they are local, and they
showed that yesterday in the Sixth
Congressional District of Kentucky,
and they show that all over this coun-
try.

I would just note also, Mr. Speaker,
that when we think of how to honor
our veterans, we have to remember
what General George Washington—
who, of course, was the Founder of our
country, and who, of course, was that
famous general during the American
Revolution who arguably was the first
veteran—said. And what General Wash-
ington—President Washington fa-
mously said about our country and vet-
erans was that the willingness with
which our young people are likely to
serve in any war, no matter how justi-
fied, shall be directly proportional to
how they perceive veterans of earlier
wars and how they were treated and ap-
preciated by our Nation.

The American Legion embodies that.
They are a group of patriots, of vet-
erans who know that it is critically im-
portant to instill in other Americans
the importance of patriotism, love of
our country, love of the American flag,
so they help us and future generations
respect our veterans and their service
and their sacrifice.

We appreciate the fact that we have
a piece of legislation before this body
today that honors that great organiza-
tion—The American Legion—that pro-
vides that level of patriotism and sup-
port to our men and women in uniform
and veterans who have served this
country so heroically and patriotically.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. WALZ), the legislation’s
sponsor.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me the time
and, more importantly, for his elo-
quent words. I appreciate the support
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both for The American Legion and for
this piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for bringing
the bill to the floor, H.R. 2519, The
American Legion 100th Anniversary
Commemorative Coin Act, for a vote
today.

For nearly a century, The American
Legion has worked tirelessly day and
night to improve the lives of veterans
and their families. For that reason,
words cannot express the gratitude
that we have for the men and women of
The American Legion.

As both a veteran and a legislator, I
see firsthand the results they achieve
for veterans on a daily basis.

This bipartisan piece of legislation
has the support of over 370 of our peers,
including the entirety of the House
Veterans’ Affairs Committee, the Fi-
nancial Services Committee, and the
majority and minority leaders.

The Senate has passed a similar piece
of legislation, and I look forward to
continue working to get this to the
President’s desk.

These commemorative coins are just
a small token of thanks to show the
millions of American Legion members
that we appreciate what they do for
our servicemembers, for our veterans,
for our national security, and for our
local communities.

In full disclosure, Mr. Speaker, as a
longtime member of The American Le-
gion, I am proud to stand here spon-
soring this piece of legislation. I look
forward to it being signed into law, and
then I look forward to Americans get-
ting a piece of this history that we
should all be proud of.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
BARR) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 2519, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FACILITATING CONSTRUCTION OF
A BRIDGE ON CERTAIN PROP-
ERTY IN CHRISTIAN COUNTY,
MISSOURI

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 810) to facilitate construction of a
bridge on certain property in Christian
County, Missouri, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 810

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

SECTION 1. RIVERSIDE BRIDGE PROJECT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Riverside Bridge
Project is authorized to be carried out not-
withstanding—
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(1) any agreement entered unto under, or
restriction pursuant to, section 404(b)(2) of
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
5170c(b)(2)); or

(2) any easement or other Federal restric-
tion pursuant to that Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et
seq.) that requires the covered property to be
maintained for open space, recreation, or
wetland management.

(b) CONDITIONS.—AS a condition of the au-
thorization under subsection (a)—

(1) Christian County, Missouri, or an as-
signee shall—

(A) carry out the Riverside Bridge Project
in a manner that ensures that no flood dam-
age attributable to the Project occurs; and

(B) be liable for any such flood damage
that does occur; and

(2) the Federal Government shall not be
liable for future flood damage that is caused
by the Project.

(c) DISASTER ASSISTANCE PROHIBITED.—NoO
future disaster assistance from any Federal
source may be provided with respect to the
covered property or any improvements
thereon.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act, the following
definitions apply:

(1) COVERED PROPERTY.—The term ‘‘covered
property’ means the property—

(A) in Christian County, Missouri;

(B) conveyed to such County by the River-
side Inn, Inc.; and

(C) that is approximately 1.5 acres and 482
lineal feet adjacent to the westerly line of
Riverside Road to the center of Finley
Creek.

(2) RIVERSIDE BRIDGE PROJECT.—The term
“Riverside Bridge Project” means the
project to construct, maintain, and operate a
bridge on and over the covered property.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. FERGUSON) and the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 810.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, S. 810 would allow the
community of Ozark, Missouri, to fin-
ish the Riverside Bridge project, which
spans the Finley River. After repeated
major flooding in the area, the commu-
nity purchased the land next to the ex-
isting bridge.

As a condition of the Federal funds
used to purchase this land, FEMA pro-
hibits the building of any structures on
the property. Replacing the current
one-lane bridge is essential and will al-
leviate traffic for families, small busi-
ness owners, and emergency responders
traveling in the region.

I would like to thank the entire Mis-
souri delegation for their work on this
legislation. I urge my colleagues to
support its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
810. This bill authorizes construction of
a bridge on property acquired for open
space under section 404 of the Stafford
Act.

Riverside Bridge in Christian County,
Missouri, is a 100-year-old one-lane
bridge that currently frequently closes
due to flooding. Local transportation
officials have agreed on a plan to re-
place the existing one-lane bridge with
a wider bridge that has a larger foot-
print.

However, expanding the bridge in-
volves building on land that has re-
ceived FEMA disaster mitigation funds
in the past.

After repeated flooding, FEMA pro-
vided funding to Christian County in
2009 to demolish a structure adjacent
to the bridge, the Riverside Inn, and to
purchase the land. As a condition of
providing the funding, FEMA required
that the land be maintained for open
space, recreation, or wetland manage-
ment. Unless Congress removes the re-
striction on construction on that site,
the county cannot replace Riverside
Bridge.

S. 810 provides that Christian County
must ensure the bridge replacement
project does not result in flood damage
and is liable for any flood damage that
occurs. No further disaster assistance
from any Federal source may be pro-
vided for the property or the structure.

This bill provides a narrow exemp-
tion from existing FEMA rules that
will allow Christian County, Missouri,
to solve a transportation problem. I am
not aware of any opposition to this leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge its adoption, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. FER-
GUSON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 810.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

DISASTER TAX RELIEF AND AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY EXTENSION
ACT OF 2017

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 3823) to amend title
49, United States Code, to extend au-
thorizations for the airport improve-
ment program, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the
funding and expenditure authority of
the Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to
provide disaster tax relief, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:
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H.R. 3823

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Disaster Tax Relief and Airport and
Airway Extension Act of 2017,

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE I-FEDERAL AVIATION
PROGRAMS

Extension of airport improvement
program.
Extension of expiring authorities.
Federal Aviation Administration
operations.
Small community air service.
Air navigation facilities and equip-
ment.
Research, engineering, and develop-
ment.
107. Funding for aviation programs.
TITLE II—AVIATION REVENUE
PROVISIONS
201. Expenditure authority from Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund.
202. Extension of taxes funding Airport
and Airway Trust Fund.
TITLE III—EXPIRING HEALTH
PROVISIONS

301. Extension of certain public health
programs.

302. Extension of Medicare
IVIG Access
Project.

Sec. 303. Funds from the Medicare Improve-

ment Fund.
TITLE IV—DEVELOPMENT OF PRIVATE

FLOOD INSURANCE MARKET

Sec. 401. Private flood insurance.

TITLE V—TAX RELIEF FOR HURRICANES

HARVEY, IRMA, AND MARIA
501. Definitions.

502. Special disaster-related rules for
use of retirement funds.

Disaster-related employment relief.

Additional disaster-related tax re-
lief provisions.

Sec. 505. Budgetary effects.

TITLE I—FEDERAL AVIATION PROGRAMS

SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF AIRPORT IMPROVE-

MENT PROGRAM.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48103(a) of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by striking
the period at the end and inserting ‘‘and
$1,670,410,959 for the period beginning on Oc-
tober 1, 2017, and ending on March 31, 2018.”.

(2) OBLIGATION OF AMOUNTS.—Subject to
limitations specified in advance in appro-
priations Acts, sums made available pursu-
ant to the amendment made by paragraph (1)
may be obligated at any time through Sep-
tember 30, 2018, and shall remain available
until expended.

(3) PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION.—For pur-
poses of calculating funding apportionments
and meeting other requirements under sec-
tions 47114, 47115, 47116, and 47117 of title 49,
United States Code, for the period beginning
on October 1, 2017, and ending on March 31,
2018, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall—

(A) first calculate such funding apportion-
ments on an annualized basis as if the total
amount available under section 48103 of such
title for fiscal year 2018 were $3,350,000,000;
and

(B) then reduce by 50 percent—

(i) all funding apportionments calculated
under subparagraph (A); and

(ii) amounts available pursuant to sections
47117(b) and 47117(£)(2) of such title.

Sec. 101.

102.
103.

Sec.
Sec.

104.
105.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 106.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Patient
Demonstration

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

503.
504.

Sec.
Sec.
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(b) PROJECT GRANT AUTHORITY.—Section
47104(c) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended in the matter preceding paragraph
(1) by striking ‘‘September 30, 2017, and in-
serting ‘“‘March 31, 2018,”".

SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF EXPIRING
TIES.

(a) Section 47107(r)(3) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Octo-
ber 1, 2017’ and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2018”".

(b) Section 47114(c)(1)(F) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in the subparagraph heading by striking
““FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017"’; and

(2) in the matter preceding clause (i) by
striking ‘‘for fiscal year 2017 an amount’’ and
inserting ‘‘for each of fiscal years 2017 and
2018 an amount”’.

(c) Section 47115(j) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘and
for the period beginning on October 1, 2017,
and ending on March 31, 2018 after ‘‘fiscal
years 2012 through 2017"°.

(d) Section 47124(b)(3)(E) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘and
not more than $5,160,822 for the period begin-
ning on October 1, 2017, and ending on March
31, 2018,” after ‘‘fiscal years 2012 through
2017,

(e) Section 47141(f) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2018”.

(f) Section 186(d) of the Vision 100—Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act (117
Stat. 2518) is amended by inserting ‘‘and for
the period beginning on October 1, 2017, and
ending on March 31, 2018, after ‘‘fiscal years
2012 through 2017°.

(g) Section 409(d) of the Vision 100—Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act (49
U.S.C. 41731 note) is amended by striking
“September 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘March
31, 2018".

(h) Section 140(c)(1) of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (126 Stat. 28) is
amended by striking 2017 and inserting
2018,

(i) Section 411(h) of the FAA Modernization
and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 42301 prec.
note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2017’ and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2018”°.

(j) Section 822(k) of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 47141
note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2017 and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2018”°.

(k) Section 2306(b) of the FAA Extension,
Safety, and Security Act of 2016 (130 Stat.
641) is amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2017’
and inserting ‘“‘April 1, 2018°.

SEC. 103. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS.

Section 106(k) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (D) by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(B) in subparagraph (E) by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the
following:

“(F) $4,999,191,956 for the period beginning
on October 1, 2017, and ending on March 31,
2018.’;’; and

(2) in paragraph (3) by inserting ‘‘and for
the period beginning on October 1, 2017, and
ending on March 31, 2018 after ‘‘fiscal years
2012 through 2017".

SEC. 104. SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE.

(a) ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE AUTHORIZA-
TION.—Section 41742(a)(2) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and
$175,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 and
2017 and inserting ‘‘$175,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2016 and 2017, and $74,794,521 for
the period beginning on October 1, 2017, and
ending on March 31, 2018,”.

AUTHORI-
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(b) AIRPORTS NOT RECEIVING SUFFICIENT
SERVICE.—Section 41743(e)(2) of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
“‘and $4,986,301 for the period beginning on
October 1, 2017, and ending on March 31,
2018, after ‘‘fiscal years 2012 through 2017.
SEC. 105. AIR NAVIGATION FACILITIES AND

EQUIPMENT.

Section 48101(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

““(6) $1,423,589,041 for the period beginning
on October 1, 2017, and ending on March 31,
2018.”".

SEC. 106. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-
OPMENT.

Section 48102(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (8) by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (9) by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

€“(10) $88,008,219 for the period beginning on
October 1, 2017 and ending on March 31,
2018.”".

SEC. 107. FUNDING FOR AVIATION PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 48114 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2) by striking 2017’
and inserting ‘2018’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(2) by striking 2017
and inserting ‘“2018’.

(b) COMPLIANCE WITH FUNDING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The budget authority authorized in
this title, including the amendments made
by this title, shall be deemed to satisfy the
requirements of subsections (a)(1)(B) and
(a)(2) of section 48114 of title 49, United
States Code, for the period beginning on Oc-
tober 1, 2017, and ending on March 31, 2018.

TITLE II—AVIATION REVENUE
PROVISIONS
SEC. 201. EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FROM AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9502(d)(1) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2017’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘April 1, 2018”’; and

(2) in subparagraph (A) by striking the
semicolon at the end and inserting ‘‘or the
Disaster Tax Relief and Airport and Airway
Extension Act of 2017;”.

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
9502(e)(2) of such Code is amended by striking
“October 1, 2017 and inserting ‘‘April 1,
2018.

SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF TAXES FUNDING AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.

(a) FUEL TAXES.—Section 4081(d)(2)(B) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended
by striking ‘‘September 30, 2017’ and insert-
ing ‘“March 31, 2018’.

(b) TICKET TAXES.—

(1) PERSONS.—Section 4261(k)(1)(A)@i) of
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2018.

(2) PROPERTY.—Section 4271(d)(1)(A)(ii) of
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2018°.

(¢) FRACTIONAL OWNERSHIP PROGRAMS.—

(1) TREATMENT AS NONCOMMERCIAL AVIA-
TION.—Section 4083(b) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘October 1, 2017’ and insert-
ing ““April 1, 2018,

(2) EXEMPTION FROM TICKET TAXES.—Sec-
tion 4261(j) of such Code is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2017” and inserting
“March 31, 2018,

TITLE III—EXPIRING HEALTH
PROVISIONS
EXTENSION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC
HEALTH PROGRAMS.

(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM OF PAYMENTS

TO TEACHING HEALTH CENTERS THAT OPERATE
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GRADUATE MEDICAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS.—
Section 340H(g) of the Public Health Service
Act (42 U.S.C. 256h(g)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and $60,000,000"’ and insert-
ing ‘*, $60,000,000’’; and

(2) by inserting ‘‘, and $15,000,000 for the
first quarter of fiscal year 2018 before the
period at the end.

(b) EXTENSION OF SPECIAL DIABETES PRO-
GRAM FOR INDIANS.—Section 330C(c)(2) of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-
3(c)(2)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘and”
at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘(D) $37,500,000 for the first quarter of fis-
cal year 2018.”".

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—Part D of the
Public Health Service Act is amended by re-
designating—

(1) the second subpart XI (42 U.S.C. 256i; re-
lating to a community-based collaborative
care network program) as subpart XII; and

(2) the second section 340H (42 U.S.C. 256i)
as section 3401.

SEC. 302. EXTENSION OF MEDICARE PATIENT
IVIG ACCESS DEMONSTRATION
PROJECT.

Section 101(b) of the Medicare IVIG Access
and Strengthening Medicare and Repaying
Taxpayers Act of 2012 (42 U.S.C. 13951 note) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting after ‘‘for
a period of 3 years’ the following: ‘‘and, sub-
ject to the availability of funds under sub-
section (g)—

““(A) if the date of enactment of the Dis-
aster Tax Relief and Airport and Airway Ex-
tension Act of 2017 is on or before September
30, 2017, for the period beginning on October
1, 2017, and ending on December 31, 2020; and

‘(B) if the date of enactment of such Act is
after September 30, 2017, for the period begin-
ning on the date of enactment of such Act
and ending on December 31, 2020’ *’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end
the following new sentences: ‘‘Subject to the
preceding sentence, a Medicare beneficiary
enrolled in the demonstration project on
September 30, 2017, shall be automatically
enrolled during the period beginning on the
date of the enactment of the Disaster Tax
Relief and Airport and Airway Extension Act
of 2017 and ending on December 31, 2020, with-
out submission of another application.”.

SEC. 303. FUNDS FROM THE MEDICARE IMPROVE-
MENT FUND.

Section 1898(b)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 24 U.S.C. 1395iii(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘during and after fiscal year 2021,
$270,000,000 and inserting ‘‘during and after
fiscal year 2021, $220,000,000"".

TITLE IV—DEVELOPMENT OF PRIVATE
FLOOD INSURANCE MARKET
SEC. 401. PRIVATE FLOOD INSURANCE.

(a) FLOOD INSURANCE MANDATORY PUR-
CHASE REQUIREMENT.—

(1) AMOUNT AND TERM OF COVERAGE.—Sec-
tion 102 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4012a) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“Sec. 102. (a)” and all that follows
through the end of subsection (a) and insert-
ing the following:

“SEC. 102. (a) AMOUNT AND TERM OF CoOV-
ERAGE.—After the expiration of sixty days
following the date of the enactment of this
Act, no Federal officer or agency shall ap-
prove any financial assistance for acquisi-
tion or construction purposes for use in any
area that has been identified by the Adminis-
trator as an area having special flood haz-
ards and in which the sale of flood insurance
has been made available under the National
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Flood Insurance Act of 1968, unless the build-
ing or mobile home and any personal prop-
erty to which such financial assistance re-
lates is covered by flood insurance: Provided,
That the amount of flood insurance (1) in the
case of Federal flood insurance, is at least
equal to the development or project cost of
the building, mobile home, or personal prop-
erty (less estimated land cost), the out-
standing principal balance of the loan, or the
maximum limit of Federal flood insurance
coverage made available with respect to the
particular type of property, whichever is
less; or (2) in the case of private flood insur-
ance, is at least equal to the development or
project cost of the building, mobile home, or
personal property (less estimated land cost),
the outstanding principal balance of the
loan, or the maximum limit of Federal flood
insurance coverage made available with re-
spect to the particular type of property,
whichever is less: Provided further, That if
the financial assistance provided is in the
form of a loan or an insurance or guaranty of
a loan, the amount of flood insurance re-
quired need not exceed the outstanding prin-
cipal balance of the loan and need not be re-
quired beyond the term of the loan. The re-
quirement of maintaining flood insurance
shall apply during the life of the property,
regardless of transfer of ownership of such
property.”’.

(2) REQUIREMENT FOR MORTGAGE LOANS.—
Subsection (b) of section 102 of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (42 U.S.C.
4012a(b)) is amended—

(A) by striking paragraph (7);

(B) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para-
graph (7);

(C) by striking the subsection designation
and all that follows through the end of para-
graph (5) and inserting the following:

‘“(b) REQUIREMENT FOR MORTGAGE LOANS.—

‘(1) REGULATED LENDING INSTITUTIONS.—
Each Federal entity for lending regulation
(after consultation and coordination with
the Financial Institutions Examination
Council established under the Federal Finan-
cial Institutions Examination Council Act of
1974) shall by regulation direct regulated
lending institutions not to make, increase,
extend, or renew any loan secured by im-
proved real estate or a mobile home located
or to be located in an area that has been
identified by the Administrator as an area
having special flood hazards and in which
flood insurance has been made available
under the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, unless the building or mobile home and
any personal property securing such loan is
covered for the term of the loan by flood in-
surance: Provided, That the amount of flood
insurance (A) in the case of Federal flood in-
surance, is at least equal to the outstanding
principal balance of the loan or the max-
imum limit of Federal flood insurance cov-
erage made available with respect to the par-
ticular type of property, whichever is less; or
(B) in the case of private flood insurance, is
at least equal to the outstanding principal
balance of the loan or the maximum limit of
Federal flood insurance coverage made avail-
able with respect to the particular type of
property, whichever is less.

‘(2) FEDERAL AGENCY LENDERS AND MORT-
GAGE INSURANCE AND GUARANTEE AGENCIES.—

‘“(A) FEDERAL AGENCY LENDERS.—A Federal
agency lender may not make, increase, ex-
tend, or renew any loan secured by improved
real estate or a mobile home located or to be
located in an area that has been identified by
the Administrator as an area having special
flood hazards and in which flood insurance
has been made available under the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, unless the build-
ing or mobile home and any personal prop-
erty securing such loan is covered for the
term of the loan by flood insurance in ac-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

cordance with paragraph (1). Each Federal
agency lender may issue any regulations
necessary to carry out this paragraph. Such
regulations shall be consistent with and sub-
stantially identical to the regulations issued
under paragraph (1).

“(B) OTHER FEDERAL MORTGAGE ENTITIES.—

‘(1) COVERAGE REQUIREMENTS.—Each cov-
ered Federal mortgage entity shall imple-
ment procedures reasonably designed to en-
sure that, for any loan that—

‘(D) is secured by improved real estate or a
mobile home located in an area that has
been identified, at the time of the origina-
tion of the loan or at any time during the
term of the loan, by the Administrator as an
area having special flood hazards and in
which flood insurance is available under the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, and

‘“(IT) is made, insured, held, or guaranteed
by such entity, or backs or on which is based
any trust certificate or other security for
which such entity guarantees the timely
payment of principal and interest,

the building or mobile home and any per-
sonal property securing the loan is covered
for the term of the loan by flood insurance in
the amount provided in paragraph (1).

‘‘(ii) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
paragraph, the term ‘covered Federal mort-
gage entity’ means—

‘“(I) the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development, with respect to mortgages in-
sured under the National Housing Act;

‘“(IT) the Secretary of Agriculture, with re-
spect to loans made, insured, or guaranteed
under title V of the Housing Act of 1949; and

‘“(IIT1) the Government National Mortgage
Association.

¢(C) REQUIREMENT TO ACCEPT FLOOD INSUR-
ANCE.—Each Federal agency lender and each
covered Federal mortgage entity shall ac-
cept flood insurance as satisfaction of the
flood insurance coverage requirement under
subparagraph (A) or (B), respectively, if the
flood insurance coverage meets the require-
ments for coverage under such subparagraph
and the requirements relating to financial
strength issued pursuant to paragraph (4).

¢“(3) GOVERNMENT-SPONSORED ENTERPRISES
FOR HOUSING.—The Federal National Mort-
gage Association and the Federal Home Loan
Mortgage Corporation shall implement pro-
cedures reasonably designed to ensure that,
for any loan that is—

‘“(A) secured by improved real estate or a
mobile home located in an area that has
been identified, at the time of the origina-
tion of the loan or at any time during the
term of the loan, by the Administrator as an
area having special flood hazards and in
which flood insurance is available under the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968, and

“(B) purchased or guaranteed by such enti-
ty.
the building or mobile home and any per-
sonal property securing the loan is covered
for the term of the loan by flood insurance in
the amount provided in paragraph (1). The
Federal National Mortgage Association and
the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corpora-
tion shall accept flood insurance as satisfac-
tion of the flood insurance coverage require-
ment under paragraph (1) if the flood insur-
ance coverage provided meets the require-
ments for coverage under that paragraph and
the requirements relating to financial
strength issued pursuant to paragraph (4).

“(4) REQUIREMENTS REGARDING FINANCIAL
STRENGTH.—The Director of the Federal
Housing Finance Agency, in consultation
with the Federal National Mortgage Associa-
tion, the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Cor-
poration, the Secretary of Housing and
Urban Development, the Government Na-
tional Mortgage Association, and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture shall develop and im-
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plement requirements relating to the finan-
cial strength of private insurance companies
from which such entities and agencies will
accept private flood insurance, provided that
such requirements shall not affect or conflict
with any State law, regulation, or procedure
concerning the regulation of the business of
insurance.

() APPLICABILITY.—

‘“(A) EXISTING COVERAGE.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (B), paragraph (1)
shall apply on the date of enactment of the
Riegle Community Development and Regu-
latory Improvement Act of 1994.

‘“(B) NEW COVERAGE.—Paragraphs (2) and
(3) shall apply only with respect to any loan
made, increased, extended, or renewed after
the expiration of the 1-year period beginning
on the date of enactment of the Riegle Com-
munity Development and Regulatory Im-
provement Act of 1994. Paragraph (1) shall
apply with respect to any loan made, in-
creased, extended, or renewed by any lender
supervised by the Farm Credit Administra-
tion only after the expiration of the period
under this subparagraph.

¢“(C) CONTINUED EFFECT OF REGULATIONS.—
Notwithstanding any other provision of this
subsection, the regulations to carry out
paragraph (1), as in effect immediately be-
fore the date of enactment of the Riegle
Community Development and Regulatory
Improvement Act of 1994, shall continue to
apply until the regulations issued to carry
out paragraph (1) as amended by section
522(a) of such Act take effect.

‘“(6) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Except as
otherwise specified, any reference to flood
insurance in this section shall be considered
to include Federal flood insurance and pri-
vate flood insurance. Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed to supersede or
limit the authority of a Federal entity for
lending regulation, the Federal Housing Fi-
nance Agency, a Federal agency lender, a
covered Federal mortgage entity (as such
term is defined in paragraph (2)(B)(ii)), the
Federal National Mortgage Association, or
the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corpora-
tion to establish requirements relating to
the financial strength of private insurance
companies from which the entity or agency
will accept private flood insurance, provided
that such requirements shall not affect or
conflict with any State law, regulation, or
procedure concerning the regulation of the
business of insurance.’’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘(8) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘““(A) FLOOD INSURANCE.—The term
insurance’ means—

‘(i) Federal flood insurance; and

“‘(ii) private flood insurance.

‘(B) FEDERAL FLOOD INSURANCE.—The term
‘Federal flood insurance’ means an insurance
policy made available under the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et
seq.).

‘‘(C) PRIVATE FLOOD INSURANCE.—The term
‘private flood insurance’ means an insurance
policy that—

‘(i) is issued by an insurance company
that is—

“(ID licensed, admitted, or otherwise ap-
proved to engage in the business of insurance
in the State in which the insured building is
located, by the insurance regulator of that
State; or

““(IT) eligible as a nonadmitted insurer to
provide insurance in the home State of the
insured, in accordance with sections 521
through 527 of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street
Reform and Consumer Protection Act (15
U.S.C. 8201 through 8206);

‘“(ii) is issued by an insurance company
that is not otherwise disapproved as a sur-
plus lines insurer by the insurance regulator

‘flood
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of the State in which the property to be in-
sured is located; and

‘‘(iii) provides flood insurance coverage
that complies with the laws and regulations
of that State.

‘(D) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means any
State of the United States, the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands,
the Virgin Islands, and American Samoa.”’.

(b) EFFECT OF PRIVATE FLOOD INSURANCE
COVERAGE ON CONTINUOUS COVERAGE RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Section 1308 of the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4015) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

“(n) EFFECT OF PRIVATE FLOOD INSURANCE
COVERAGE ON CONTINUOUS COVERAGE RE-
QUIREMENTS.—For purposes of applying any
statutory, regulatory, or administrative con-
tinuous coverage requirement, including
under section 1307(g)(1), the Administrator
shall consider any period during which a
property was continuously covered by pri-
vate flood insurance (as defined in section
102(b)(8) of the Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973 (42 U.S.C. 4012a(b)(8))) to be a period of
continuous coverage.’’.

TITLE V—TAX RELIEF FOR HURRICANES

HARVEY, IRMA, AND MARIA
SEC. 501. DEFINITIONS.

(a) HURRICANE HARVEY DISASTER ZONE AND
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of this title—

(1) HURRICANE HARVEY DISASTER ZONE.—The
term ‘‘Hurricane Harvey disaster zone”’
means that portion of the Hurricane Harvey
disaster area determined by the President to
warrant individual or individual and public
assistance from the Federal Government
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act by reason of
Hurricane Harvey.

(2) HURRICANE HARVEY DISASTER AREA.—
The term ‘‘Hurricane Harvey disaster area’
means an area with respect to which a major
disaster has been declared by the President
before September 21, 2017, under section 401
of such Act by reason of Hurricane Harvey.

(b) HURRICANE IRMA DISASTER ZONE AND
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of this title—

(1) HURRICANE IRMA DISASTER ZONE.—The
term ‘‘Hurricane Irma disaster zone’ means
that portion of the Hurricane Irma disaster
area determined by the President to warrant
individual or individual and public assist-
ance from the Federal Government under
such Act by reason of Hurricane Irma.

(2) HURRICANE IRMA DISASTER AREA.—The
term ‘‘Hurricane Irma disaster area’ means
an area with respect to which a major dis-
aster has been declared by the President be-
fore September 21, 2017, under section 401 of
such Act by reason of Hurricane Irma.

(c) HURRICANE MARIA DISASTER ZONE AND
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of this title—

(1) HURRICANE MARIA DISASTER ZONE.—The
term ‘‘Hurricane Maria disaster zone’ means
that portion of the Hurricane Maria disaster
area determined by the President to warrant
individual or individual and public assist-
ance from the Federal Government under
such Act by reason of Hurricane Maria.

(2) HURRICANE MARIA DISASTER AREA.—The
term ‘‘Hurricane Maria disaster area’ means
an area with respect to which a major dis-
aster has been declared by the President be-
fore September 21, 2017, under section 401 of
such Act by reason of Hurricane Maria.

SEC. 502. SPECIAL DISASTER-RELATED RULES
FOR USE OF RETIREMENT FUNDS.

(a) TAX-FAVORED WITHDRAWALS FROM RE-
TIREMENT PLANS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 72(t) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 shall not apply to
any qualified hurricane distribution.

(2) AGGREGATE DOLLAR LIMITATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the aggregate amount of distribu-
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tions received by an individual which may be
treated as qualified hurricane distributions
for any taxable year shall not exceed the ex-
cess (if any) of—

(i) $100,000, over

(ii) the aggregate amounts treated as
qualified hurricane distributions received by
such individual for all prior taxable years.

(B) TREATMENT OF PLAN DISTRIBUTIONS.—If
a distribution to an individual would (with-
out regard to subparagraph (A)) be a quali-
fied hurricane distribution, a plan shall not
be treated as violating any requirement of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 merely be-
cause the plan treats such distribution as a
qualified hurricane distribution, unless the
aggregate amount of such distributions from
all plans maintained by the employer (and
any member of any controlled group which
includes the employer) to such individual ex-
ceeds $100,000.

(C) CONTROLLED GROUP.—For purposes of
subparagraph (B), the term ‘‘controlled
group’” means any group treated as a single
employer under subsection (b), (¢), (m), or (o)
of section 414 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986.

(3) AMOUNT DISTRIBUTED MAY BE REPAID.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-
ceives a qualified hurricane distribution
may, at any time during the 3-year period
beginning on the day after the date on which
such distribution was received, make one or
more contributions in an aggregate amount
not to exceed the amount of such distribu-
tion to an eligible retirement plan of which
such individual is a beneficiary and to which
a rollover contribution of such distribution
could be made under section 402(c), 403(a)(4),
403(b)(8), 408(d)(3), or 457(e)(16), of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, as the case may be.

(B) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS OF DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLANS
OTHER THAN IRAS.—For purposes of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, if a contribution is
made pursuant to subparagraph (A) with re-
spect to a qualified hurricane distribution
from an eligible retirement plan other than
an individual retirement plan, then the tax-
payer shall, to the extent of the amount of
the contribution, be treated as having re-
ceived the qualified hurricane distribution in
an eligible rollover distribution (as defined
in section 402(c)(4) of such Code) and as hav-
ing transferred the amount to the eligible re-
tirement plan in a direct trustee to trustee
transfer within 60 days of the distribution.

(C) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS FOR DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM IRAS.—For purposes of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, if a contribu-
tion is made pursuant to subparagraph (A)
with respect to a qualified hurricane dis-
tribution from an individual retirement plan
(as defined by section 7701(a)(37) of such
Code), then, to the extent of the amount of
the contribution, the qualified hurricane dis-
tribution shall be treated as a distribution
described in section 408(d)(3) of such Code
and as having been transferred to the eligible
retirement plan in a direct trustee to trustee
transfer within 60 days of the distribution.

(4) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

(A) QUALIFIED HURRICANE DISTRIBUTION.—
Except as provided in paragraph (2), the term
‘‘qualified hurricane distribution’” means—

(i) any distribution from an eligible retire-
ment plan made on or after August 23, 2017,
and before January 1, 2019, to an individual
whose principal place of abode on August 23,
2017, is located in the Hurricane Harvey dis-
aster area and who has sustained an eco-
nomic loss by reason of Hurricane Harvey,

(ii) any distribution (which is not described
in clause (i)) from an eligible retirement
plan made on or after September 4, 2017, and
before January 1, 2019, to an individual
whose principal place of abode on September
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4, 2017, is located in the Hurricane Irma dis-
aster area and who has sustained an eco-
nomic loss by reason of Hurricane Irma, and

(iii) any distribution (which is not de-
scribed in clause (i) or (ii)) from an eligible
retirement plan made on or after September
16, 2017, and before January 1, 2019, to an in-
dividual whose principal place of abode on
September 16, 2017, is located in the Hurri-
cane Maria disaster area and who has sus-
tained an economic loss by reason of Hurri-
cane Maria.

(B) ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLAN.—The term
‘“‘eligible retirement plan’ shall have the
meaning given such term by section
402(c)(8)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.

(5) INCOME INCLUSION SPREAD OVER 3-YEAR
PERIOD.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied hurricane distribution, unless the tax-
payer elects not to have this paragraph
apply for any taxable year, any amount re-
quired to be included in gross income for
such taxable year shall be so included rat-
ably over the 3-taxable year period beginning
with such taxable year.

(B) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of sub-
paragraph (A), rules similar to the rules of
subparagraph (E) of section 408A(d)(3) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 shall apply.

(6) SPECIAL RULES.—

(A) EXEMPTION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM
TRUSTEE TO TRUSTEE TRANSFER AND WITH-
HOLDING RULES.—For purposes of sections
401(a)(31), 402(f), and 3405 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, qualified hurricane dis-
tributions shall not be treated as eligible
rollover distributions.

(B) QUALIFIED HURRICANE DISTRIBUTIONS
TREATED AS MEETING PLAN DISTRIBUTION RE-
QUIREMENTS.—For purposes the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986, a qualified hurricane dis-
tribution shall be treated as meeting the re-
quirements of sections 401(k)(2)(B)(1),
403(b)(T)(A)({i), 403(b)(11), and 457(d)(1)(A) of
such Code.

(b) RECONTRIBUTIONS OF WITHDRAWALS FOR
HOME PURCHASES.—

(1) RECONTRIBUTIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-
ceived a qualified distribution may, during
the period beginning on August 23, 2017, and
ending on February 28, 2018, make one or
more contributions in an aggregate amount
not to exceed the amount of such qualified
distribution to an eligible retirement plan
(as defined in section 402(c)(8)(B) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986) of which such
individual is a beneficiary and to which a
rollover contribution of such distribution
could be made under section 402(c), 403(a)(4),
403(b)(8), or 408(d)(3), of such Code, as the
case may be.

(B) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS.—Rules
similar to the rules of subparagraphs (B) and
(C) of subsection (a)(3) shall apply for pur-
poses of this subsection.

(2) QUALIFIED DISTRIBUTION.—For purposes
of this subsection, the term ‘‘qualified dis-
tribution’” means any distribution—

(A) described in section 401(k)(2)(B)(i)(IV),
403(b)(T)(A)({i) (but only to the extent such
distribution relates to financial hardship),
403(b)(11)(B), or T72(t)(2)(F'), of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986,

(B) received after February 28, 2017, and be-
fore September 21, 2017, and

(C) which was to be used to purchase or
construct a principal residence in the Hurri-
cane Harvey disaster area, the Hurricane
Irma disaster area, or the Hurricane Maria
disaster area, but which was not so pur-
chased or constructed on account of Hurri-
cane Harvey, Hurricane Irma, or Hurricane
Maria.

(¢) LOANS FROM QUALIFIED PLANS.—
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(1) INCREASE IN LIMIT ON LOANS NOT TREAT-
ED AS DISTRIBUTIONS.—In the case of any loan
from a qualified employer plan (as defined
under section 72(p)(4) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986) to a qualified individual
made during the period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act and ending
on December 31, 2018—

(A) clause (i) of section 72(p)(2)(A) of such
Code shall be applied by substituting
*‘$100,000”” for ‘‘$50,000”’, and

(B) clause (ii) of such section shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘‘the present value of
the nonforfeitable accrued benefit of the em-
ployee under the plan’ for ‘‘one-half of the
present value of the nonforfeitable accrued
benefit of the employee under the plan’’.

(2) DELAY OF REPAYMENT.—In the case of a
qualified individual with an outstanding loan
on or after the qualified beginning date from
a qualified employer plan (as defined in sec-
tion 72(p)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986)—

(A) if the due date pursuant to subpara-
graph (B) or (C) of section 72(p)(2) of such
Code for any repayment with respect to such
loan occurs during the period beginning on
the qualified beginning date and ending on
December 31, 2018, such due date shall be de-
layed for 1 year,

(B) any subsequent repayments with re-
spect to any such loan shall be appropriately
adjusted to reflect the delay in the due date
under paragraph (1) and any interest accru-
ing during such delay, and

(C) in determining the 5-year period and
the term of a loan under subparagraph (B) or
(C) of section 72(p)(2) of such Code, the period
described in subparagraph (A) shall be dis-
regarded.

(3) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes of
this subsection—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘qualified indi-
vidual”’ means any qualified Hurricane Har-
vey individual, any qualified Hurricane Irma
individual, and any qualified Hurricane
Maria individual.

(B) QUALIFIED HURRICANE HARVEY INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘‘qualified Hurricane Har-
vey individual” means an individual whose
principal place of abode on August 23, 2017, is
located in the Hurricane Harvey disaster
area and who has sustained an economic loss
by reason of Hurricane Harvey.

(C) QUALIFIED HURRICANE IRMA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘‘qualified Hurricane
Irma individual” means an individual (other
than a qualified Hurricane Harvey indi-
vidual) whose principal place of abode on
September 4, 2017, is located in the Hurricane
Irma disaster area and who has sustained an
economic loss by reason of Hurricane Irma.

(D) QUALIFIED HURRICANE MARIA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘‘qualified Hurricane
Maria individual” means an individual

(other than a qualified Hurricane Harvey in-
dividual or a qualified Hurricane Irma indi-
vidual) whose principal place of abode on
September 16, 2017, is located in the Hurri-
cane Maria disaster area and who has sus-
tained an economic loss by reason of Hurri-
cane Maria.

(4) QUALIFIED BEGINNING DATE.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the qualified begin-
ning date is—

(A) in the case of any qualified Hurricane
Harvey individual, August 23, 2017,

(B) in the case of any qualified Hurricane
Irma individual, September 4, 2017, and

(C) in the case of any qualified Hurricane
Maria individual, September 16, 2017.

(d) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLAN AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If this subsection applies
to any amendment to any plan or annuity
contract, such plan or contract shall be
treated as being operated in accordance with
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the terms of the plan during the period de-
scribed in paragraph (2)(B)(i).

(2) AMENDMENTS TO WHICH SUBSECTION AP-
PLIES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall
apply to any amendment to any plan or an-
nuity contract which is made—

(i) pursuant to any provision of this sec-
tion, or pursuant to any regulation issued by
the Secretary or the Secretary of Labor
under any provision of this section, and

(ii) on or before the last day of the first
plan year beginning on or after January 1,
2019, or such later date as the Secretary may
prescribe.

In the case of a governmental plan (as de-
fined in section 414(d) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986), clause (ii) shall be applied
by substituting the date which is 2 years
after the date otherwise applied under clause
(ii).

(B) CONDITIONS.—This subsection shall not
apply to any amendment unless—

(i) during the period—

(I) beginning on the date that this section
or the regulation described in subparagraph
(A)(1) takes effect (or in the case of a plan or
contract amendment not required by this
section or such regulation, the effective date
specified by the plan), and

(IT) ending on the date described in sub-
paragraph (A)(ii) (or, if earlier, the date the
plan or contract amendment is adopted),
the plan or contract is operated as if such
plan or contract amendment were in effect;
and

(ii) such plan or contract amendment ap-
plies retroactively for such period.

SEC. 503. DISASTER-RELATED EMPLOYMENT RE-
LIEF.

(a) EMPLOYEE RETENTION CREDIT FOR EM-
PLOYERS AFFECTED BY HURRICANE HARVEY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 38
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, in the
case of an eligible employer, the Hurricane
Harvey employee retention credit shall be
treated as a credit listed in subsection (b) of
such section. For purposes of this subsection,
the Hurricane Harvey employee retention
credit for any taxable year is an amount
equal to 40 percent of the qualified wages
with respect to each eligible employee of
such employer for such taxable year. For
purposes of the preceding sentence, the
amount of qualified wages which may be
taken into account with respect to any indi-
vidual shall not exceed $6,000.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

(A) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble employer’”’ means any employer—

(i) which conducted an active trade or busi-
ness on August 23, 2017, in the Hurricane
Harvey disaster zone, and

(ii) with respect to whom the trade or busi-
ness described in clause (i) is inoperable on
any day after August 23, 2017, and before Jan-
uary 1, 2018, as a result of damage sustained
by reason of Hurricane Harvey.

(B) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble employee’ means with respect to an eli-
gible employer an employee whose principal
place of employment on August 23, 2017, with
such eligible employer was in the Hurricane
Harvey disaster zone.

(C) QUALIFIED WAGES.—The term ‘‘qualified
wages’’ means wages (as defined in section
51(c)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
but without regard to section 3306(b)(2)(B) of
such Code) paid or incurred by an eligible
employer with respect to an eligible em-
ployee on any day after August 23, 2017, and
before January 1, 2018, which occurs during
the period—

(i) beginning on the date on which the
trade or business described in subparagraph
(A) first became inoperable at the principal
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place of employment of the employee imme-
diately before Hurricane Harvey, and

(ii) ending on the date on which such trade
or business has resumed significant oper-
ations at such principal place of employ-
ment.

Such term shall include wages paid without
regard to whether the employee performs no
services, performs services at a different
place of employment than such principal
place of employment, or performs services at
such principal place of employment before
significant operations have resumed.

(3) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—For purposes
of this subsection, rules similar to the rules
of sections 51(i)(1) and 52, of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, shall apply.

(4) EMPLOYEE NOT TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT
MORE THAN ONCE.—An employee shall not be
treated as an eligible employee for purposes
of this subsection for any period with respect
to any employer if such employer is allowed
a credit under section 51 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 with respect to such em-
ployee for such period.

(b) EMPLOYEE RETENTION CREDIT FOR EM-
PLOYERS AFFECTED BY HURRICANE IRMA.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 38
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, in the
case of an eligible employer, the Hurricane
Irma employee retention credit shall be
treated as a credit listed in subsection (b) of
such section. For purposes of this subsection,
the Hurricane Irma employee retention cred-
it for any taxable year is an amount equal to
40 percent of the qualified wages with respect
to each eligible employee of such employer
for such taxable year. For purposes of the
preceding sentence, the amount of qualified
wages which may be taken into account with
respect to any individual shall not exceed
$6,000.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

(A) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble employer’”’ means any employer—

(i) which conducted an active trade or busi-
ness on September 4, 2017, in the Hurricane
Irma disaster zone, and

(ii) with respect to whom the trade or busi-
ness described in clause (i) is inoperable on
any day after September 4, 2017, and before
January 1, 2018, as a result of damage sus-
tained by reason of Hurricane Irma.

(B) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble employee’ means with respect to an eli-
gible employer an employee whose principal
place of employment on September 4, 2017,
with such eligible employer was in the Hurri-
cane Irma disaster zone.

(C) QUALIFIED WAGES.—The term ‘‘qualified
wages’’ means wages (as defined in section
51(c)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
but without regard to section 3306(b)(2)(B) of
such Code) paid or incurred by an eligible
employer with respect to an eligible em-
ployee on any day after September 4, 2017,
and before January 1, 2018, which occurs dur-
ing the period—

(i) beginning on the date on which the
trade or business described in subparagraph
(A) first became inoperable at the principal
place of employment of the employee imme-
diately before Hurricane Irma, and

(ii) ending on the date on which such trade
or business has resumed significant oper-
ations at such principal place of employ-
ment.

Such term shall include wages paid without
regard to whether the employee performs no
services, performs services at a different
place of employment than such principal
place of employment, or performs services at
such principal place of employment before
significant operations have resumed.

(3) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—For purposes
of this subsection, rules similar to the rules
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of sections 51(i)(1) and 52, of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, shall apply.

(4) EMPLOYEE NOT TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT
MORE THAN ONCE.—An employee shall not be
treated as an eligible employee for purposes
of this subsection for any period with respect
to any employer if such employer is allowed
a credit under subsection (a), or section 51 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, with re-
spect to such employee for such period.

(¢c) EMPLOYEE RETENTION CREDIT FOR EM-
PLOYERS AFFECTED BY HURRICANE MARIA.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 38
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, in the
case of an eligible employer, the Hurricane
Maria employee retention credit shall be
treated as a credit listed in subsection (b) of
such section. For purposes of this subsection,
the Hurricane Maria employee retention
credit for any taxable year is an amount
equal to 40 percent of the qualified wages
with respect to each eligible employee of
such employer for such taxable year. For
purposes of the preceding sentence, the
amount of qualified wages which may be
taken into account with respect to any indi-
vidual shall not exceed $6,000.

(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

(A) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYER.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble employer’”’ means any employer—

(i) which conducted an active trade or busi-
ness on September 16, 2017, in the Hurricane
Maria disaster zone, and

(ii) with respect to whom the trade or busi-
ness described in clause (i) is inoperable on
any day after September 16, 2017, and before
January 1, 2018, as a result of damage sus-
tained by reason of Hurricane Maria.

(B) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble employee’ means with respect to an eli-
gible employer an employee whose principal
place of employment on September 16, 2017,
with such eligible employer was in the Hurri-
cane Maria disaster zone.

(C) QUALIFIED WAGES.—The term ‘‘qualified
wages’”’ means wages (as defined in section
51(c)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
but without regard to section 3306(b)(2)(B) of
such Code) paid or incurred by an eligible
employer with respect to an eligible em-
ployee on any day after September 16, 2017,
and before January 1, 2018, which occurs dur-
ing the period—

(i) beginning on the date on which the
trade or business described in subparagraph
(A) first became inoperable at the principal
place of employment of the employee imme-
diately before Hurricane Maria, and

(ii) ending on the date on which such trade
or business has resumed significant oper-
ations at such principal place of employ-
ment.

Such term shall include wages paid without
regard to whether the employee performs no
services, performs services at a different
place of employment than such principal
place of employment, or performs services at
such principal place of employment before
significant operations have resumed.

(3) CERTAIN RULES TO APPLY.—For purposes
of this subsection, rules similar to the rules
of sections 51(i)(1) and 52, of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986, shall apply.

(4) EMPLOYEE NOT TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT
MORE THAN ONCE.—An employee shall not be
treated as an eligible employee for purposes
of this subsection for any period with respect
to any employer if such employer is allowed
a credit under subsection (a) or (b), or sec-
tion 51 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
with respect to such employee for such pe-
riod.

SEC. 504. ADDITIONAL DISASTER-RELATED TAX
RELIEF PROVISIONS.

(a) TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF LIMITATIONS

ON CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTIONS.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in paragraph (2), subsection (b) of sec-
tion 170 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
shall not apply to qualified contributions
and such contributions shall not be taken
into account for purposes of applying sub-
sections (b) and (d) of such section to other
contributions.

(2) TREATMENT OF EXCESS CONTRIBUTIONS.—
For purposes of section 170 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986—

(A) INDIVIDUALS.—In the case of an indi-
vidual—

(i) LIMITATION.—Any qualified contribution
shall be allowed only to the extent that the
aggregate of such contributions does not ex-
ceed the excess of the taxpayer’s contribu-
tion base (as defined in subparagraph (G) of
section 170(b)(1) of such Code) over the
amount of all other charitable contributions
allowed under section 170(b)(1) of such Code.

(ii) CARRYOVER.—If the aggregate amount
of qualified contributions made in the con-
tribution year (within the meaning of sec-
tion 170(d)(1) of such Code) exceeds the limi-
tation of clause (i), such excess shall be
added to the excess described in the portion
of subparagraph (A) of such section which
precedes clause (i) thereof for purposes of ap-
plying such section.

(B) CORPORATIONS.—In the case of a cor-
poration—

(i) LIMITATION.—Any qualified contribution
shall be allowed only to the extent that the
aggregate of such contributions does not ex-
ceed the excess of the taxpayer’s taxable in-
come (as determined under paragraph (2) of
section 170(b) of such Code) over the amount
of all other charitable contributions allowed
under such paragraph.

(ii) CARRYOVER.—Rules similar to the rules
of subparagraph (A)(ii) shall apply for pur-
poses of this subparagraph.

(3) EXCEPTION TO OVERALL LIMITATION ON
ITEMIZED DEDUCTIONS.—So much of any de-
duction allowed under section 170 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 as does not ex-
ceed the qualified contributions paid during
the taxable year shall not be treated as an
itemized deduction for purposes of section 68
of such Code.

(4) QUALIFIED CONTRIBUTIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘‘qualified contribution”
means any charitable contribution (as de-
fined in section 170(c) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986) if—

(i) such contribution—

(I) is paid during the period beginning on
August 23, 2017, and ending on December 31,
2017, in cash to an organization described in
section 170(b)(1)(A) of such Code, and

(IT) is made for relief efforts in the Hurri-
cane Harvey disaster area, the Hurricane
Irma disaster area, or the Hurricane Maria
disaster area,

(ii) the taxpayer obtains from such organi-
zation contemporaneous written acknowl-
edgment (within the meaning of section
170(£)(8) of such Code) that such contribution
was used (or is to be used) for relief efforts
described in clause (i)(II), and

(iii) the taxpayer has elected the applica-
tion of this subsection with respect to such
contribution.

(B) EXCEPTION.—Such term shall not in-
clude a contribution by a donor if the con-
tribution is—

(i) to an organization described in section
509(a)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
or

(ii) for the establishment of a new, or
maintenance of an existing, donor advised
fund (as defined in section 4966(d)(2) of such
Code).

(C) APPLICATION OF ELECTION TO PARTNER-
SHIPS AND S CORPORATIONS.—In the case of a
partnership or S corporation, the election
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under subparagraph (A)@ii) shall be made
separately by each partner or shareholder.

(b) SPECIAL RULES FOR QUALIFIED DIs-
ASTER-RELATED PERSONAL CASUALTY
LOSSES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If an individual has a net
disaster loss for any taxable year—

(A) the amount determined under section
165(h)(2)(A)(ii) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 shall be equal to the sum of—

(i) such net disaster loss, and

(ii) so much of the excess referred to in the
matter preceding clause (i) of section
165(h)(2)(A) of such Code (reduced by the
amount in clause (i) of this subparagraph) as
exceeds 10 percent of the adjusted gross in-
come of the individual,

(B) section 165(h)(1) of such Code shall be
applied by substituting <“$500 for ‘‘$500 ($100
for taxable years beginning after December
31, 2009)”’,

(C) the standard deduction determined
under section 63(c) of such Code shall be in-
creased by the net disaster loss, and

(D) section 56(b)(1)(E) of such Code shall
not apply to so much of the standard deduc-
tion as is attributable to the increase under
subparagraph (C) of this paragraph.

(2) NET DISASTER LOSS.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘‘net disaster loss”
means the excess of qualified disaster-re-
lated personal casualty losses over personal
casualty gains (as defined in section
165(h)(3)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986).

(3) QUALIFIED DISASTER-RELATED PERSONAL
CASUALTY LOSSES.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘‘qualified disaster-related
personal casualty losses’” means losses de-
scribed in section 165(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986—

(A) which arise in the Hurricane Harvey
disaster area on or after August 23, 2017, and
which are attributable to Hurricane Harvey,

(B) which arise in the Hurricane Irma dis-
aster area on or after September 4, 2017, and
which are attributable to Hurricane Irma, or

(C) which arise in the Hurricane Maria dis-
aster area on or after September 16, 2017, and
which are attributable to Hurricane Maria.

(¢) SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING EARNED
INCOME.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified
individual, if the earned income of the tax-
payer for the taxable year which includes the
applicable date is less than the earned in-
come of the taxpayer for the preceding tax-
able year, the credits allowed under sections
24(d) and 32 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 may, at the election of the taxpayer, be
determined by substituting—

(A) such earned income for the preceding
taxable year, for

(B) such earned income for the taxable

year which includes the applicable date.
In the case of a resident of Puerto Rico de-
termining the credit allowed under section
24(d)(1)(B)(ii) of such Code, the preceding
sentence shall be applied by substituting
‘‘social security taxes (as defined in section
24(d)(2)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986)’ for ‘‘earned income’’ each place it ap-
pears.

(2) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes of
this subsection—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘qualified indi-
vidual” means any qualified Hurricane Har-
vey individual, any qualified Hurricane Irma
individual, and any qualified Hurricane
Maria individual.

(B) QUALIFIED HURRICANE HARVEY INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘‘qualified Hurricane Har-
vey individual”’ means any individual whose
principal place of abode on August 23, 2017,
was located—

(i) in the Hurricane Harvey disaster zone,
or
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(ii) in the Hurricane Harvey disaster area
(but outside the Hurricane Harvey disaster
zone) and such individual was displaced from
such principal place of abode by reason of
Hurricane Harvey.

(C) QUALIFIED HURRICANE IRMA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘‘qualified Hurricane
Irma individual” means any individual

(other than a qualified Hurricane Harvey in-
dividual) whose principal place of abode on
September 4, 2017, was located—

(i) in the Hurricane Irma disaster zone, or

(ii) in the Hurricane Irma disaster area
(but outside the Hurricane Irma disaster
zone) and such individual was displaced from
such principal place of abode by reason of
Hurricane Irma.

(D) QUALIFIED HURRICANE MARIA INDI-
VIDUAL.—The term ‘‘qualified Hurricane
Maria individual”’ means any individual
(other than a qualified Hurricane Harvey in-
dividual or a qualified Hurricane Irma indi-
vidual) whose principal place of abode on
September 16, 2017, was located—

(i) in the Hurricane Maria disaster zone, or

(ii) in the Hurricane Maria disaster area
(but outside the Hurricane Maria disaster
zone) and such individual was displaced from
such principal place of abode by reason of
Hurricane Maria.

(3) APPLICABLE DATE.—For purposes of this
subsection, the term ‘‘applicable date”
means—

(A) in the case of a qualified Hurricane
Harvey individual, August 23, 2017,

(B) in the case of a qualified Hurricane
Irma individual, September 4, 2017, and

(C) in the case of a qualified Hurricane
Maria individual, September 16, 2017.

(4) EARNED INCOME.—For purposes of this
subsection, the term ‘‘earned income’ has
the meaning given such term under section
32(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

(5) SPECIAL RULES.—

(A) APPLICATION TO JOINT RETURNS.—For
purposes of paragraph (1), in the case of a
joint return for a taxable year which in-
cludes the applicable date—

(i) such paragraph shall apply if either
spouse is a qualified individual, and

(ii) the earned income of the taxpayer for
the preceding taxable year shall be the sum
of the earned income of each spouse for such
preceding taxable year.

(B) UNIFORM APPLICATION OF ELECTION.—
Any election made under paragraph (1) shall
apply with respect to both sections 24(d) and
section 32, of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.

(C) ERRORS TREATED AS MATHEMATICAL
ERROR.—For purposes of section 6213 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, an incorrect
use on a return of earned income pursuant to
paragraph (1) shall be treated as a mathe-
matical or clerical error.

(D) NO EFFECT ON DETERMINATION OF GROSS
INCOME, ETC.—Except as otherwise provided
in this subsection, the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 shall be applied without regard
to any substitution under paragraph (1).

(d) APPLICATION OF DISASTER-RELATED TAX
RELIEF TO POSSESSIONS OF THE UNITED
STATES.—

(1) PAYMENTS TO POSSESSIONS.—The Sec-
retary of the Treasury shall pay to each pos-
session of the United States with a mirror
code tax system amounts equal to the loss in
revenues to that possession by reason of sub-
section (c). Such amounts shall be deter-
mined by the Secretary of the Treasury
based on information provided by the gov-
ernment of the respective possession.

(2) DEFINITION AND SPECIAL RULES.—

(A) MIRROR CODE TAX SYSTEM.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘‘mirror
code tax system’ means, with respect to any
possession of the United States, the income
tax system of such possession if the income
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tax liability of the residents of such posses-
sion under such system is determined by ref-
erence to the income tax laws of the United
States as if such possession were the United
States.

(B) TREATMENT OF PAYMENTS.—For pur-
poses of section 1324 of title 31, United States
Code, the payments under this subsection
shall be treated in the same manner as a re-
fund due from a credit provision referred to
in subsection (b)(2) of such section.

(C) COORDINATION WITH UNITED STATES IN-
COME TAXES.—In the case of any person with
respect to whom a tax benefit is taken into
account with respect to the taxes imposed by
any possession of the United States by rea-
son of this title, the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 shall be applied with respect to such
person without regard to the provisions of
this title which provide such benefit.

SEC. 505. BUDGETARY EFFECTS.

(a) EMERGENCY DESIGNATION.—This title is
designated as an emergency requirement
pursuant to section 4(g) of the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (2 U.S.C. 933(g)).

(b) DESIGNATION IN SENATE.—In the Senate,
this title is designated as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to section 403(a) of S.
Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress), the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. CURBELO) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. NEAL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill currently under comnsider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, since Hurricane Irma
hit south Florida earlier this month,
my staff and I have been on the ground
in the Florida Keys and South Dade
helping our district with immediate re-
covery efforts and listening to what
our constituents need going forward.

In the lower and middle Florida
Keys, it is hard to find someone who
hasn’t been affected financially by this
storm’s devastation. From restaurant
workers who have been without a pay-
check to fishermen whose boats or
traps were damaged, small businesses
and the families that depend on them
are really struggling.

In South Dade, crops and agricul-
tural structures critical to daily oper-
ations were devastated by wind. Some
small farms that were already strug-
gling to make ends meet have now ex-
hausted their cash on hand to pay for
cleanup, leaving them little to pay
workers or keep up with their planting
schedule.

Mr. Speaker, my district and similar
communities throughout Florida, Lou-
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isiana, Texas, Puerto Rico, and the
U.S. Virgin Islands need relief, and this
bill is a great start.

Through the business tax credit for
wages, small-business owners like
Owen, a lobster and crab fisherman
whose traps in the middle Keys were
destroyed by Hurricane Irma, will be
able to claim a tax credit for 40 percent
of employee wages. That is money
Owen can use to get his employees
back to work as soon as possible.

The bill will also allow taxpayers to
refer to earned income from the imme-
diately preceding year for purposes of
determining the earned income tax
credit. That is over 415,000 hurricane
survivors in Miami-Dade, and nearly
7,500 in Monroe County, who will be
able to keep more of their paycheck
when the time comes to pay taxes next
year.

We are also going to make it easier
for individuals and businesses, like
farmers struggling in South Dade and
fishermen in the Keys, to deduct more
of the costs from the extensive prop-
erty damage these storms left behind.

This legislation would also give any-
one struggling with initial recovery
immediate access to their retirement
savings, without penalties, so they can
make ends meet and take care of their
families.

Lastly, this legislation will lift caps
on charitable giving to qualified hurri-
cane relief organizations, encouraging
more American businesses and individ-
uals to continue generously supporting
their fellow citizens.

Mr. Speaker, Americans in Texas,
Florida, Louisiana, the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands, and Puerto Rico need Congress
to act. My constituents and those in
other communities like my district
don’t have time to wait. They certainly
don’t have time to play political
games. The Disaster Tax Relief and
Airport and Airway Extension Act of
2017 will give them the means to re-
cover faster and rebuild their commu-
nities better and stronger than before.
This tax relief package we are consid-
ering deserves bipartisan support from
my colleagues.

I thank Chairman BRADY and the
Ways and Means Committee for allow-
ing me to shape this legislation for the
benefit of south Florida residents, espe-
cially those in Monroe County who
were hardest hit by Hurricane Irma. I
hope we can get this done today.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I stand in opposition to
H.R. 3823, the Disaster Tax Relief and
Airport and Airway Extension Act, for
one simple reason. This is an anemic
response to these disasters, whether
they occur on the mainland of the
United States or within American pos-
sessions.

This should have been done on Friday
afternoon with the two parties working
together. Instead, once again, this was
put together by one party, with mini-
mal input from our side. These are all
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members of the American family that
have been impacted by what has hap-
pened with this terrible weather.

The chance here for us to work to-
gether to make this an expanded pack-
age, where we could be talking about a
host of opportunities for these folks
who have been put in such a precarious
situation, is now being missed. There
are 90 Members of this Congress who
actually voted against direct aid in the
past for relief for members of the
American family, where we should
have taken the position here, clearly:
Let’s try to figure out what we can do
for a robust tax package, what we can
do for immediate aid, and highlight the
role that FEMA plays. And I certainly
have expressed to Mr. CURBELO time
and again I am there on board. I just
think this needs to be more, and I
think that is the position that we are
offering today.

Furthermore, a partisan position had
to be taken in terms of many priorities
that we should have been consulted on,
and even those could have been turned
into bipartisan moments. I support the
disaster relief that is in this bill, but it
is clear that the package is woefully
inadequate. I would hope that we could
work together on these provisions.

The disaster relief package included
in this bill does not provide the com-
prehensive package of incentives and
relief that will drive investment and
speed up recovery in the American
communities that include Texas, Flor-
ida, the U.S. Virgin Islands, and Puerto
Rico. Without the fix that we want on
this side, the effect of lost revenue is
going to mean that money is lost that
otherwise would be needed for normal
operations and the response effort. It is
going to take years to adequately re-
spond to what has happened and the
devastation that these folks are up
against. We need to be sitting here,
both parties working together, to say:
They are all members of the American
family. Let’s get it done.

I consider this a missed opportunity,
and I hope that we can do more in the
next few days to get back on track to
help them bounce back from these, in-
deed, tragedies. We should be sitting
down here in the next 48 hours and put-
ting together a massive package of re-
lief for these States and for these pos-
sessions and making sure that they
have what is necessary, rather than
doing a piecemeal fix on what is sure to
be a very tormented time for members
of these communities and these States
and these possessions.

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

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, briefly, I want to first convey my
gratitude to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts because, indeed, the first
day I returned after being back home
helping my community recover, the
gentleman expressed his disposition to
work together. That really meant a lot
to me, and I know it meant a lot to all
of our colleagues who represent areas
that were hit hard by the storm. We
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should work more closely together. We
can always do better. However, let’s
not let the perfect be the enemy of the
good.

The bottom line is that there are a
lot of provisions in this legislation that
are supported by Members of both par-
ties, and there are millions of Ameri-
cans who are suffering, especially in
south Florida and especially in Puerto
Rico that was hit hard by Maria just a
few days ago, and they are counting on
us to deliver something. We can always
do more later, but this is a good pack-
age that will help people get back up
on their feet.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER), the chairman of the House
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida for yield-
ing me time.

I rise today in support of the Disaster
Tax Relief and Airport and Airway Ex-
tension Act of 2017.

This extension provides stability to
our aviation system and extends the
funding to the FAA over the next 6
months while Congress continues to
make progress on a full FAA reauthor-
ization bill. This extension is abso-
lutely necessary to prevent a shutdown
in FAA programs, delays in airport
construction projects, and the possible
furlough of thousands of FAA employ-
ees across the country. I will be the
first to admit I am disappointed we
have not passed a long-term bill yet.

Unfortunately, this is not a new
problem for Congress. Between 2007 and
2012, Congress passed 23 extensions be-
fore approving a full reauthorization.
These short-term stopgaps, while nec-
essary, create long-term budget insta-
bility, and they contribute to the
FAA’s overall inability to effectively
manage the modernization of our anti-
quated air traffic control system.

Congress has passed numerous piece-
meal reforms over the years to try to
help the FAA act more like a business
and efficiently modernize the system.
These reforms have not worked, and
passing the same kind of reforms again
is not going to change the simple fact
that the Federal Government is not an
innovative, high-tech service business.

It is time to face the truth that,
without transformational reform, the
American people will not get the most
modern and efficient air traffic control
system that they have been promised
and deserve. For too long, we have been
trying to manage the symptoms of the
problem instead of finding a cure.

Thankfully, we now have that cure.
H.R. 2997, the 21st Century AIRR Act,
and progress is being made every day
on this bill to provide long-overdue re-
form of the FAA.

While we have made progress, I be-
lieve we will move this bipartisan bill
through the House in the next few
weeks. In the meantime, we have to
pass this extension today to provide 6
months’ worth of certainty and sta-
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bility to the FAA, the aviation commu-
nity, and the flying public.

Without it, starting this Sunday, Oc-
tober 1, the FAA programs will face a
shutdown, thousands of FAA employ-
ees could be furloughed, airport
projects across the country will come
to a halt, and approximately $40 mil-
lion a day in aviation trust fund rev-
enue will go uncollected. That is fund-
ing for air traffic control, airport de-
velopment, and other safety and mod-
ernization programs that will never be
recovered.

I want to remind my colleagues again
that the very fact that we have to pass
this bill today is one of the many rea-
sons we need fundamental, comprehen-
sive FAA reform.

In order to ensure America remains
the world leader in aviation, I look for-
ward to bringing the bipartisan 21st
Century AIRR Act to the floor in the
coming weeks. Until then, I urge my
colleagues to support today’s bill.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman
BrADY and Chairman HENSARLING for
their work on this bill, and I thank my
friend for yielding.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL), a member of
the Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, we
have a problem here. My record is very,
very clear. I am providing assistance to
any place in this country. In fact, my
record is 100 percent. So I have some
credibility to come to the floor to dis-
cuss this with my friend from Florida,
and I hope he will listen.

My heart goes out to those impacted
my Hurricanes Harvey, Irma, and
Maria the past several weeks. I am
committed to providing for Federal re-
sponse and recovery.

I was pleased to support aid to those
affected by Harvey and Irma, and I will
continue to do so. We urgently need to
deliver relief and assistance to those
currently impacted by Hurricane Maria
in the U.S. Virgin Islands and Puerto
Rico, where the entire island has lost
power or many are without water.
However, this bill today does not pro-
vide that needed relief.

Let’s be clear: we in New Jersey are
not some Johnny-come-lately on dis-
aster tax relief. This is not a question
of you got yours and I want mine.

We have been working on disaster tax
issues since 2012, based, in part, on how
we addressed helping victims of Hurri-
cane Katrina more than a decade ago.
Let me remind you: Hurricane Sandy
devastated the northeastern TUnited
States in 2012, cost 233 lives, and
caused $75 billion in damage. At the
time, it was the costliest storm after
Hurricane Katrina.

While Congress, until then, had rou-
tinely provided tax relief to commu-
nities in the wake of our worst
storms—tax relief, I am talking
about—Hurricanes Katrina, Rita, and
Wilma, victims of Hurricane Sandy did
not receive the same treatment. In
fact, we had to wait 3 months. We just
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did it in 3 days. We seem to have short
memories.

179 Republicans in this body and 36
Senators voted against aid to victims
of Hurricane Sandy in 2013—that many.
And today, those same Members asked
us to support not only aid for Hurri-
canes Harvey and Irma, but tax relief
provisions, which they never even con-
sidered after Hurricane Sandy.

I was a ‘‘yes’” vote a week before last
for your aid, unequivocally. Why
should I take out on your citizens the
foolishness that happened in 2013? That
would be wrong. And I think you feel
the same way, through the Chair.

This whole debate smacks of a cer-
tain hypocrisy, and I know I am not
the first to point it out. In the weeks
after Sandy, I worked in a bipartisan
manner to draft a tax relief bill that
would make permanent the most com-
monsense tax relief provisions to take
politics out of the equation when it
comes to disaster relief.
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Over the years, I worked with many
of my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle and from both Chambers of the
Capitol.

Our bill, the National Disaster Tax
Relief Act, led also by Congressman
ToM REED from New York——

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

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 1 minute to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding addi-
tional time.

The bill provides tax relief to victims
of Hurricane Sandy and puts in place
permanent provisions for all disaster
areas going forward.

I am ready and waiting to debate
these provisions and go through reg-
ular order. Let’s have hearings, let’s
have a markup, let’s have regular order
on something that should be as non-
controversial as helping those in need.

Instead of taking a bipartisan ap-
proach, some in the majority have cho-
sen to sneak in a few provisions taken
from our bill and tack them onto an
unrelated aviation bill and apply them
to only this year’s hurricane victims,
leaving out all of the disaster victims
that been have waiting for support over
the years.

A front-page story in the papers in
New Jersey today says people are still
not back in their homes from Sandy,
2013. That is not fair. It is not the
American way.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding addi-
tional time.

The specific provisions Republican
leadership put in from our bill include
bigger-than-usual property casualty

The
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loss deductions, retire-
ment withdrawals.

He may smile, but think about those
people who are out of their homes since
2013. That is no laughing matter, Mr.
Speaker.

An increased threshold for charitable
giving, a tax credit for impacted em-
ployers, and flexibility in applying for
the earned income tax credit and child
tax credit.

I would note that Puerto Ricans, de-
spite being American citizens, are in-
eligible for the earned income tax cred-
it, and I have a bill to correct this.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, no one was laughing at anything
that the gentleman said. We were lis-
tening intently.

The reason that we are all here is be-
cause the people of Florida, the people
of Texas, the people of Louisiana, the
people of Puerto Rico, and the people
of the U.S. Virgin Islands need our
help. They were hit in the last few
weeks, and they need our help. There
are people struggling in all of these
communities.

Is this bill perfect?

No. I have never seen one.

Can we do more?

Yes. We must do more, but this is an
important first step.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN-
SARLING), the distinguished chairman
of the House Financial Services Com-
mittee.

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Florida for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, it is so obvious to all as
we have looked in horror on our tele-
vision screens to see the devastation of
Harvey, Irma, and Maria. There have
been lots of tragic stories, harrowing
tales of survival.

I have been to Houston. I have met
with a number of the victims. Mr.
Speaker, let me tell you about one
tragic story. One tragic story is that
there are people who are living in
homes that repeatedly flood five, six,
seven, eight, nine, ten, even twenty
times.

Something is fundamentally wrong
in America and something is fun-
damentally dangerous in America when
people are living in harm’s way. Many
of these people are ready to move.

Mr. Speaker, last week I made a com-
ment about these repeatedly flooded
properties that was clearly inartful. It
was not meant to be taken literally,
but it was. I regret the comment be-
cause it diverted from a very impor-
tant point that needs to be made, and
the point is this: if we care about our
fellow citizens, if we wish to be com-
passionate, then Federal aid and Fed-
eral policy will help move these people
to safer ground.

It is time to either help mitigate
these homes or to help move these
homes. For this small set of properties,
we must help. Otherwise, I fear that
the fatalities and the economic car-
nage will continue.

penalty-free
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If we simply rebuild the same prop-
erties in the same manner, in the same
place, and expect a different result, we
are not helping our fellow citizens, we
are not helping our first responders,
and we are certainly not helping the
taxpayer.

Mr. Speaker, another tragedy of
these storms is how many people need-
ed flood insurance but didn’t have it.
Many of them had no idea that they ac-
tually needed it. In Houston, by some
reports, 80 percent of the damaged
homes didn’t have flood insurance.

Why?

One of the reasons, Mr. Speaker, is
because we have a government monop-
oly in flood insurance. Many people
don’t understand that flood is not in-
cluded in their typical homeowner’s in-
surance policy. Many people, unfortu-
nately, took false security from living
outside the government-designated 100-
year flood plain. Many have seen no op-
tions.

But help is on the way. Bipartisan
help is on the way with the Flood In-
surance Market Parity and Moderniza-
tion Act, known as the Ross-Castor
bill. It is a critical piece of legislation
to give more people more affordable op-
tions for flood insurance.

In the small part of the national
market where we have competition,
particularly in Pennsylvania and in
Florida, people are saving hundreds of
dollars, if not thousands of dollars, in
many cases on their flood insurance
premiums.

The very respected firm of Millman,
which studies insurance matters, said
that half of policy owners in Florida,
two-thirds in Louisiana, and 75 percent
in Texas—my native State—could all
save with private flood insurance.

Think about it, Mr. Speaker. If we
had a real competitive market with
multiple companies advertising and
selling multiple policies, more people
would become educated about the need
for flood insurance and have that rolled
into their normal homeowner’s policy.
This is vital.

Mr. Speaker, last year this bill
passed this House 419-0. You can’t get
any more bipartisan. It recently passed
the Financial Services Committee 58-0.

If there is one thing that we need to
do—and it is urgent that we do it now,
with the National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram, which is in debt, facing another
bailout and an uncertain future, which
we must remedy—as folks begin to re-
build, let’s get them more affordable
flood insurance policies.

I appreciate the bill included in this
package, and for the sake of all the vic-
tims of the hurricanes, I urge its adop-
tion.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I think that
there is a sufficient opportunity here
going forward, as the previous gentle-
men has spoken, to discuss the whole
issue of flood insurance. I just don’t
think this is the moment to be dis-
cussing the flood insurance initiatives.
Instead, I think that ought to be sub-
ject to a full-throttled debate in this
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institution about getting those things
done. This is not, I think, the appro-
priate forum for accomplishing that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO),
the ranking member of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, this is
purportedly an absolutely essential ex-
tension of authorization for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration to con-
tinue to operate after October 1. Unfor-
tunately, it has devolved into other
issues because it has turned into a
Christmas tree on the Republican side
of the aisle.

We need to reauthorize the Federal
Aviation Administration. The last time
Congress failed to do this—and the
ticket tax, which is what pays for air
traffic control in America, expired—al-
most every airline in America raised
their rates 7.5 percent, got a $400 mil-
lion windfall, which the government
lost, with the exception of two: I un-
derstand, Alaska and Spirit.

So if we fail to reauthorize, we can
expect that that will happen again.

Actually, their long-term plan is to
privatize the FAA, do away with the
ticket tax, reap a $10 billion windfall,
and then impose a new per-head fee to
use our national airspace, which, by
the way, Congress will have nothing to
say about that. No elected official will
have any authority over what new fees
they charge. That is extraordinary.

That came out of the Republican side
of the Ways and Means Committee.
What a bunch of losers. Come on. Give
me a break. You are going to allow the
airlines to have the authority, a pri-
vate corporation, to tax people in
America, and then say: Oh, it is not a
tax; it is a user fee.

It sure feels like a tax to me, and it
is going to feel like that to your con-
stituents. But when they complain,
you will say: Oh, go talk to the private
corporation.

That is why we are here today, be-
cause the chairman of the committee
has stubbornly persisted in attempting
to privatize the air traffic organization
of the United States of America, the
most complex, the most efficient, and
the safest system in the world.

Yes, there are a few reforms that are
needed there. Most of them have to do
with us. Congress sequesters their
money. Even though there is enough
money raised in the ticket tax and
other taxes to pay for the system, we
sequester their money, we shut them
down. We do dumb things like that.

So I introduced a bill to take care of
those problems, to exempt them from
sequestration; to exempt them from
budget shutdowns; and to require re-
forms in their personnel procedures,
their policy procedures in terms of ac-
quisitions; and to enhance the role of
their coordinating committee, which
has been doing a great job coordinating
between the government and the air-
lines and all the people who use the
system, not just the commercial air-
lines; and authorize funds to rebuild
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some of the major air traffic control
centers, which are falling apart.

Instead, the chairman has insisted
that we must privatize because Canada
did it, which is kind of a tiny fraction
of what we are.

Then the airlines have this fake
group called the Citizens for On Time
Flights, who say:

We have to fly zigzag routes, which are
World War II radar.

No. Actually, we have deployed a sys-
tem where you could fly all the planes
in America closer together with GPS,
but the airlines haven’t bought the
equipment, so they are blaming the
FAA. That kind of stinks. So that is
why we are here today.

We have a bill that otherwise is to-
tally agreed upon. If we were voting
today on an FAA bill to give them a 6-
yvear extension without privatization,
with the reforms we need, we would be
pressuring the Senate to get something
done.

Now, the Senate is hung up over
whether or not you should have 1,500
hours of experience to sit in the copi-
lot’s seat. After the tragic Colgan acci-
dent, reforms were adopted that made
these requirements. So they are hung
up on that. On this side, we are hung
up on privatizing the system.

So it is sad that we have come to this
point today. My hope is that we will
move forward soon in the bipartisan
tradition of my committee, and we will
move an FAA bill and any amendments
that are allowed, or any riders or any-
thing that is in it will have only to do
with aviation, not to do with flood in-
surance, not to do with any of all these
other miscellaneous things that are
being thrown in here today. We are
here with the Ways and Means Com-
mittee on a bill that should be a trans-
portation bill.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES).

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I rise and want to make com-
ments actually echoing a lot of the
comments that were made already.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
talked about this needing to be a bipar-
tisan bill, and I agree. The gentleman
from New Jersey talked about Hurri-
cane Sandy tax relief, and I agree. The
gentleman from Florida talked about
the need to ensure that we are respond-
ing quickly and appropriately in re-
sponse to the devastating disasters
that have affected his State of Florida
and the State of Texas. I also support
the gentleman from Pennsylvania’s
comments regarding a short-term reau-
thorization to the FAA so we can con-
tinue to move forward on reform.

But you may be wondering why, Mr.
Speaker, groups like the Association of
State Floodplain Managers and the
Consumer Federation of America have
expressed opposition to this legisla-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I include these letters
in the RECORD.
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ASSOCIATION OF STATE
FLOODPLAIN MANAGERS, INC.,
September 24, 2017.
Re Private flood insurance in H.R. 3823, Dis-
aster Tax Relief and Airport and Airway
Extension Act of 2017.

DEAR LEADERSHIP OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES: Early this week, the
House will consider legislation promoting
development of private flood insurance as
part of a bill to reauthorize the FAA for 6
months and provide hurricane tax relief. The
bill is scheduled to be taken up under sus-
pension this week. ASFPM strongly objects
to consideration of private flood outside the
reauthorization of the NFIP. The proposed
bill does not insert HR 2901 from the 114th
Congress as mentioned in press reports, but
inserts HR 1422, the Ross-Castor bill from the
115th Congress as Title 4, with provisions
that as written could substantially weaken
and undermine the critical functioning of
the National Flood Insurance Program,. The
NFIP not only provides flood insurance, but
is a comprehensive flood risk management
program.

Although we understand the potential ben-
efits of more flood insurance options, we
point out that the private market has been
readily expanding since Biggert-Waters 2012
was passed authorizing private flood insur-
ance. ASFPM cannot support authorization
for private flood insurance as written in HR
1422. The temporary extension and reauthor-
ization of the NFIP expires on 8 Dec 2017,
giving Congress ample time to consider the
full scope of the NFIP, into which private
flood must integrate, without causing irrep-
arable damage to the other 3 fundamental
elements of this comprehensive flood risk
management program. Those are floodplain
mapping, implementation of local floodplain
ordinances to protect new development, and
hazard mitigation grants to reduce damage
and loss of life from flooding.

ASFPM has stated that three modifica-
tions of that HR 1422 language must be made
to ensure continuity of the comprehensive
flood risk reduction aspects of the NFIP that
exist today. A federal policy fee on all NFIP
policies pays for almost half the cost of
floodplain mapping and all of the costs of
floodplain management including technical
assistance to over 22,000 communities that
have joined the NFIP. Hazard mitigation
grants are funded by premium income to the
program. None of these functions are pro-
vided by private flood insurance policies.

Yet private insurance companies acknowl-
edge that mapping (i.e. identification of
flood risk areas and areas of mandatory pur-
chase of flood insurance) and floodplain man-
agement (i.e. reduced risk due to local re-
quirements for hazard-resistant construc-
tion) help them to target their marketing
and to price premiums lower where flood-
plain ordinances exist.

First, private policies must also carry the
federal policy user fee to support the map-
ping and floodplain management functions.
Private flood policy holders, private insur-
ance companies, as well as the NFIP and its
policy holders, benefit from these functions
by identifying at-risk areas, ensuring build-
ing construction standards which facilitate
lower flood insurance premiums, and tar-
geting areas and structures which could ben-
efit from mitigation actions leading to lower
premiums. As policies migrate to the private
sector, millions of dollars in revenue to sup-
port those floodplain management and map-
ping functions will be lost unless there is an
equivalent policy user fee on private poli-
cies.

Second, private policies to satisfy the man-
datory purchase requirement for properties
in floodplains must only be sold in commu-
nities that participate in the NFIP (meaning
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they have adopted floodplain management
ordinances to guide safer development). In
smaller communities with only a handful of
properties required to purchase flood insur-
ance, if that requirement can be met with
private policies, those communities may
drop out of the NFIP and no longer maintain
floodplain management ordinances to reduce
future losses. This could result in lack of
abililty to reduce future flood losses and in
taxpayers picking up disaster costs.

Third, several provisions of the existing
definition of private flood insurance must be
retained. The Biggert-Waters 2012 legislation
(42 USC 4012a(b)(7)) defines private flood in-
surance, among other things, as providing
coverage ‘‘at least as broad as’’ that provided
by the NFIP. The language provides con-
sumer protections to ensure policies would
not have excessive deductibles, exclusions,
or eliminate some essential coverages like
Increased Cost of Compliance, which pro-
vides assistance to policyholders to rebuild
in a manner that reduces flood damage in
the future. Without these important provi-
sions in place, policyholders could face
unaffordable deductibles when they have a
claim; communities would find it much hard-
er to help homeowners become eligible for
mitigation funding; and there would be a
greater chance that claim payments would
not be applied to building repairs resulting
in increased community blight. ASFPM fur-
ther notes that with this language in place,
the private market has already been grow-
ing. The private flood insurance bill strikes
this language.

The nation’s floodplain managers strongly
urge adoption of these elements if private
flood language is added to the House NFIP
reauthorization bill. This would preserve the
flood risk mapping and floodplain manage-
ment functions that the NFIP provides and
would protect consumers from purchasing
low-cost policies that provide less than ade-
quate coverage and/or higher deductibles
they could not pay. This would not happen if
insureds had an NFIP policy.

The Association of State Floodplain Man-
agers (ASFPM) and its 36 chapters represent
more than 17,000 state and local officials, as
well as other professionals engaged in all as-
pects of floodplain management and flood
hazard mitigation including management of
local floodplain ordinances, flood risk map-
ping, engineering, planning, community de-
velopment, hydrology, forecasting, emer-
gency response, water resources development
and flood insurance. All ASFPM members
are concerned with reducing our nation’s
flood-related losses.

Again we urge you to oppose inclusion of
these ill-advised private flood provisions out-
side of the context of comprehensive NFIP
reauthorization legislation. The suspension
package makes it impossible to properly ad-
dress these issues. Thank you for seriously
considering these recommendations from the
Association of State Floodplain Managers.

Very sincerely,
CHAD BERGINNIS,
ASFPM Ezxecutive Director.
CONSUMER FEDERATION OF AMERICA,
September 25, 2017.
Re Oppose adding flood insurance provisions
of H.R. 1422 to the FAA extension bill.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: Today, the House
will consider legislation promoting develop-
ment of private flood insurance as part of a
bill to reauthorize the FAA for six months
and provide hurricane tax relief. The bill is
scheduled to be taken up under suspension
this week. CFA strongly objects to consider-
ation of private flood insurance outside the
reauthorization of the National Flood Insur-
ance Program (NFIP). The proposed bill does
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not include H.R. 2901 from the 114th Congress
as mentioned in press reports, but rather, in-
cludes H.R. 1422, the Ross-Castor bill from
the 115th Congress as Title 4, with provisions
that as written could substantially weaken
and undermine the critical functioning of
the NFIP.

We oppose the inclusion of H.R. 1422 for nu-
merous reasons:

First, several provisions of the existing
definition of private flood insurance must be
retained. The Biggert-Waters 2012 legislation
(42 USC 4012a(b)(7)) defines private flood in-
surance, among other things, as providing
coverage ‘‘at least as broad as’ that provided
by the NFIP. The language provides con-
sumer protections to ensure policies would
not have excessive deductibles, exclusions,
or eliminate some essential coverages like
“‘increased cost of compliance,”” which pro-
vides assistance to policyholders to rebuild
in a manner that reduces flood damage in
the future. Without these important con-
sumer protective provisions in place, policy-
holders could face unaffordable deductibles
when they have a claim; communities would
find it much harder to help homeowners be-
come eligible for mitigation funding; and
there would be a greater chance that claim
payments would not be applied to building
repairs resulting in increased community
blight. The Association of State Floodplain
Managers (ASFPM) further notes that with
this language in place, the private market
has already been growing. The private flood
insurance bill strikes this language which
significantly eliminates important consumer
protections.

Second, the 45 day notice of cancellation
provision must be maintained or private in-
surers could cancel coverage when a storm is
approaching and not leave consumers with
enough time to get NFIP coverage, which
has a 30-day waiting period for coverage at-
tachment. H.R. 1422 as included in this bill
problematically removes this notice provi-
sion.

Third, surplus line insurers should not be
authorized to sell flood insurance since they
are not covered by state guarantee funds
should they fail after a big storm, and they
are not regulated by the states and should
not be allowed to offer flood insurance unless
the policy provisions are at least equal to
the NFIP coverage and the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency (FEMA) is given
some authority to regulate claims practices.
H.R. 1422, as included in this bill, permits
surplus line insurers to sell flood insurance,
placing consumers at risk.

Fourth, private policies must also carry
the federal policy user fee to support the
mapping and floodplain management func-
tions. Private flood policy holders, private
insurance companies, as well as the NFIP
and its policy holders, benefit from these
functions by identifying at-risk areas, ensur-
ing building construction standards which
facilitate lower flood insurance premiums,
and targeting areas and structures which
could benefit from mitigation actions lead-
ing to lower premiums. As policies migrate
to the private sector, millions of dollars in
revenue to support those floodplain manage-
ment and mapping functions will be lost un-
less there is an equivalent policy user fee on
private policies. H.R. 1422 would diminish
flood mapping resources and increase risk to
consumers.

Fifth, private policies to satisfy the man-
datory purchase requirement for properties
in floodplains must only be sold in commu-
nities that participate in the NFIP (meaning
they have adopted floodplain management
ordinances to guide safer development). In
smaller communities with only a handful of
properties required to purchase flood insur-
ance, if that requirement can be met with
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private policies, those communities may
drop out of the NFIP and no longer maintain
floodplain management ordinances to reduce
future losses. This could result in a lack of
ability to reduce future flood losses and in
taxpayers picking up disaster costs.

We strongly urge you to oppose the inclu-
sion of H.R. 1422 in the FAA extension bill.

Sincerely,
J. ROBERT HUNTER,
Director of Insurances.

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, extraneous provisions on
flood insurance that should not be
pasted into this legislation were in-
cluded. These provisions actually un-
dermine the very solvency of the pro-
gram. They are establishing a private
market at a time when the National
Flood Insurance Program—the Federal
program—is going to need the re-
sources to pay claims. Establishing a
private market within 60 days is going
to divert resources from the Federal
program to private insurers. It is going
to divert these dollars to where they
don’t have the resources to make the
payments.

Private insurance companies are al-
ready involved in flood insurance, and
once we authorize them to step into
these markets, they are going to be
able to cherry-pick low- and moderate-
risk policies, leaving the National
Flood Insurance Program with only
high-risk policies, leaving them with
the burden of flood mapping and leav-
ing them with the burden of a $24.6 bil-
lion debt. I don’t understand how the
program is going to have the resources
to pay the claims it underwrites.

Next, Mr. Speaker, one of the other
big problems we have is that this shows
floods in Texas, floods in Louisiana,
and gutting homes in Louisiana here
and in Texas there.

O 1730

These were both 1,000-year flood
events. I don’t understand the dif-
ference on why we choose these folks
get tax relief and these don’t. We intro-
duced nearly identical legislation to
address this.

We shouldn’t be discriminating
against folks in New Jersey and New
York and Louisiana in exchange for the
others.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 30 seconds to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHUSTER).

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. CURBELO for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I just heard the ranking
member get on the floor and call me
stubborn. I am pretty committed to
what we are doing here because this
week will be the second year anniver-
sary of this quote by the ranking mem-
ber in debate on the floor on H.R. 3614.
“The FAA is the only agency in gov-
ernment worse at procurement than
the Pentagon. Congress has tried to re-
form it; it didn’t stick. We have got to
try something different to get it more
agile, to give us the 21st century equip-
ment and software that we need.”

That is exactly what we are trying to
do in the 21st Century AIRR Act. We
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have tried for the last 40 years to get it
modernized. We spent somewhere
around 40 to $50 billion, and we haven’t
been able to get it done. This is a true
transformational reform.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from California (Mr. DENHAM).

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I support
the 21st Century AIRR Act, H.R. 2997.
This is something that needs to get
done. We need to solve our problems for
America’s airlines and our passengers
who are traveling across the country.

This is a short-term extension, but
we have got to get our job done. As
well, we have got to get our job done
on teaching hospitals. While we con-
tinue to debate the healthcare of this
Nation, we have got areas like mine
that have a lack of access. If you can’t
see a doctor today, you have no
healthcare.

I think it is important that our
Teaching Health Center Graduate Med-
ical Education program gets extended
long term. We have a bill to do that.
Just expanding it 3 months, if you are
graduating from medical school right
now, you want to be able to have the
certainty that you are going to have a
residency program long term.

I support this extension, but we have
got to do a lot more. It is time for both
Houses to come together. More impor-
tantly, it is time for both parties to
come together to solve our issues for
the FAA, for modernization, making
sure that we actually have an aviation
system that works. It is ridiculous that
I can look at the Waze app on my
phone, yet we have got the airlines get-
ting stalled across the entire country.
We can do better. We have got to come
together to do that.

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

Mr. Speaker, let me reassure the gen-
tleman from California that when you
talk about graduate medical education,
believe me, in Massachusetts, we are
for graduate medical education. Be as-
sured of that.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, let me say
that we all support reauthorization of
the FAA. What has happened here
again is a breakdown in the conversa-
tion that used to meld this institution
together.

There was a chance on Friday for Re-
publicans to consult with us in the mi-
nority, put together a bipartisan pack-
age of many very important provisions
that are important to Mr. CURBELO,
important to certainly Texas, impor-
tant to the Virgin Islands. It is cer-
tainly important to Puerto Rico.

Let me give you a quick example of
how this institution used to work. We
used to call this the national principle.
The national principle essentially said
if there was an earthquake in Cali-
fornia, we all rose to the support of
California. If there were forest fires in
Alabama, which there were, we would
all come to the aid of the people of Ala-
bama. If there was a horrific, torrential
downpour in Texas, we simply said: We
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don’t ask if it is a red State or a blue
State, or if they are Libertarians or
Socialists or Democrats or Repub-
licans. We said: They are members of
the American family. We said: Do what
has to be done and then send us the
bill. We believe that there will be
ample opportunity to debate and dis-
cuss the size of the portionality at that
moment.

Instead, where we had this oppor-
tunity right here to provide a robust
package to the people of the Virgin Is-
lands, Puerto Rico, Florida, and Texas,
we decide to come back with an anemic
proposal.

We are coming up short on our re-
sponsibility. We had a tornado in my
hometown 5 years ago. Those Federal
employees did a spectacular job every-
where in eight communities, and no-
body said: Too much government. They
said: Let’s fix this for, again, the
American family to get this straight-
ened out.

I have said to Mr. CURBELO, and I will
repeat it, we will put up 195 Democrats
immediately for a bigger package for
the people of Florida, Texas, the Virgin
Islands, and Puerto Rico, not to piece-
meal this together.

By the way, let me use this oppor-
tunity, Mr. Speaker, for those of us
from the Northeast, the idea that 90
Members of this institution voted
against direct relief just a couple of
weeks ago looking for a pay-for, I won-
der if they are going to use that same
application of consistency when we get
to the tax proposals that are about to
consume our time.

We want to provide adequate relief to
these families and the communities
that need it. We could do this in the
next 48 hours without any problem
whatsoever.

Mr. Speaker, at this time, because
this is not big enough and not sup-
portive enough of the American family,
I am going to urge my colleagues to op-
pose this legislation, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair-
man BRADY and the Ways and Means
Committee staff for their work on this
legislation. It has been a tough couple
weeks in the State of Florida, espe-
cially down in my community. Again, I
want to thank my colleague from Mas-
sachusetts, Mr. NEAL. As I said earlier,
when I came back here, the first con-
versation we had was about helping
south Florida, and he said he was will-
ing and certainly able to do it.

Here today, we are trying to take
that first step to help the people of
Florida, to help the people of Texas, of
Louisiana, of the Virgin Islands, of
Puerto Rico. But as often happens in
the House, if something isn’t perfect,
then we get nothing. That is wrong.
That is wrong, because there are people
out there who need the help, people
who don’t have a roof, people who don’t
have a home, people who have been
without power.
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I visited the Marathon Emergency
Operations Center, Mr. Speaker. It was
replete with people buzzing, everyone
working hard, full of energy, even
though they hadn’t slept in days. The
emergency operations manager there
told me that a third of the employees
there who were helping their fellow
residents, conchs in the Florida Keys,
had lost their homes.

This is about them, and we can help
improve their lives today, and we can
work together to do more later, and we
should. But why should the perfect be
the enemy of the good? Why, when we
have the opportunity to help people,
because some think we should be doing
even more, we are going to give them
absolutely nothing? I think that is a
major mistake, and it sends the wrong
message.

Throughout this debate, we have seen
everything from posturing to name
calling, and we wonder why so many
Americans reject this institution and
are disappointed by it. We have to do
better, and we can do better. It would
send a strong message if we all voted
for this legislation to take this first
step to helping the people of the Flor-
ida Keys, of south Florida, of Texas, of
Louisiana, of the U.S. Virgin Islands,
of Puerto Rico, help them get back up
on their feet.

Mr. Speaker, this is very important,
and on behalf of my community and a
lot of people who have, quite frankly,
lost their lives, I ask all of my col-
leagues to join together and to support
this legislation.

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

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, the funding authorization for the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is cur-
rently set to expire on Saturday, September
30. The FAA depends heavily on reliable and
long-term funding provided through the Airport
and Airway Trust Fund and the spending lev-
els set in a corresponding authorization bill.
This consistent and reliable funding is the
mainstay of the FAA’s success in managing
the safest and most complex airspace in the
world. Absent access to this funding through a
long-term authorization for FAA programs, we
are threatening the safety, reliability, and ef-
fectiveness of our airspace.

Sadly, Congress is yet again backed into a
corner of taking up a short-term, six-month
measure that would extend this funding au-
thorization through March 31, 2018. This is
simply unacceptable. Congress needs to pass
a long-term authorization bill so that the FAA
can focus on the important tasks of maintain-
ing public safety, staffing air traffic controllers,
and Dbolstering our airport infrastructure
through the timely distribution of Airport Im-
provement Program (AIP) dollars. A six-month
extension poses new challenges for each of
these important aspects of managing our air-
space.

The extension being debated today also
adds several extraneous provisions that run
counter to regular order in the House and
threatens the success of passing an ever-im-
portant reauthorization. The bill selectively ex-
tends the authorization for certain public
health programs, while leaving out other crit-
ical programs such as the State Children’s
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Health Insurance Program (CHIP). The bill
also includes language that would encourage
the creation of private flood insurance mar-
kets, while stripping important consumer pro-
tections such as the 45 day of cancellation
provision that prevents private insurers from
cancelling cover Just moments before a dev-
astating storm.

Mr. Speaker, allow me to be clear: | sup-
pose a clean, long-term reauthorization of the
FAA’s funding authority. However, the under-
lying bill not only includes a host of extra-
neous provisions that | could not support, but
it was done so without the input of me or any
of my Democratic colleagues. If Republicans
are serious about maintaining the safest and
most complex airspace in the world, they will
pass a clean reauthorization that authorizes
FAA programs for several years, not several
months. We cannot politicize this issue with
provisions related to healthcare, or flood insur-
ance, or privatizing our air traffic control serv-
ices. It is far too important and time is quickly
running out.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
CURBELO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3823.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS EXPIRING AUTHORITIES
ACT OF 2017

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3819) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to extend certain expiring
provisions of law administered by the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3819

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Department of Veterans Affairs Expir-
ing Authorities Act of 2017,

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. References to title 38, United States
Code.

Sec. 3. Scoring of budgetary effects.

TITLE I—-EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY
RELATING TO HEALTH CARE

Sec. 101. Extension of authority for collec-
tion of copayments for hospital
care and nursing home care.

Sec. 102. Extension of requirement to pro-
vide nursing home care to cer-
tain veterans with service-con-
nected disabilities.

Sec. 103. Extension of authorization of ap-
propriations for assistance and
support services for caregivers.
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Sec. 104. Extension of authority for recovery
from third parties of cost of
care and services furnished to
veterans with health-plan con-
tracts for non-service-con-
nected disability.

105. Extension of authority for pilot
program on assistance for child
care for certain veterans receiv-
ing health care.

106. Extension of authority to make
grants to veterans service orga-
nizations for transportation of
highly rural veterans.

107. Extension of pilot program on com-
munity-based brain injury re-
habilitative care services for
veterans with traumatic brain
injury.

108. Extension of authority for pilot
program on counseling in re-
treat settings for women vet-
erans newly separated from
service.

109. Extension of temporary expansion
of payments and allowances for
beneficiary travel in connection
with veterans receiving care
from Vet Centers.

TITLE II—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY
RELATING TO BENEFITS

Sec. 201. Extension of authority for calcu-
lating net value of real prop-
erty at time of foreclosure.

Sec. 202. Extension of authority relating to
vendee loans.

Sec. 203. Extension of authority to provide
rehabilitation and vocational
benefits to members of the
Armed Forces with severe inju-
ries or illnesses.

TITLE III-EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY
RELATING TO HOMELESS VETERANS

Sec. 301. Extension of authority for home-
less veterans reintegration pro-
grams.

Sec. 302. Extension of authority for home-
less women veterans and home-
less veterans with children re-
integration program.

Extension of authority for referral
and counseling services for vet-
erans at risk of homelessness
transitioning from certain in-
stitutions.

Extension and modification of au-
thority to provide financial as-
sistance for supportive services
for very low-income veteran
families in permanent housing.

Extension of authority for grant
program for homeless veterans
with special needs.

Extension of authority for the Ad-
visory Committee on Homeless
Veterans.

Extension of authority for treat-
ment and rehabilitation serv-
ices for seriously mentally ill
and homeless veterans.

TITLE IV—OTHER EXTENSIONS AND

MODIFICATIONS OF AUTHORITY AND
OTHER MATTERS

Sec. 401. Extension of authority for trans-
portation of individuals to and
from Department facilities.

Sec. 402. Extension of authority for oper-
ation of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs regional office in
Manila, the Republic of the
Philippines.

Sec. 403. Extension of authority for monthly
assistance allowances under the
Office of National Veterans
Sports Programs and Special
Events.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 303.

Sec. 304.

Sec. 305.

Sec. 306.

Sec. 307.
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Extension of requirement to pro-
vide reports to Congress regard-
ing equitable relief in the case
of administrative error.

Extension of authorization of ap-
propriations for adaptive sports
programs for disabled veterans
and members of the Armed
Forces.

Extension of authority for Advi-
sory Committee on Minority
Veterans.

Extension of authority for tem-
porary expansion of eligibility
for specially adapted housing
assistance for certain veterans
with disabilities causing dif-
ficulty ambulating.

Extension of authority for specially
adapted housing assistive tech-
nology grant program.

Extension of authority to guar-
antee payment of principal and
interest on certificates or other
securities.

Extension of authority to enter
into agreement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences re-
garding associations between
diseases and exposure to dioxin
and other chemical compounds
in herbicides.

Sec. 411. Modifications of reductions of re-

porting fee multipliers.

TITLE V-TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS

Sec. 501. Technical corrections to Harry W.
Colmery Veterans Educational
Assistance Act of 2017.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES TO TITLE 38, UNITED
STATES CODE.

Except as otherwise expressly provided,
whenever in this Act an amendment or re-
peal is expressed in terms of an amendment
to, or repeal of, a section or other provision,
the reference shall be considered to be made
to a section or other provision of title 38,
United States Code.

SEC. 3. SCORING OF BUDGETARY EFFECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

TITLE I—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY
RELATING TO HEALTH CARE
SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR COL-
LECTION OF COPAYMENTS FOR HOS-
PITAL CARE AND NURSING HOME
CARE.

Section 1710(f)(2)(B) is amended by striking
“September 30, 2017’ and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2019,

SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT TO PRO-
VIDE NURSING HOME CARE TO CER-
TAIN VETERANS WITH SERVICE-CON-
NECTED DISABILITIES.

Section 1710A(d) is amended by striking
“December 31, 2017 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2019,

SEC. 103. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS FOR ASSISTANCE
AND SUPPORT SERVICES FOR CARE-
GIVERS.

Section 1720G(e) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking “‘and’’;

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(5) $839,828,000 for each of fiscal years 2018
and 2019.”.

Sec. 404.

Sec. 405.

Sec. 406.

Sec. 407.

408.

Sec.

Sec. 409.

Sec. 410.
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SEC. 104. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR RECOV-
ERY FROM THIRD PARTIES OF COST
OF CARE AND SERVICES FURNISHED
TO VETERANS WITH HEALTH-PLAN
CONTRACTS FOR NON-SERVICE-CON-
NECTED DISABILITY.

Section 1729(a)(2)(E) is amended, in the
matter preceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘Oc-
tober 1, 2017 and inserting ‘‘September 30,
2019”.

SEC. 105. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR PILOT
PROGRAM ON ASSISTANCE FOR
CHILD CARE FOR CERTAIN VET-
ERANS RECEIVING HEALTH CARE.

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (e) of section
205 of the Caregivers and Veterans Omnibus
Health Services Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-
163; 124 Stat. 1144; 38 U.S.C. 1710 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2017’ and
inserting ‘‘September 30, 2019°°.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Subsection (h) of such section is amended by
striking ‘‘and 2017 and inserting ‘2017, 2018,
and 2019”.

SEC. 106. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE
GRANTS TO VETERANS SERVICE OR-

GANIZATIONS FOR TRANSPOR-
TATION OF HIGHLY RURAL VET-
ERANS.

Section 307(d) of the Caregivers and Vet-
erans Omnibus Health Services Act of 2010
(Public Law 111-163; 124 Stat. 1154; 38 U.S.C.
1710 note) is amended by striking ‘2017’ and
inserting ‘2019,

SEC. 107. EXTENSION OF PILOT PROGRAM ON
COMMUNITY-BASED BRAIN INJURY
REHABILITATIVE CARE SERVICES
FOR VETERANS WITH TRAUMATIC
BRAIN INJURY.

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (g) of section
1705 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public Law 110-181;
38 U.S.C. 1710C note) is amended by striking
“October 6, 2017 and inserting ‘‘January 6,
2018”’.

(b) FINAL REPORT SUBMITTAL DATE.—Sub-
section (e)(2)(A) of such section is amended
by striking ‘60 days after the completion of
the pilot program’ and inserting ‘‘December
6, 2017,

(¢) NOTIFICATION TO PARTICIPANTS IN PRO-
GRAM.—Not later than December 6, 2017, the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall notify
veterans participating in the pilot program
under such section regarding a plan for tran-
sition of care for such veterans.

SEC. 108. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR PILOT
PROGRAM ON COUNSELING IN RE-
TREAT SETTINGS FOR WOMEN VET-
ERANS NEWLY SEPARATED FROM
SERVICE.

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (d) of section
203 of the Caregivers and Veterans Omnibus
Health Services Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-
163; 124 Stat. 1143; 38 U.S.C. 1712A note) is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2017’ and
inserting ‘‘September 30, 2019°°.

(b) REPORT SUBMITTAL DATE.—Subsection
(e) of such section is amended by striking
¢“180 days after the completion of the pilot
program’’ and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2018”°.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Subsection (f) of such section is amended by
striking ‘‘and 2017’ and inserting ‘2017, 2018,
and 2019”.

SEC. 109. EXTENSION OF TEMPORARY EXPAN-
SION OF PAYMENTS AND ALLOW-
ANCES FOR BENEFICIARY TRAVEL
IN CONNECTION WITH VETERANS
RECEIVING CARE FROM VET CEN-
TERS.

(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (a) of section
104 of the Honoring America’s Veterans and
Caring for Camp Lejeune Families Act of
2012 (Public Law 112-154; 126 Stat. 1169) is
amended by striking ‘‘a three-year initia-
tive” and inserting ‘‘an initiative, to run
through September 30, 2018,”".

(b) REPORT SUBMITTAL DATE.—Subsection
(b)(1) of such section is amended by striking
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‘180 days after the date of the completion of
the initiative”” and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2018”°.

TITLE II—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY
RELATING TO BENEFITS

SEC. 201. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR CALCU-
LATING NET VALUE OF REAL PROP-
ERTY AT TIME OF FORECLOSURE.

Section 3732(c)(11) is amended by striking
““October 1, 2017 and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2018,

SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY RELATING
TO VENDEE LOANS.

Section 3733(a)(7) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘September 30, 2017’ and in-
serting ‘‘September 30, 2018’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2017, and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2018,”.

SEC. 203. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PRO-
VIDE REHABILITATION AND VOCA-
TIONAL BENEFITS TO MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES WITH SEVERE
INJURIES OR ILLNESSES.

Section 1631(b)(2) of the Wounded Warrior
Act (title XVI of Public Law 110-181; 122
Stat. 458; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note) is amended by
striking ‘‘December 31, 2017 and inserting
‘““‘September 30, 2018”".

TITLE III—EXTENSIONS OF AUTHORITY
RELATING TO HOMELESS VETERANS

SEC. 301. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR HOME-
LESS VETERANS REINTEGRATION
PROGRAMS.

Section 2021(e)(1)(F') is amended by strik-
ing ‘2017 and inserting ‘‘2018’.

SEC. 302. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR HOME-
LESS WOMEN VETERANS AND HOME-
LESS VETERANS WITH CHILDREN
REINTEGRATION PROGRAM.

Section 2021A(f)(1) is amended by striking
€“2017” and inserting ‘2018’

SEC. 303. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR REFER-
RAL AND COUNSELING SERVICES
FOR VETERANS AT RISK OF HOME-
LESSNESS TRANSITIONING FROM
CERTAIN INSTITUTIONS.

Section 2023(d) is amended by striking

“September 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2018”°.

SEC. 304. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF AU-
THORITY TO PROVIDE FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE FOR SUPPORTIVE
SERVICES FOR VERY LOW-INCOME
VETERAN FAMILIES IN PERMANENT
HOUSING.

Section 2044(e)(1) is amended by adding at
the end the following new subparagraph:

“(F) $320,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2018
through 2019.”.

SEC. 305. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR GRANT
PROGRAM FOR HOMELESS VET-
ERANS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS.

Section 2061(d)(1) is amended by striking
2017 and inserting ¢‘2019”°.

SEC. 306. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR THE
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON HOME-
LESS VETERANS.

Section 2066(d) is amended by striking ‘“‘De-
cember 31, 2017 and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2018,

SEC. 307. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TREAT-
MENT AND REHABILITATION SERV-
ICES FOR SERIOUSLY MENTALLY ILL
AND HOMELESS VETERANS.

(a) GENERAL TREATMENT.—Section 2031(b)
is amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2017’
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2019”°.

(b) ADDITIONAL SERVICES AT CERTAIN LOCA-
TIONS.—Section 2033(d) is amended by strik-
ing “September 30, 2017’ and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2019”°.
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TITLE IV—OTHER EXTENSIONS AND MODI-
FICATIONS OF AUTHORITY AND OTHER
MATTERS

SEC. 401. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TRANS-
PORTATION OF INDIVIDUALS TO
AND FROM DEPARTMENT FACILI-
TIES.

Section 111A(a)(2) is amended by striking
“December 31, 2017’ and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2019,

SEC. 402. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR OPER-
ATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS REGIONAL OF-
FICE IN MANILA, THE REPUBLIC OF
THE PHILIPPINES.

Section 315(b) is amended by striking ‘“‘Sep-
tember 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2018
SEC. 403. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR
MONTHLY ASSISTANCE ALLOW-
ANCES UNDER THE OFFICE OF NA-
TIONAL VETERANS SPORTS PRO-
GRAMS AND SPECIAL EVENTS.

Section 322(d)(4) is amended by striking
¢2017 and inserting ¢‘2019”°.

SEC. 404. EXTENSION OF REQUIREMENT TO PRO-
VIDE REPORTS TO CONGRESS RE-
GARDING EQUITABLE RELIEF IN
THE CASE OF ADMINISTRATIVE
ERROR.

Section 503(c) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2017’ and inserting ‘‘December 31,
2018”’.

SEC. 405. EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS FOR ADAPTIVE
SPORTS PROGRAMS FOR DISABLED
VETERANS AND MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES.

Section 521A is amended—

(1) in subsection (g)(1), by striking 2017
and inserting ‘“2019’; and

(2) in subsection (1), by striking ‘2017’ and
inserting ‘2019”°.

SEC. 406. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR ADVI-
SORY COMMITTEE ON MINORITY
VETERANS.

Section 544(e) is amended by striking ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2017 and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2018”°.

SEC. 407. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR TEM-
PORARY EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY
FOR SPECIALLY ADAPTED HOUSING
ASSISTANCE FOR CERTAIN VET-
ERANS WITH DISABILITIES CAUSING
DIFFICULTY AMBULATING.

Section 2101(a)(4) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2017’ and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2018”’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking 2017
and inserting ‘“2018”’.

SEC. 408. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR SPE-
CIALLY ADAPTED HOUSING ASSIST-
IVE TECHNOLOGY GRANT PROGRAM.

Section 2108(g) is amended by striking
“September 30, 2017 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2018”°.

SEC. 409. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO GUAR-
ANTEE PAYMENT OF PRINCIPAL AND
INTEREST ON CERTIFICATES OR
OTHER SECURITIES.

Section 3720(h)(2) is amended by striking
“December 31, 2017 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2018,

SEC. 410. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO ENTER
INTO AGREEMENT WITH THE NA-
TIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES RE-
GARDING ASSOCIATIONS BETWEEN

DISEASES AND EXPOSURE TO
DIOXIN AND OTHER CHEMICAL COM-
POUNDS IN HERBICIDES.

Section 3(i) of the Agent Orange Act of 1991
(Public Law 102-4; 38 U.S.C. 1116 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2017’ and
inserting ‘‘September 30, 2018”".

SEC. 411. MODIFICATIONS OF REDUCTIONS OF
REPORTING FEE MULTIPLIERS.

(a) THROUGH JULY 31, 2018.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 412 of the Jeff
Miller and Richard Blumenthal Veterans
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Health Care and Benefits Improvement Act
of 2016 (Public Law 114-315; 38 U.S.C. 3684
note) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 25, 2017 and inserting ‘‘July 31,
2018"’; and

(B) by striking subsection (b).

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The heading for
subsection (a) of such section is amended by
striking ‘‘SEPTEMBER 25, 2017’ and inserting
“JuLy 31, 2018”.

(b) AUuGUST 1, 2018, THROUGH JULY 31, 2020.—
During the period beginning on August 1,
2018, and ending on July 31, 2020, section
3684(c)(2) of title 38, United States Code, as
amended by section 304 of the Harry W.
Colmery Veterans Educational Assistance
Act of 2017 (Public Law 115-48) shall be ap-
plied by substituting ““$15” for “*$16”°.

TITLE V—TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS
SEC. 501. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS TO HARRY
W. COLMERY VETERANS EDU-
CATIONAL ASSISTANCE ACT OF 2017.

(a) USE OF STATE APPROVING AGENCIES FOR
OVERSIGHT ACTIVITIES.—Section 3673(d) is
amended by inserting ‘‘compliance and’’ be-
fore ‘‘risk-based surveys’.

(b) CALCULATION OF MONTHLY HOUSING STI-
PEND UNDER P0OST-9/11 EDUCATIONAL ASSIST-
ANCE PROGRAM BASED ON LOCATION OF CAM-
PUS WHERE CLASSES ARE ATTENDED.—

1) IN GENERAL.—Section
3313(g2)(3)(A)(ii)(I)(aa) is amended by striking
‘“‘the institution at which the individual is
enrolled” and inserting ‘‘the campus of the
institution of where the individual phys-
ically participates in a majority of classes’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by paragraph (1) shall apply with re-
spect to enrollment for a quarter, semester,
or term, as applicable, commencing on or
after August 1, 2018.

(3) ADDITIONAL TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—
Subsection (b) of section 107 of the Harry W.
Colmery Veterans Educational Assistance
Act of 2017 (Public Law 115-48) is amended to
read as follows:

‘“(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re-
spect to enrollment for a quarter, semester,
or term, as applicable, commencing on or
after August 1, 2018.”.

(c) DETERMINATION OF MONTHLY HOUSING
STIPENDS DURING ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (j) of section
3313 is amended to read as follows:

*“(j) DETERMINATION OF MONTHLY HOUSING
STIPENDS DURING ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE.—For
any month during which an individual who is
entitled to a monthly housing stipend under
this section is performing active duty serv-
ice, the Secretary shall determine the
amount of such stipend payable to such indi-
vidual for such month on a pro rata basis for
the period of such month during which the
individual is not performing active duty
service.”.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—Such subsection, as
amended by paragraph (1), shall apply with
respect to a quarter, semester, or term, as
applicable, commencing on or after August 1,
2018.

(d) SPECIAL APPLICATION OF SCHOOL CLO-
SURE RULE TO RECENTLY ENROLLED INDIVID-
UALS.—Subparagraph (B) of section 109(c)(1)
of the Harry W. Colmery Veterans Edu-
cational Assistance Act of 2017 (Public Law
115-48) is amended to read as follows:

*(B) SPECIAL APPLICATION.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—With respect to courses
and programs of education discontinued as
described in section 3699 of title 38, United
States Code, as added by subsection (a)(1),
during the period beginning January 1, 2015,
and ending on the date of the enactment of
this Act, an individual described in clause
(ii) who does not transfer credits from such
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program of education shall be deemed to be
an individual who did not receive such cred-
its, as described in subsection (b)(2) of such
section, except that the period for which
such individual’s entitlement is not charged
shall be the entire period of the individual’s
enrollment in the program of education. In
carrying out this subparagraph, the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, in consultation
with the Secretary of Education, shall estab-
lish procedures to determine whether the in-
dividual transferred credits to a comparable
course or program of education.

‘(ii) INDIVIDUAL DESCRIBED.—An individual
described in this clause is an individual who
is enrolled in a course or program of edu-
cation discontinued as described in clause (i)
during the period beginning on the date that
is 120 days before the date of such dis-
continuance and ending on the date of such
discontinuance.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. WALZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3819, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Expiring Authorities Act
of 2017.

H.R. 3819 would extend a number of
authorities impacting veterans’ bene-
fits, health, and homeless programs.
Swift passage of this legislation today
would ensure that many programs that
veterans, their caregivers, dependents,
and survivors rely on continue. We
must continue these programs.

Mr. Speaker, the programs include
nursing home care, support services for
caregivers, transportation, child care
assistance, adaptive sports programs,
and housing and home loan services, to
name just a few. So important. Again,
these are not new programs, but they
are so very important to our true he-
roes.

The costs associated with them have
been assumed in the House-passed ap-
propriations bill for fiscal year 2018 and
2019 advance appropriation.

One program that has been extended
for just b additional months, until Jan-
uary 6, 2018, is the assisted living pilot
program for veterans with traumatic
brain injury. That short extension
would allow extra time for the VA to
fully transition the veterans currently
participating in that program into
other existing programs more suitable
for their ongoing support and rehabili-
tation.

H.R. 3819 would also make a number
of technical corrections to the Harry
W. Colmery Veterans Educational As-
sistance Act of 2017.

This bill was drafted by and has full
bipartisan support of both the majority
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and the minority Veterans’ Affairs
Committee members of the House and
the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to join me in supporting H.R. 3819
today, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3819, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Expiring Authorities Act
of 2017. I want to thank the gentleman
from Florida for his hard work on this,
as the entire committee did.

H.R. 3819, as the gentleman said,
makes sure that some of the vital pro-
grams we have in place to provide for
our veterans continue past the end of
the fiscal year and continue to help our
veterans.

Included in this bill are provisions re-
lated to their healthcare, their bene-
fits, homeless veterans, and other re-
lated issues.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support
extending programs related to the sup-
port for caregivers, childcare for cer-
tain veterans receiving healthcare, and
the pilot program on counseling in re-
treat settings for women veterans
newly separated from service.

It also has provisions to extend the
authority related to rehabilitation and
vocational benefits to members of our
Armed Forces with severe injuries or
illnesses, homeless veterans reintegra-
tion programs, homeless women vet-
erans, and homeless veterans with chil-
dren, and providing housing assistance
and counseling to homeless and at-risk
veterans.

Also included are extensions of au-
thority for programs to help disabled
veterans as well as authority to enter
into agreements with the National
Academy of Sciences to review the re-
search on links between diseases and
dioxin exposure. This is a critical step
in creating any new Agent Orange pre-
sumptions that still may be there.
Both of these provisions are critical in
helping our aging Vietnam veterans as
well, as we move forward.

The final section contains, as the
gentleman said, a technical fix to the
Forever GI Bill, an important piece of
legislation once again crafted in a bi-
partisan manner with the help of our
veterans service organizations and
passed earlier this year. The correction
will simply help make VA implement
the law correctly, and all sides agree it
must become law as quickly as pos-
sible.

Mr. Speaker, in short, this bill that
both the majority and the minority
support, we all agree it must be signed
into law as soon as possible.

Mr. Speaker, with that, I urge my
fellow Members to support its passage,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

O 1745

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MAST), a true American hero
and a combat veteran.
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Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my colleague from Florida for
the time.

Without action from Congress, the
authority for the VA Secretary to
carry out many essential activities
that are critical to helping our vet-
erans will expire.

I get my healthcare from the VA. I
get it alongside a great number of my
best friends in life, and I can tell you,
my favorite part about going to the VA
in West Palm Beach, Florida, is when I
meet one of my fellow veterans in the
lobby. It might be a veteran from
World War II, Korea, Vietnam, the Gulf
war, Iraq, or Afghanistan, and the first
thing that we do with one another is
we jab at one another about the dif-
ferent branch that the other person
served in: Army, Navy, Marines, Air
Force, Coast Guard. But after that, it
gets back to the very serious work that
we are all at the VA to have completed.

The heroic men and women that I
have had the honor of fighting along-
side have earned—they have earned;
that is the most important word, they
have earned—the very best care that
our country has to offer. But without
this immediate action from Congress,
veterans could lose those benefits—
healthcare, support for the homeless,
and many other provisions—and this is
absolutely unacceptable.

This bill, the Department of Veterans
Affairs Expiring Authorities Act of
2017, does everything that was already
mentioned, which is extremely impor-
tant. It extends the number of expiring
authorities to include nursing home
support, support for our -caregivers,
support for transportation, childcare
assistance, adaptive sports programs,
housing and home loan services.

This legislation also makes some im-
portant technical changes that will aid
the VA’s implementation of the For-
ever GI Bill, a critical priority for en-
suring that as many veterans as pos-
sible can use that important program.

This is the definition of must-pass
legislation. I urge my colleagues to
pass this commonsense legislation.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Florida for his strong
words, for his commitment and service
to this country, and I appreciate his
support on this piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
TAKANO), my good friend, the vice
ranking member of the full Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to support H.R. 3819, which reau-
thorizes several essential veterans’ pro-
grams that support the men and
women who have served our Nation.
These programs include assistance and
support services for caregivers who so
often make profound sacrifices to sup-
port their loved ones, grants to our
vital veterans service organizations so
they can continue providing transpor-
tation for rural veterans to help con-
nect them with the services they need,
and programs to reintegrate homeless
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veterans which offer opportunities for
meaningful employment and address
the complex challenges they face.

This bill reauthorizes specialized
counseling for women veterans. This is
particularly important in light of the
stunning VA report released this
month which showed that female vet-
erans are six times more likely to die
by suicide than any other women.

These programs are fundamental to
the well-being of our veterans and their
families, and they are a reflection of
our gratitude to those who serve.

In addition, this legislation makes
important technical changes that will
allow us to follow through on the
promises of the new GI Bill, which we
passed unanimously earlier this year.
Specifically, H.R. 3819 allows us to cor-
rect the perverse incentives that dis-
courage veterans from attending local
community colleges and universities,
which is a provision I worked on with
my Republican colleague, Congressman
PAUL COOK.

It also allows for the restoration of
benefits for veterans left stranded by
the abrupt closure of for-profit col-
leges, which I championed with Repub-
lican LUKE MESSER.

After the closures of ITT Tech and
Corinthian Colleges, student veterans
in my district and across the country
were left with nontransferable credits,
depleted benefits, and none of the job
opportunities that they were promised.
By restoring their tuition and housing
benefits, we are restoring a measure of
justice for these veterans and restoring
their opportunity to get the education
they deserve and earned.

Taken together, the reauthorization
of vital programs and the technical
fixes included in this bill should earn
the support of every Member.

I want to thank Chairman ROE,
Ranking Member WALZ, and my col-
leagues on the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee for ensuring that veterans can
continue to rely on these critical pro-
grams, and I am once again grateful for
the bipartisanship that has defined our
work on behalf of America’s veterans.

In closing, I want to note that yes-
terday was Gold Star Mothers and
Families Day, and while today we are
taking action to support our veterans,
we must also remember the men and
women who never made it home.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly encourage all
of my colleagues to support this must-
pass legislation.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. HIGGINS), who is also a
member of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee.

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Expiring
Authorities Act. This much-needed leg-
islation will drastically increase access
to healthcare and support services for
our veterans.

Most importantly, this bill will help
ensure continued access to proven pro-
grams to address veterans’ homeless-
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ness, healthcare, and benefits. It also
includes provisions to assist veteran
caregivers, husbands, wives, parents,
and children of veterans who right-
eously dedicate themselves to the care
of their loved ones.

Veterans and their families have
made the ultimate sacrifice for our
country, and we must uphold our prom-
ises to them. For too long, Congress
has ignored the needs of today’s vet-
eran population. It is past time we
focus on supporting our veterans, no
matter when they served. The Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Expiring Au-
thorities Act addresses the priorities of
today’s population and ensures that
the money follows the veterans.

As a member of the House Veterans’
Affairs Committee and a cosponsor of
several of the stand-alone bills in-
cluded in this package, I am proud to
see the committee and the House of
Representatives come together on be-
half of these patriotic Americans who
risked their lives for our safety.

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

I want to thank the gentleman from
Louisiana for his support and work on
the committee.

Once again, the old saying is you
shouldn’t get a pat on the back for
what you are supposed to do; but
around here, it is harder than you
might think, and I am incredibly grate-
ful and proud.

I want to thank the majority staff
for their work on this piece of legisla-
tion, always including the minority
staff, always including us in decisions,
so that when we get to the floor, we
bring a piece of bipartisan legislation
that we can all support. It is must-pass
legislation, and that is why it will pass
today.

I thank the gentleman from Florida
for his continued leadership. We have
been on this committee for over a dec-
ade together, and it seems like it is al-
ways that way, so I am grateful for
that, grateful we are able to move this
forward.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
3819.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Minnesota
for his leadership and working in a bi-
partisan fashion always, and we always
put our veterans first, so I appreciate
that very much.

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support this legislation,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 3819.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 54 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
O 1830

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WOMACK) at 6 o’clock and
30 minutes p.m.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2824, INCREASING OPPOR-
TUNITY AND SUCCESS FOR CHIL-
DREN AND PARENTS THROUGH
EVIDENCE-BASED HOME VIS-
ITING ACT; PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H.R. 2792, CON-
TROL UNLAWFUL FUGITIVE FEL-
ONS ACT OF 2017, AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. BURGESS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 115-331) on the resolution (H.
Res. 533) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 2824) to amend title V of
the Social Security Act to extend the
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program; providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2792) to
amend the Social Security Act to
make certain revisions to provisions
limiting payment of benefits to fugi-
tive felons under titles II, VIII, and
XVI of the Social Security Act; and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 3823, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 2061, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

————

DISASTER TAX RELIEF AND AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY EXTENSION
ACT OF 2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3823) to amend title 49,
United States Code, to extend author-
izations for the airport improvement
program, to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund, to provide

ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the motion offered by
gentleman from Florida
CURBELO) that the House suspend the

the

rules and pass the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 245, nays

171, not voting 17, as follows:

Allen
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Banks (IN)
Barletta
Barr

Barton
Bera
Bergman
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum

Bost

Brady (TX)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carbajal
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Connolly
Cook

Costa
Costello (PA)
Cramer
Crawford
Crist
Cuellar
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Dayvis, Rodney
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donovan
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Emmer
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gonzalez (TX)
Goodlatte
Gosar

[Roll No. 530]
YEAS—245

Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Guthrie
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)
Hill
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kihuen
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
Lawson (FL)
Lewis (MN)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
MacArthur
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie
Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)

Newhouse
Noem
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Paulsen
Pearce
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pittenger
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (SC)
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Rosen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Royce (CA)
Ruiz
Russell
Rutherford
Schneider
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Shea-Porter
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smucker
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Suozzi
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack

The

(Mr.
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disaster tax relief, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were

H7473

Woodall Yoho Young (IA)
Yoder Young (AK) Zeldin
NAYS—171
Abraham Foster Norcross
Adams Frankel (FL) O’Rourke
Aguilar Gallego Pallone
Amash Garamendi Panetta
Barragan Gomez Pascrell
Bass Gottheimer Payne
Beatty Graves (LA) Pelosi
Beyer Grijalva Perlmutter
Bishop (GA) Groppman Pingree
Blumenauer Gutierrez Pocan
Bonamici Hastings Polis
Boyle, Brendan chk Price (NC)

F. H%ggms (NY) Quigley
Brady (PA) Himes Raskin
Brown (MD) Hoyer Rice (NY)
Brownley ()  Huffman Richmond

' yape, Roybal-Allard
Butterfield Jeffries Ruppersherger
Capuano Johnson (GA) Rush
Cardenas Johnson, E. B. R (OH)
Carson (IN) Jones Syan

. anchez
Cartwright Kaptur

X Sanford
Castor (FL) Keating Sarbanes
Castro (TX) Kelly (IL) Schakowsky
Chu, Judy Kennedy R

P Schiff
Cicilline Khanna Schrader
Clark (MA) Kildee
Clarke (NY) Kilmer Scott (VA)
Clay Kind Scott, David
Cleaver Krishnamoorthi Sensenbrenner
Clyburn Langevin Serrano
Cohen Larsen (WA) Sewell (AL)
Conyers Larson (CT) Sherman
Cooper Lawrence Sires
Correa Lee Slaughter
Courtney Levin Smith (WA)
Crowley Lewis (GA) Soto
Cummings Lieu, Ted Speier
Davis (CA) Lofgren Swalwell (CA)
Davis, Danny Lowenthal Takano
DeFazio Lowey Thompson (CA)
DeGette Lujan Grisham, gltompson (MS)
Delaney M. 1vus
DeLauro Lujan, Ben Ray  Tonko
DelBene Lynch Torres
Demings Maloney, Tsongas
DeSaulnier Carolyn B. Vargas
Deutch Matsui Veasey
Dingell McCollum Vela
Doggett McEachin Velazquez
Doyle, Michael McGovern Visclosky

F. McNerney Walz
Ellison Meeks Wasserman
Engel Meng Schultz
Eshoo Moore Waters, Maxine
Espaillat Moulton Watson Coleman
Estes (KS) Nadler Welch
Esty (CT) Neal Wilson (FL)
Evans Nolan Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—17
Aderholt Fudge Rohrabacher
Bishop (MI) Gabbard Ros-Lehtinen
Blunt Rochester  Granger Scalise
Bridenstine Hanabusa Shimkus
Duffy Johnson, Sam Tiberi
Flores Napolitano

O 1852

Ms. BASS and Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia changed their vote from ‘‘yea’”

to ‘“‘nay.”

Ms. JACKSON LEE and Mr. COSTA

changed their vote from

“yea.”

4<nayaa to

So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative) the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———

NORTH KOREAN HUMAN RIGHTS
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2017

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2061) to reauthorize the North
Korean Human Rights Act of 2004, and
for other purposes, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the

rules and pass the bill, as amended.

This is a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 415, nays 0,

not voting 18, as follows:

Abraham
Adams
Aguilar
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Banks (IN)
Barletta
Barr
Barragan
Barton
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Bergman
Beyer
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blum
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Bost
Boyle, Brendan
F.

Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brat
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burgess
Bustos
Butterfield
Byrne
Calvert
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman
Cohen

Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Comstock
Conaway
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Cramer

[Roll No. 531]

YEAS—415

Crawford
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Curbelo (FL)
Davidson
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
Denham
Dent
DeSantis
DeSaulnier
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Donovan
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Dunn
Ellison
Emmer
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Estes (KS)
Esty (CT)
Evans
Farenthold
Faso
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frankel (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gohmert
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gottheimer
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Grothman
Guthrie
Gutiérrez
Handel
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings
Heck
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Higgins (LA)

Higgins (NY)
Hill
Himes
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hoyer
Hudson
Huffman
Huizenga
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Knight
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Kustoff (TN)
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (MN)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Marshall
Massie

The

Mast
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Neal
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Norman
Nunes
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Posey

Aderholt

Blunt Rochester
Bridenstine
Delaney

Duffy

Flores

Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Richmond
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney, Francis
Rooney, Thomas
J.
Rosen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce (CA)
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Russell
Rutherford
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sanford
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)

Smucker
Soto
Speier
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Trott
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

NOT VOTING—18

Fudge
Gabbard
Granger
Griffith
Hanabusa
Johnson, Sam

[ 1859

Napolitano
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Scalise
Shimkus
Tiberi

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

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

————————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1865

Mr. MCNERNEY. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to remove my-
self from cosponsorship of H.R. 1865.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. CHE-
NEY). Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2299

Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove Rep-
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resentative CARLOS
sponsor of H.R. 2299.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?
There was no objection.

———

PERIPHERAL ARTERY DISEASE
MONTH

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, Sep-
tember is Peripheral Artery Disease—
or PAD—Awareness Month. PAD is a
vascular disease that impacts as many
as 18 million Americans.

Narrowed arteries reduce blood flow
to your limbs, like your legs, and in
very serious cases leads to amputation,
which dramatically alters a patient’s
life and significantly increases
healthcare costs.

There are 180,000 amputations per-
formed in the United States every
year, and too many of them are unnec-
essary. More than 30 percent of pa-
tients who experienced an amputation
had no arterial testing before their
limb was removed. Studies have shown
that diagnosing and treating patients
with PAD with early intervention is di-
rectly associated with lower rates of
amputation.

By supporting screening for at-risk
populations and promoting multidisci-
plinary care with arterial testing, we
can prevent amputation. It will im-
prove lives, reduce patient mortality,
and save Dbillions of dollars in
healthcare spending.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
to learn more about the impact of PAD
and recognize the need for a com-
prehensive strategy to eliminate non-
traumatic amputations.

————

SENATE MUST REJECT THE
GRAHAM-CASSIDY BILL

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

Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. Madam
Speaker, once again, Senate Repub-
licans are trying to pass a healthcare
bill without serious hearings or a prop-
er CBO score. But the process is not
the only issue with this proposed legis-
lation.

The Graham-Cassidy bill would allow
States to end critical consumer protec-
tions established in law by the Afford-
able Care Act. These protections en-
sure that patients with preexisting
conditions can access affordable cov-
erage and won’t face lifetime caps that
force families to choose between life-
saving care and bankruptcy.

Regardless of whether you receive in-
surance through your employer or the
individual market, this bill, the Gra-
ham-Cassidy bill, endangers access to
quality, affordable health coverage for
every American.

CURBELO as a CoO-
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Senators have proposed changes to
this bill, but they cannot change the
underlying fact that it would be uncon-
scionable to rip healthcare away from
more than 32 million Americans. I im-
plore the Senate to reject this legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to work
in a bipartisan manner to reduce costs
and expand coverage.

——

TEXAS COACHES FIGHT
HURRICANE HARVEY

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
undaunted by the massive 50 inches of
hammering rains and devastation of
Hurricane Harvey, Texans quickly vol-
unteered to help other water-soaked
neighbors.

Bay City High School Secretary
Linda Leissner was manning the city’s
emergency operations call center when
she realized the city needed school
buses and drivers to help in the rescue
because of Harvey’s quickly rising
floodwaters, so she called the coaches.
The coaches quickly manned the high
school’s buses, and in the torrential
rain they began rescuing and evacu-
ating residents of the town, including
some of their very own students.

One of the coaches, Nathan Janak,
put it best: ‘It was just people helping
people. It was one of the greatest dis-
plays of human kindness I have ever
seen.”’

Madam Speaker, stories like this
make us Texas Proud and give us the
determination to recover from one of
the worst natural disasters in U.S. his-
tory. Harvey will not defeat us. As we
say, ‘“‘Don’t mess with Texas.”

And that is just the way it is.

———————

VIRGINIA INSTITUTE FOR
PASTORAL CARE

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

Mr. MCEACHIN. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in celebration of the 50th an-
niversary of the Virginia Institute for
Pastoral Care, also known as VIPCare.

In 1967, 12 concerned citizens founded
VIPCare and built a unique, unprece-
dented organization that continues to
serve our community, and several Vir-
ginians, today.

VIPCare is a not-for-profit, interfaith
institution that provides marriage,
family, and substance abuse coun-
seling, as well as training and support
for the clergy. They are the oldest pas-
toral counseling center in the United
States.

VIPCare proudly serves more than
900 children, teenagers, adults, older
Americans, families, and couples every
year at their two locations in Rich-
mond and the six other locations
throughout Virginia. VIPCare does not
turn people away, regardless of the
cost. For 50 years, they have provided
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thousands with a community space for
compassion, hope, and comfort.

Madam Speaker, today, and every
day, I am so proud of VIPCare and the
work they do to care for Virginians.

————
RECOGNIZING ELLIOTT ROOT

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

Ms. TENNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a constituent from
the 22nd District of New York, Elliott
Root.

Elliott was born with a single left
ventricle and has prevailed over tre-
mendous odds in his short life. At the
young age of 10 years old, Elliott will
undergo his fifth open-heart surgery
this week.

Today, I wear the Red Balloon pin in
honor of Elliott’s courage and
strength. Throughout the Red Balloon
Campaign, Elliott and his mother,
Amy, have worked tirelessly to raise
awareness and create an atmosphere of
connectivity for all impacted by heart
defects.

Congenital heart defects are the most
prevalent birth defect, affecting 1 in 100
newborns, leading to the death of more
children each year than all forms of pe-
diatric cancer combined. Despite these
staggering statistics, congenital heart
defects continue to be underrecognized
and underfunded.

Our thoughts and prayers are with
Elliott and his entire family as he un-
dergoes his fifth open-heart surgery.
Elliott’s enduring spirit and bravery
are an inspiration to all of us. Please
join me in celebrating the life of this
courageous young man.

—————

REPUBLICANS SHOULD WORK
WITH DEMOCRATS TO CREATE
BETTER HEALTHCARE

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

Mrs. BEATTY. Madam Speaker, I
come to the floor today to express my
opposition to the newest TrumpCare
bill that will result in 21 million fewer
Americans having healthcare insur-
ance.

Once again, Senate Republicans, like
House Republicans, are rushing to pass
a hurtful bill that every major
healthcare group, from the American
Medical Association to Kaiser, is op-
posing.

The latest heartless version of
TrumpCare is no different than the pre-
vious plans because it still leaves many
in the cold. As the old saying goes, it is
like putting lipstick on a pig, as the
bill still allows States to eliminate es-
sential healthcare benefits like ER vis-
its, preventative screenings, and pre-
scription drug coverage.

This misguided plan also guts Med-
icaid, at a loss of $4 billion in Federal
funds to Ohio—my State—and allows
insurers to charge seniors and people
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with preexisting health conditions
more money for less coverage.

Now it is time to stand together and
hold strong with Senator JOHN MCCAIN
and the Governors of Ohio, Nevada, and
other States. Republicans should work
with Democrats to create a better deal,
better jobs, better healthcare, and a
better future for all Americans.

CONGRATULATING ABBOTT HIGH
SCHOOL BASEBALL TEAM

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. Madam Speaker,
today, I would like to recognize and
congratulate the Abbott High School
baseball team on being this year’s Divi-
sion 1A State champions.

Located in Abbott, Texas, this small
town high school has defied the odds.
Since opening its doors in 1886, this is
the first time the baseball program has
earned the title of State champions.

Just last week, I visited the Pan-
thers, as well as Principal Pustejovsky
and Head Coach Crawford. It was an
honor to meet them and these young
Americans and be able to congratulate
them on a hard-earned victory.

As a former baseball player myself, it
is inspiring to watch a new wave of stu-
dents become interested in America’s
favorite pastime. These boys are bright
and eager to do their best by giving 110
percent at all times, and that is the
kind of spirit we need in this country.

In a time when we are finally recov-
ering from the last 8 years of turmoil,
kids like these are exactly the driving
force behind what will make this coun-
try great again.

Madam Speaker, as long as I am up
here in Washington, I am committed to
continuing to fight for our Nation’s fu-
ture generations.

I am proud to represent the black
and gold in the 25th Congressional Dis-
trict of Texas, and I look forward to
watching their baseball careers unfold.

And, remember, keep your head over
the plate, swing as hard as you can,
and always look fastball.

In God we trust.

————
O 1915

HELEN HUYNH FIGHTING
LEUKEMIA

(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, people across the Nation and
around the world heard the heart-
wrenching story of my constituent,
Helen Huynh.

Helen is bravely fighting leukemia.
She desperately needs a stem cell
transplant, which requires a compat-
ible match. Helen’s sister, Thuy, is a
100 percent match, but she lives in
Vietnam. She has been denied a visa to
come to the United States for this po-
tentially lifesaving procedure. She has
been denied now three times.
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This is outrageous, and I am doing
everything I can to make sure this
wrong is corrected. Mark my words: it
will be corrected. I am working with
Helen’s family, the State Department,
and the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to make sure that we are success-
ful in bringing Thuy to Helen as soon
as possible.

——

PAYING TRIBUTE TO CORPORAL
DANIEL FRANCIS KELLY

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

Mr. ROTHFUS. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to pay tribute to Corporal
Daniel Francis Kelly, who, after being
listed as missing in action in Korea for
67 years, is finally home.

Danny was the youngest of nine boys
of Irene and John Kelly from Pitts-
burgh’s north side. Seven of his eight
brothers served in World War II, one of
whom was Medal of Honor recipient
Chuck ‘‘Commando’ Kelly. Danny idol-
ized Chuck and wanted to be a war hero
just like him.

With Chuck’s help, Danny enlisted in
the Army in 1950, at the age of 17. By
November of that year, as part of the
9th Infantry Regiment, 2nd Infantry
Division, he found himself at the Bat-
tle of Ch’ongch’on River, where he was
captured on November 26. It is believed
he died at the POW camp known as
“Death Valley’’ in March 1951.

Corporal Kelly, this week, your coun-
try gives you the funeral with military
honors you have long deserved. Like
your brother Chuck, you are a hero. A
grateful nation says ‘‘thank you.”

Eternal rest grant unto him, O Lord,
and let perpetual light shine upon him.

——————

COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTER
FUNDING

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

Mr. TAKANO. Madam Speaker, I rise
to remind my colleagues that we have
just 4 days to authorize mandatory
funding for our Nation’s Community
Health Centers.

If Congress fails to act before Sep-
tember 30, the Community Health Cen-
ter program will suffer a 70 percent cut
to its funding. Our constituents and
our economy will suffer the con-
sequences.

Without this funding, an estimated
2,800 health center facilities will be
forced to close, 51,000 medical profes-
sionals will lose their jobs, and 9 mil-
lion patients will lose access to the
care they rely on.

The critical role Community Health
Centers have in serving patients is be-
yond dispute, and it should be beyond
partisanship.

While our Senate colleagues are
scrambling to meet a self-imposed
deadline, they are ignoring real dead-
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lines that we must meet. We must fund
these health centers this week, or we
will be responsible for the economic
and human cost of our inaction.

———

THANKING THE SEATTLE
SEAHAWKS

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

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to thank my home team, the
Seattle Seahawks, for joining nearly
200 NFL players across the country
who exercised their First Amendment
right to protest during the national an-
them. I fully support their right to do
s0.

These players used their platform to
draw attention to the racial and social
injustices of our time and to condemn
the racism and divisive rhetoric com-
ing from President Trump.

Athletes practice unity in a way that
few others do, coming from every walk
of life and pulling together to model
unity every single game.

Let us be very clear: these protests
are not about disrespecting the flag or
our country’s brave men and women in
uniform. They are about the oppression
of people of color, the number of black
men gunned down by police, and the
school-to-prison pipeline. These pro-
tests are about speaking out about un-
acceptable behavior and rhetoric and
fighting for justice.

I thank our players and the
Seahawks for addressing these issues
with unity, compassion, and truth. I
thank Colin Kaepernick for starting
this important conversation.

——————

STANDING WITH DACA
RECIPIENTS

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

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker,
September 5, 2017: that is a day that
will forever be ingrained in the minds
of immigrants and DREAMers as the
day that Donald Trump crossed a
moral line.

The President is playing hot potato
with a group of young people who, like
me, came to this country ‘‘with heart,”
“‘con corazon;”’ ‘“with humility,” ‘“‘con
humildad;” and ‘“‘with a desire to do
more,” ‘‘con el deseo de hacer mas.”

DREAMers are “fighters,”
“luchadores.” They are fighters, and so
we will not rest until the Dream Act is
the law of the land and until DREAM-
ers and their parents can go to sleep
without the fear of ICE knocking on
their door and showing up in their
place of worship, school, or at a hos-
pital.

To my colleagues, we urge you to
stand with us, stand with 800,000 DACA
recipients, and stand with their par-
ents in passing the Dream Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
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gaging in personalities toward the
President.

HURRICANE-RIDDEN PLACES

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. In hurricane-rid-
den places, DREAMers are extraor-
dinarily scared for their families, for
the ability to recover from damages;
and I see it every day.

It is imperative that Republicans
sign this bill to save and protect our
DREAMers, who are, in fact, Ameri-
cans. Do it for all of those who are suf-
fering.

Then, Madam Speaker, let me ex-
plain to you that FEMA needs to ad-
dress the poverty of my constituents,
individuals who are calling me in their
apartments when their 84-year-old
mother and themselves have lost ev-
erything, and they cannot get a FEMA
inspector to that apartment.

I will be addressing this with FEMA
Director Brock Long, but we cannot go
this route. People are still in uninhab-
itable housing. Over the weekend, sen-
iors were evicted from their housing
with no place to go.

I am engaged with our public housing
authority, but we have got to have a
system that is orderly for those who
are living in uninhabitable housing.
And, FEMA, you have got to enhance
the inspectors. These people are wait-
ing for over a month for you to come to
their apartment or home to inspect, be-
cause they have no resources at all,
and they are depending upon the FEMA
dollars based upon your inspection for
the loss of personal items.

The hurricane is still on for my
friends in Puerto Rico and Florida and
the Virgin Islands and Texas.

——
REPUBLICANS NEED TO JOIN
DEMOCRATS IN BIPARTISAN
LEGISLATION

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

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I asso-
ciate myself with the concerns ex-
pressed by Congresswoman JACKSON
LEE about those who have been af-
fected by the hurricanes. They need
not only our compassion but our help
as soon as possible. I thank Congress-
woman JACKSON LEE for her leadership.

I also associate myself with the re-
marks of others who have talked about
the discharge petition here. This dis-
charge petition will not only discharge
a bill, it will discharge the realization
of hopes and dreams and aspirations of
so0 many hundreds of thousands of
young people in our country.

Just to put it in historic perspective,
we did pass a Dream Act in 2010, in the
House of Representatives. We couldn’t
pass it in the Senate, because it re-
quired 60 votes, but it did receive a ma-
jority of the vote in the Senate.

President Obama, as people know,
issued an executive order. President
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Trump has rescinded that, but he said
he would sign the Dream Act if it came
to his desk. So we are asking our Re-
publican colleagues to join us in this
bipartisan legislation.

Just to put it in historical perspec-
tive, the President said: I can’t act.
Congress must act.

But even when Congress acted, Presi-
dent Reagan said: You didn’t go far
enough.

So he instituted a Family Fairness
initiative, which protected many more
people than Congress did. President
George Herbert Walker Bush continued
that leadership and that courage, as
did President Clinton; President
George W. Bush, one of the best Presi-
dents we have ever had in terms of his
advocacy for newcomers to our coun-
try, realizing that they make America
more American by invigorating our
country with hope, aspirations, and
dreams; and President Obama, of
course, a great President in this regard
as well.

So this is the first President we have
had who has put doubt as to whether
we respect the contribution of new-
comers to our country.

He has said he would sign this bill.
We trust his word. We just need our Re-
publican colleagues to join in the dis-
charge petition, and to appeal to the
Speaker, with or without a discharge
petition, take the initiative, take the
lead, make America more American by
unleashing the power and the patriot-
ism of our DREAMers.

———

WE MUST CONTINUE TO ROOT OUT
RACISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. EVANS) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. EVANS. Madam Speaker, it is
with great honor that I rise today to
anchor tonight’s CBC Special Order
hour.

I first want to thank the coanchors,
Representative VEASEY and Delegate
STACEY PLASKETT, for their work on
coanchoring the Special Order hour for
the caucus.

Our thoughts and our prayers are
with those in the Virgin Islands, Puer-
to Rico, the Caribbean, as well as those
in Louisiana, Texas, and Florida, and
others who have been impacted by the
devastating hurricanes. We also pray
for our brothers and sisters in Mexico,
who are recovering and rehabilitating
after the devastating earthquake that
rocked their country. We encourage all
to do what they can do to help our
brothers and our sisters.

Tonight, we are here to talk about
how we must continue to root out rac-
ism. We are here to talk about how we
should bring our neighborhoods, our
Nation, together and not drive Ameri-
cans apart.

What took place in Charlottesville,
and the dialogue with the NFL players,
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the NBA players, President Trump con-
tinues to highlight how our President
does not seem to understand what is at
stake and how his actions are under-
mining the strength and the stability
of our neighborhoods.

You have heard me say, as I have
said it again and again two summers
ago when speaking to members of an
African-American community at a
rally in Philadelphia, President Trump
says: ‘“What do you have to lose?”’

He actually said: ‘“What the hell do
you have to lose?”’

That is right. What do you have to
lose? Everything, Mr. President. We
have everything to lose: good schools
for our children, safe neighborhoods,
reliable healthcare, quality jobs, peace
of mind, and that the next generation
will be better off.

President Trump has been in office
for almost 250 days, and all we have to
show for it is division, division, divi-
sion. He has divided our country in
ways we didn’t even think we wanted
to acknowledge are still happening in
2017.

For the next 60 minutes, we have a
chance to speak directly to the Amer-
ican people on issues of great impor-
tance to the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, the Congress, and the constituents
we represent.

Madam Speaker, I would like to yield
to the chairman of the Congressional
Black Caucus, the Honorable CEDRIC
RICHMOND from the Second Congres-
sional District of Louisiana.

Mr. RICHMOND. Madam Speaker, 1
want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, Congressman EVANS, for
leading this Special Order and for
yielding to me, especially on a matter
this important.

As I reflect on the last 200 or so days
in this country, I am saddened.

[ 1930

The truth of the matter is I always
thought this country was better than
this. I thought that we had so many
people, not just African Americans, but
we had people of like mind, like Good-
man, Chaney, and Schwerner, who gave
their lives and who sacrificed blood,
sweat, and tears so that this country
could be a more perfect Union, so that
I could go to some of the best schools
in the country, so that I could dream
the impossible dream, so that I could
stand on the floor of this House and
speak my mind, introduce legislation,
but, more importantly, fight for the
ideals that make this country an ex-
ceptional country.

It is so easy for our President and our
colleagues to say America’s excep-
tional. Well, it is, but you have to un-
derstand how it got to be exceptional,
because it didn’t start off that way. In
fact, we came here on boats. We sur-
vived middle passage. We built this
Capitol as free labor. We have given as
much blood, sweat, and tears as any
people in this country.

To see the President of the United
States call people who would walk with

H7477

neo-Nazis and the KKK and white su-
premacists, some of them are fine peo-
ple—but young African-American
males are taking a knee not to dis-
respect our country, but they are tak-
ing a knee because they want a better
future for their sons. They want better
community police interaction. What
they want is that people who are with
the color of law with misconduct
against African-American men and
women, sons and daughters, parents,
grandparents, what they want is a bet-
ter country for them.

They didn’t choose violence. They
chose peaceful protests just like Mar-
tin Luther King. When Dr. King chose
peaceful protests, what the President
doesn’t realize is that the country
wasn’t accepting of his ways either.

“Letter from Birmingham Jail” was
all about Dr. King responding to people
of like mind who shared the cause of
freedom and equality and justice. They
just didn’t like his tactics. And the
question was: We should wait. His let-
ter was addressing people of like mind.

The problem here is I just can’t ad-
dress someone of like mind because I
don’t think that this administration
has the maturity, the sensitivity, or
the understanding, whether it is willful
or unwillful, to understand what is
going on in this country. Instead of
doing the Presidential thing, instead of
doing the right thing and bringing this
country together, I am afraid that this
country is being torn apart at its very
core, and for that I know that we are a
better country.

Let me just say in closing that, in
order for us to move forward in a more
responsible and more perfect fashion, it
is going to take ordinary citizens like
you out there watching us at home, it
is going to take you all standing up
and speaking out. It doesn’t matter if
you are African American or if you are
Hispanic or if you are Black, injustice
is injustice. The words ‘‘no justice, no
peace’ are not a threat. It is that it is
hard to accomplish peace when there is
no justice in the land.

I would just ask that we all come to-
gether and that we not only look at
words, but we look at policies, so when
we now look at the opioid addiction
through a loving mental health med-
ical crisis standpoint, we don’t forget
the young people who were addicted to
crack and who got involved in drugs
back then that we have now decided
that, with opioids, we are going to take
a nurturing approach and with crack
we locked everyone up. We should
come in, take the approach that we are
doing with opioids, which is the exact
correct approach, and we should apply
it to crack, and we should apply it to
all of those millions of people who are
incarcerated for drug crimes.

When you start talking about root
out racism, it has to be in policy, it has
to be in our rhetoric, but it has to be in
our daily lives.

Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, Congress-
man EVANS, for yielding to me.
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Mr. EVANS. Madam Speaker, I would
like to associate myself with the re-
marks of the distinguished chairman of
the Congressional Black Caucus, who,
under his leadership, has clearly dem-
onstrated that he understands and gets
it.

Look at the President’s actions just
this past week. He is involved in an in-
credible, misguided, thoughtless, care-
less Twitter fight with the NFL, the
NBA, and other athletes, while people
in Texas, Florida, Puerto Rico, and the
Virgin Islands need emergency hous-
ing, electricity, clean water, and other
Federal aid.

When Americans think of big things,
they think of the Office of the Presi-
dent of the United States. Let me re-
peat that. When Americans think of
big things, they think of the Office of
the President of the United States.

In these times, Americans—and the
rest of the world, for that matter—
think of the U.S. President as a person
who takes time to think over the great
ideas of the day, works to fix the big-
gest problems and find ways to make
the world come together, no matter the
party, no matter the person.

Madam Speaker, I want to yield to a
gentleman whom I have known for a
long period of time, and I knew his fa-
ther, who was a real leader, and he has
definitely come along and carried that.
As a matter of fact, we are neighbors.
He is from the great Garden State, the
honorable DONALD PAYNE, Jr., of the
Tenth Congressional District.

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, I first
want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, Congressman EVANS, for
hosting tonight’s Special Order Hour
on rooting out racism in the United
States. He has a long history of legisla-
tive accomplishments back in the Key-
stone State and has brought his under-
standing and talents here to the House
of Representatives, and we appreciate
him being a Member of this body.

Before I begin, I also want to let the
Americans in Puerto Rico and the Vir-
gin Islands know that we stand with
them as they rebuild.

Madam Speaker, the First Amend-
ment of the United States Constitution
guarantees to all people in this country
the freedom to speak out against injus-
tice. When Colin Kaepernick took a
knee during the National Anthem last
year, he joined a long list of patriotic
athletes who used their fame to do just
that.

Muhammad Ali was convicted of
draft dodging because he refused to
drop bombs and bullets on Brown peo-
ple in Vietnam while the so-called
Negro people in Louisville, Kentucky,
were treated like dogs.

Jackie Robinson, the great Baseball
Hall of Famer who integrated baseball,
admitted in 1972 that he no longer
could stand and sing the National An-
them.

The First Amendment to the United
States Constitution endows all of us
with the freedom of speech, the free-
dom to speak out our own truths. Mu-
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hammad Ali would not fight an unjust
war; Jackie Robinson would not salute
a flag that he believed symbolized his
oppression; and Colin Kaepernick took
a knee to bring America’s attention to
the fact that Black Americans are
twice as likely as White Americans to
be killed by police officers, to bring at-
tention to the fact that 1 in every 10
Black men in his thirties is in prison or
in jail on any given day, to bring atten-
tion to the statistic that tells us Black
people are twice as likely as White peo-
ple to be in poverty in the wealthiest
country on Earth.

It is easy to keep quiet, to do nothing
in the face of injustice. But just like
the muscles in our bodies, our Con-
stitution will wither if we do not exer-
cise our rights. To speak out against
injustice is to exercise the constitu-
tional right of free speech. What is
more patriotic than exercising the
rights our Nation stands for?

When the President uses his right of
free speech in an attempt to silence
athletes, he is undermining the free-
dom for which patriotic Americans
have fought during our 241-year his-
tory. When the President calls for men
and women to be fired from their jobs
because they dare use their public plat-
form to combat injustice, he fuels the
viciousness he claims that he wants to
despise. As Langston Hughes put it:
“Let America be America again—The
land that has never been yet—And yet
must be—the land where every man is
free.”

Madam Speaker, I talk about the
Constitution because it talks about all
people. There are times where I have
been disappointed and let down by this
Nation not holding up its creed be-
cause, you see, I believe in America,
but I am waiting for that day when all
men are created equal. I am still wait-
ing for that day.

We are here tonight to bring atten-
tion to this matter. We are exercising
our right to free speech, the right that
has been given every American in this
country, supposedly. But if the Presi-
dent of the United States can stand up
somewhere in this country and call a
section of this country, a certain peo-
ple in this country, SOBs, then what
does that say about where we are? This
is the leader of the United States of
America, the land of the free, the home
of the brave. But is it that for every-
one?

We have a ways to go in this country.
Yes, we have come a long way, and
some people will say: Well, you know,
why are you still talking about those
old issues? And, you know, things are
different now and better for you. And,
look, come on, get over it.

And then we see what we have seen
over the last several years with African
Americans constantly getting shot and
there being no ramifications. It tears
at your heart, Madam Speaker, to un-
derstand why, why, in the greatest na-
tion on the face of the Earth, we still
have these situations of such inequity.

So we will continue to raise the issue
until one day this country can live up
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to its creed that all men and women
are created equal and endowed with
certain inalienable rights.

With that, Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for
yielding to me.

Mr. EVANS. Madam Speaker, the
gentleman from New Jersey is spot on,
as usual. He has a very quiet demeanor,
but he is someone who, when he
speaks, is very clear and concise with
his thoughts and his comments. In the
short period of time that I have been
here, I have watched him in action; and
I think when you just heard his com-
ments, you heard that he really under-
stands, as he said, that we all do be-
lieve in America, but we know there is
an awful lot of work to do, and he has
certainly expressed that.

Madam Speaker, professional sports
is a system built on unity and bringing
people together. As civic leaders, we
should take our cue from them. Teams,
coaches, players, spectators, football,
basketball, ice hockey, tennis, they are
all great unifiers in our country. It is
disappointing to see players attacked
in their effort to shed light on inequal-
ity in our neighborhoods.
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We know division and inequality ex-
ists in our neighborhoods. We should be
shining a light, as the gentleman from
New Jersey just did, on how to change
this and make it better.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from the great State of Illi-
nois (Ms. KELLY), someone who I have
watched a great deal, and she just did
a fantastic job over the weekend. I
watched her in action.

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding and I thank him for leading
this important hour tonight.

Madam Speaker, I rise today with my
colleagues in the Congressional Black
Caucus and with Americans from our
great country because it is time to root
out racism.

While racism has, tragically, been a
part of the American story—from
Jamestown to Jim Crow; to the Little
Rock Nine, whose 60th anniversary is
today—in 2017, we are seeing it rise in
new and disturbing ways.

Right now, there is a sham, ‘‘Presi-
dential voting commission,” plotting
to turn back the clock on our voting
rights.

Right now, African Americans live in
fear that they will be stricken down,
unjustly, because of the color of their
skin.

Right now there is an un-American
and unconstitutional Muslim ban pre-
venting families from reuniting.

Right now the Attorney General is
undoing consent decrees and pouring
billions of tax dollars into the for-prof-
it prison industry.

Right now there are rabid racists,
White nationalists, and White su-
premacists that this administration
won’t denounce.
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And right now our President refuses
to blame White supremacists for ra-
cially motivated killings in Charlottes-
ville. The individuals, who inspired this
bigoted violence, he called ‘‘some very
fine people.”

Just this weekend, we saw President
Trump attack athletes for exercising
their First Amendment rights; using
terms like ‘‘you people” and ‘‘those
people” in an effort to further divide
us.

Our Commander in Chief is uniting
those who hate, while ignoring millions
of Americans facing a humanitarian
disaster in Puerto Rico, the Virgin Is-
lands, Florida, and Houston.

Madam Speaker, if we want to root
out racism, we need to start at the top.
Let’s start with this White House.

Racism is a cancer. You don’t ignore
a cancer. You don’t let it fester and
grow. You cut it out. You purge it. You
remove it. That is what we must do
with racism: remove it, stop it before it
grows further and consumes us.

America’s greatest strength has al-
ways been our diversity. It is the
source of our economic innovation that
made us the world’s largest economy.
It is our ability to stand shoulder to
shoulder and face down any threats
that have been made to America, from
the Contrabands and the Red Tails to
Lance Corporal Jose Gutierrez. It is
our ability to see ourselves and our
families in one another that makes
America great. It is our compassion
and belief that we all share a higher
purpose, as Americans, that propels us
to higher heights.

It is our capacity to come together
and break bread, help someone with a
flat tire, even give our own lives for
those of others. These are the things
that make America great, not some
idealized, grayscale image of a
misremembered past.

It is all Americans who make Amer-
ica great, and that greatness comes in
all colors, all genders, all faiths, all
orientations. When we stand together,
we are stronger. When we are divided,
we will fail. That is why it is impera-
tive that we call out racism, decry rac-
ism, and, most importantly, root out
racism.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Illinois, who
was very succinct, and added points
that she needed to. She was very po-
tent in what she just said.

Mr. Speaker, may 1 inquire how
much time is remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COMER). The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has 38 minutes remaining.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from New Jersey
(Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN). She and I had
the chance to travel together during
the summer, and she has been a fan-
tastic friend.

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Congressman EVANS
for giving me an opportunity to speak
and for hosting this Special Order
hour.
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Mr. Speaker, this weekend, behind a
podium adorned by the Seal of the
President of the United States, Donald
Trump, once again, sank even further
in disgrace through remarks that were
attacking peaceful American private
citizens.

It should not be lost on us that when
referencing White supremacy and neo-
Nazism, Donald Trump saw fit to speak
with calculated language, unlike the
phrases he used to describe the Black
men and their mothers who used their
platform to highlight longstanding in-
justices. His behavior continues to
demonstrate that he is unfit to serve as
the leader of this free world, and surely
unfit to represent the American rights
to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap-
piness.

We have witnessed 9 months of dis-
criminatory policies and proposals
emanating from the Trump White
House; bald-faced and bumbling at-
tempts to reverse the progress made
not only by President Obama, but
progress won decades ago, fights that
we thought we had already won, issues
that had already been settled, from a
woman’s right to choose, to environ-
mental protections, to civil rights, to
workplace safety, and beyond.

In January, Donald Trump assumed
the Presidency and made rescinding
the freedoms of people of color, the
poor, and the sick his first priority.

We look at the establishment of the
fraudulent Voter Suppression Commis-
sion; the appointments of Jefferson
Beauregard Sessions, Betsy DeVos, Se-
bastian Gorka, and Stephen Miller, a
group of people whose ideology directly
stands against the advancement of an
equal and more perfect union; his sup-
port for discriminatory voter ID laws;
reinstatement of the failed war on
drugs; attacks on affirmative action at
colleges and universities; rollback of
consent decrees that keep police ac-
countable; the now extended Muslim
ban; the transgender ban in our armed
services; the rollback of our -civil
rights enforcement across Federal
agencies; reinstating the use of private
prisons; refusing to protect Americans
and the Nation from White suprema-
cists; all under the slogan of ‘‘Make
America Great’” under the guise of pa-
triotism.

Make no mistake about it, the world
is imperfect, and a long view of history
shows evil triumphing more often than
we would like.

But here in America, in the space in
which I work, I will continue to stand
with my colleagues here in the Con-
gressional Black Caucus and in the
Chambers of Congress to root out rac-
ism, sexism, bigotry, and hatred be-
cause it cripples this Nation. I will con-
tinue to gather in solidarity with my
brothers and sisters of color, the Mus-
lim and the Jewish communities, the
LGBTQ community, the immigrant
community, and every person that is
targeted by those who seek to divide
us, as this President is doing.

I will take a knee, I will reclaim my
time, I will raise my fist, I will stay
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awake, I will stay alert, and I am ready
to mobilize.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as usual, 1
am speechless as the gentlewoman
gives her comments because she defi-
nitely lets people Kknow where she
stands, and I thank her for her com-
ments.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE),
another person who also is what I con-
sider a wordsmith.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for
leading this Special Order.

Mr. Speaker, in 1971, then-President
Richard Nixon declared the war on

drugs, which he labeled as ‘‘public
enemy number one in the United
States.”

Now, at the time of this declaration,
America’s prisons and jails held fewer
than 200,000 people. Today, that num-
ber sits at over 2 million people. In
fact, the United States incarcerates 25
percent of the world’s prisoners, but we
have only 5 percent of the world’s pop-
ulation.

In fact, shamefully, my State of Wis-
consin has the highest incarceration
rate of African-American men on the
planet Earth.

Now, John Ehrlichman, then-counsel
and Assistant to the President for Do-
mestic Affairs under President Nixon,
admitted, Mr. Speaker, that the war on
drugs was an effort to vilify African-
American leaders and to disrupt the
African-American community; admit-
ted that the war on drugs was con-
trived to diminish the reputation of Af-
rican Americans. Indeed, they were
successful because the burden of this
failed war has fallen overwhelmingly
on African-American communities.

In 2014, African-American adults ac-
counted for just 14 percent of those
who used drugs, but close to one-third
of those who are arrested for drug pos-
session. And although African Ameri-
cans and Whites consume drugs at a
similar rate, African Americans are
significantly more likely to be ar-
rested.

Now, this disproportionate enforce-
ment of drug laws in a nation in which
racial groups use drugs at the same
rate points to one fact, Mr. Speaker. It
can only be explained that race has
played an inappropriate role in law en-
forcement’s priorities and tactics.

It is worth noting that in the face of
the 1980’s crack cocaine epidemic in
Black communities, the public policy
response was incarceration. Here in
2017, in the face of our current opioid
epidemic in predominantly White com-
munities, public officials on both sides
of the aisle have banded together to
pass landmark legislation to provide
drug treatment assistance to those vic-
tims.

In recent years, fortunately, leaders
on both sides of the aisle have found
common ground on the need to reform
our broken criminal justice system.
Stakeholders from the ACLU to the
Koch Institute recognize the crisis of



H7480

overcriminalization in this country
and the need for immediate action.

Both the House and the Senate have
made strides toward the passage of bi-
partisan criminal justice reform in the
114th Congress, but, ultimately, a bill
never made its way to the President.

Now our U.S. Attorney General of the
United States, Jefferson Beauregard
Sessions, a most ardent opponent to bi-
partisan criminal justice reform, sits
there and does not inspire hope that
those fighting to address this obviously
harmful and race-based status quo will
do anything.

And although our President has
dubbed himself the ‘“‘Law and Order
President,” he has not taken the ini-
tiative to end this unfair policy.

Just very briefly before I close, Mr.
Speaker, I want to list three things
that this bipartisan group found would
be helpful:

One, we should eliminate Federal
mandatory minimum sentencing re-
quirements. We should ensure true sen-
tencing parity among crack and co-
caine offenses, and deprioritize non-
violent drug offenders and seek med-
ical treatment.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, as usual,
Congresswoman MOORE really gets to
the point, and I have watched in the
short period of time and knew her on
the State level as we dealt in the legis-
lature.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON), someone
who is very sharp and quick with his
tongue.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman, my friend
from Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, Con-
gressman DWIGHT EVANS, for anchoring
this Special Order hour, the subject of
which is Root Out Racism,
#rootoutracism. It is a sensitive topic,
somewhat uncomfortable for people,
both Black and White, or shall I say
dark-skinned and light-skinned.
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It is an uncomfortable subject, and
no one wants to be accused of being a
racist. It has all kinds of emotional
connotations and negative connota-
tions, as it should. Because what rac-
ism actually is, is a belief, or a doc-
trine that inherent differences among
the various human races determine
cultural or individual achievements,
usually involving the idea that one’s
own race is superior, and has the right
to rule others.

So in other words, what racism is, is
a concept that one believes that their
race is superior to the race of someone
else. And how racism manifests itself
in America, historically, has been that
if you are a racist, you are a White per-
son, and you believe that your race is
superior to that of a dark-skinned per-
son, a Black person. That has been how
racism has unfolded here in America
since the White man came to America.

Of course, when Christopher Colum-
bus, an Anglo-Saxon from Spain, came
to America and discovered America,
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America was populated, at that time,
by what we called the Red man, the In-
dian, a dark-skinned individual—dark-
er than the Anglo-Saxon. And so this
country has a history of mistreating
people severely who are of a different
color than white.

First, it was the Indians. The feeling
was that the European was superior to
the Native American. That is the bot-
tom line. Now, also, on that ship com-
ing over in 1607, landing at Jamestown,
Virginia, were some indentured serv-
ants, some of whom were dark-skinned
people. Racism was not necessarily a
part of slavery, or indentured ser-
vitude, but racism was used to ensure
that the multitudes of dark-skinned
people who were brought over here
from Africa, who outnumbered in the
South the number of Europeans, or
White people there, racism was used to
keep those Black people in their place.

In other words, it was not indentured
servitude. It was racism based on the
subjugation of one group of people, or
one race of people by another race of
people because the race of people doing
the subjugation impressed upon them-
selves and their children that those
dark-skinned people are beneath us.
And so slavery became an institution,
as did racism.

Those ideas of racial superiority still
exist today, but it is so sensitive for
people to talk about the fact that rac-
ism still exists, and even more uncom-
fortable when someone is accused of
being a racist.

What is a racist? A racist is a person
who believes in racism; the doctrine
that the human race is superior, and
that one’s race is superior to that of
another. That is a racist.

The problem is, when we don’t under-
stand that we are racists. Now, some
even say that folks like Black Lives
Matter are racists. But that cannot be
further from the truth because Black
Lives Matter activists are not saying
that Blacks are superior to Whites.
They are, in fact, saying that all lives
are equal; that Black lives matter. So
you can’t call a Black person a racist
when they are not proclaiming their
race to be greater than the White race.
No.

Racism tends to rear its ugly head in
America when White people use it to
preserve their position on top, supe-
rior. And that is what Make America
Great Again was all about. It really
wasn’t make America great again. It
was make America White again. That
is what the message was.

The message was a racist message. It
began 4 or 5 years ago when our Presi-
dent started this rumor that President
Obama was not an American; he was
not one of us; he was from Africa. That
is appealing to the subliminal mes-
saging, that subliminal messaging that
has been implanted in each one of us
since we were born. White folks have
been led to believe that they are supe-
rior.

Now, I am not accusing all White
people of being racists, but I think it is
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a question that all White people have
to ask themselves, whether or not they
harbor feelings of superiority. Because
I do know that when we look at the
mass media, the images that Black
folks get of themselves by looking at
the media are that we are inferior.
That is what is implanted in us.

That is the legacy of slavery, the leg-
acy of racism and slavery, and it has
implanted in our minds that we are in-
ferior. And we have to fight feelings of
inferiority just to feel equal.

White people, on the other hand,
have been implanted with the theory
that they are superior. And so this is
the American society that we live in.
When President Trump, 4 or 5 years
ago, accused President Obama of not
being an American, not being one of us,
and being from Africa, it was code to
provoke the racist instincts in people
who harbor them. And not all White
people harbor that. That is not the
point that I am making.

But the point is, there was an appeal
made to those instincts. That instinct
was further aggravated by the insinu-
ation that President Obama was a Mus-
lim; he is not one of us. It is almost de-
humanizing. And so that was the code
word.

Then, when he descended those steps
at the Trump Tower and said that all
Mexicans were racists and murderers,
that was another appeal to the racist
instincts in people—in White people,
not Black people, not Hispanics, but in
White people.

And so playing the racist game is
what got President Trump elected, bot-
tom line. And so now that he is in of-
fice, we see all kinds of racist policies
coming back to fruition.

My colleagues who have spoken be-
fore me have talked about it: criminal
justice, drugs in society, the prison in-
dustrial complex. They have talked
about it. I am not going to point out or
go over what they have said, but I will
say that racism is alive and well in
America. We will never be able to root
it out until we all have a conversation
with ourselves to ask ourselves, and to
probe our own minds and souls to de-
termine whether or not we feel that we
are superior, whether or not we place
ourselves in line before others just be-
cause that is the way it has always
been, and we want to make America
great again.

It is something that we have to think
about. It is something that we have to
discuss. I, for one, love my fellow man
regardless of color, and I know that
even many people who don’t know that
they are racists love their brothers and
sisters, and so they will at least sit
down and talk. That is what I have to
do as a Black man, is to talk with as
many people of different colors as I can
to show them my humanity, to let
them know that I appreciate their hu-
manity, and that I love them.

Maybe through love, we will be able
to overcome the scourge of racism that
is historical here in America and that
is alive, well, and in living color today.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman because he speaks truth
to power. He does not bite his tongue.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks, and to include any ex-
traneous material in the RECORD on the
subject of this Special Order.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the next
person is a rare blend of poise, grace,
and elegance. In the short period of
time I have had the pleasure working
with her, she has been a gentlewoman,
but she has been a very powerful voice.

Those who watched her in the last
month, she has fought for Hurricane
Harvey funding, but she has also done
her job. She has been extremely sophis-
ticated.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from the great State of Texas
and city of Houston (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania for guiding us and pro-
viding us an opportunity to really
speak from the heart.

I, likewise, want to acknowledge the
chairman of the Congressional Black
Caucus for his leadership as well,
Chairman RICHMOND, and, of course,
Congressman  EVANS, Congressman
VEASEY, and Congresswoman BEATTY,
who are conducting this CBC Special
Order.

I would also like to ask for them to
beg my pardon for I wish to start with
a commentary on those who are suf-
fering and to bring attention to our
friends in the Virgin Islands and in
Puerto Rico.

Before I came on the floor, the cable
news was reporting again the kinds of
vision—or the Kkinds of visions and
scenes that we had in the early stages
of Hurricane Harvey: Come help me;
but also a reminder of those in Katrina
with the big, large sign: Is somebody
going to help me? Now, in Puerto Rico,
where I am understanding in many
parts of Puerto Rico, no government
help has come, probably the same in
St. Croix.

The picture I have here is a picture
in my congressional district where we
were attempting and did rescue about
60 people who were surrounded by
water and certainly concerned, as oth-
ers were, having to flee for their lives
and looking for high ground.

I am going to leave this picture up,
because I would not want my com-
ments going forward to suggest in any
way that we are not concerned about
those who are unhoused in Houston,
Harris County, Port Arthur, Beaumont,
and beyond; of course, in Florida; of
course, in the Virgin Islands; and the
cry for help in Puerto Rico.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

So I want to simply say that we in
the government have to do our job. We
have got to move faster, and we cannot
move by Republican proposals for tax
relief. We have to do this Democrats
and Republicans. Work with us to craft
the kind of language and relief that
will provide these people with imme-
diate housing resources. These are peo-
ple without liability insurance. These
are people in apartments where apart-
ment owners are moving slowly to re-
store their apartments.
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They need cash. They need the dis-
tribution of the millions of dollars that
all of this representation of people rais-
ing money. There needs to be a pool for
housing. We need to give a cash allot-
ment so that someone can get into a
clean apartment or they can begin to
get their items out of the stores—I
don’t want to call names—that you go
and get wood and begin to fix your
homes.

This becomes a race issue. My col-
leagues in the Congressional Black
Caucus are really the ones who are
going to be—along with a bipartisan ef-
fort, and our leader and our whip in the
Democratic Caucus and working with
the Speaker and the whip and the ma-
jority leader, let’s get on with it. They
actually need direct funding.

This is a backdrop of the words that
I want to be able to speak of as I talk
about the tragedy of which brings us to
the floor. Here is another example of
people under water. This is happening
all over in these storm-ravaged places.

Yet we have to come to the floor to
speak about an unnecessary distrac-
tion. While there is a fast-moving tar-
get toward North Korea by the bois-
terous words that have been coming
out of the White House so that we
might enter into an accidental war
with North Korea, all I will say about
that is: I don’t know if the White
House, the Commander in Chief, has
been to the DMZ, but I have. I have
looked a North Korean soldier in the
eye, and that is what our soldiers do
every day on that DMZ standing in the
gap. Boisterous attacking and credu-
lous language only will lead us into an
accidental war.

I further want to indicate that if
there is ever a bill among others that
continues to speak to Americans from
all backgrounds, minorities in par-
ticular, that you are not prepared to
address the healthcare of people who
are in desperate need who have pre-
existing conditions. It is, though well-
meaning, the Graham-Cassidy bill, an-
other false attempt to undermine the
Affordable Care Act.

Having met with health professionals
today, I will tell you: between diabetes,
sickle cell anemia, kidney disease, and
prostate cancer, they cannot afford the
Graham-Cassidy bill.

Get on with it. Support the Afford-
able Care Act, because it becomes a
race issue. The predominant number of
individuals impacted by prostate can-
cer and diabetes are African American.
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So I want to ask: What is going on in
this atmosphere of the Commander in
Chief?

I try to understand it because, from
my perspective, this is dangerous
ground. It is particularly dangerous in
setting the tone on the whole issue of
race in America.

Who is the guiding force of setting
the tone for race in America?

It is, in fact, the leader of this coun-
try. It is disappointing that the words
that were said by the White House, this
President, does not recognize that Afri-
can Americans have been in the United
States military. It does not recognize
that, in fact, we are the most patriotic
group. And in being patriotic, we take
no backseat to the respect we have for
the flag.

I came down to the floor so that I
could be standing behind the flag. My
back is to the flag.

Am I protesting the flag? Am I burn-
ing the flag?

I abhor burning the flag. I abhor the
destruction of the flag. But I respect si-
lent protests.

It bothers me that the one who is so
boisterous would have top advisers and
Cabinet picks that have histories of
prejudice. A person who leads the coun-
try denied responsibility of racist inci-
dents that followed his election.

He launched a travel ban on tar-
geting Muslims. He attacked the Mus-
lim Gold Star parents. He claimed a
judge was biased because he was a
Mexican American. The Justice De-
partment sued his company twice for
not renting to Black people.

This is not a mirage. This is not a
rumor. These are facts. In fact, dis-
crimination against Black people has
been a pattern throughout this leader’s
life. He refused to immediately con-
demn the White supremacists who ad-
vocated for him. He questioned wheth-
er President Barack Obama was born in
the United States not for 1 year, but
year after year after year, to the point
that I was embarrassed for the former
President of the United States, not
him.

He treats racial groups as monoliths.
He trashed Native Americans and en-
couraged the mob anger that resulted
in the wrongful imprisonment of five
young minority boys in the tragedy of
the Central Park rape. They were not
guilty. He took out a full-page ad in
The New York Times wrongly and
asked for their execution, the death
penalty to those who are not guilty. He
condoned the beating of a Black Lives
Matter protester. He called supporters
who beat up a homeless Latino man
passionate. He stereotyped Jews and
shared an anti-Semitic image created
by supremacists.

So now we defend him even more.
Now we suggest that he is playing to
his base, that it is okay, and that there
are people who believe in what he is
saying. There is a percentage of Ameri-
cans who believe that we should not
kneel during the national anthem.
These are nothing but things that rep-
resent democracy. Democracy is living
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and breathing. It is in your heart, your
mind, and your soul. I am an American
because of her values. The national an-
them was written by a man, and we
sing it with pride. But it is not God.
The flag is not God. It is a symbol of
the democracy, the Constitution, and
the freedom of speech that is given.

Let me be very clear: none of those
football players and others desecrated
the flag. They did not spit on it. They
did not burn it. They did not desecrate
it.

So I came tonight to suggest that
there are still two Americas, because it
does not seem that there is any under-
standing of the heroism of people of
color. And I have to talk particularly
about African Americans who served in
the United States military.

Crispus Attucks was an iconic pa-
triot engaging in a protest in 1770. He
was shot by royalist soldiers in the
Boston Massacre.

Does the White House know Crispus
Attucks? Does he know those who have
come through the ages, who fought for
the Union in the Civil War?

Yet, in doing so, the treatment of Af-
rican Americans continued to be das-
tardly violent into the lynchings of the
1900s. Yet we remain patriotic. All we
ask is the doors of opportunity be
opened and that our leaders respect us.

So let me say to those who don’t un-
derstand that the First Amendment
does not in any way define ‘‘do not
stand for”’ or ‘‘do stand for the national
anthem and the flag.”” There is nothing
in the law that indicates that these in-
dividuals are desecrating the flag.

I join with the statements of Com-
missioner Roger Goodell. I join with
the statement of the Texans by Bob
McNair. I join the Seattle statement—
the most potent statement—that talks
about the facts that these individuals
have a right to express themselves.

But I do not join with the President,
who would say: Wouldn’t you love to
see one of these NFL owners, when
somebody disrespects our flag, to say,
Get that son of a B off the field; out; he
is fired; he is fired?

I join with our NFL.

Do you know what you are saying?

You are talking about African-Amer-
ican mothers. You are calling them a
son of a B. You are calling those chil-
dren’s mother—single mothers some-
times; mothers who have fought to
overcome to get their children where
they could be—and these boys—and I'm
going to call them that—who have
gone out to the community and tried
to be of good conscience, you have said
that their mother is a son of a B. That
is racist.

If you don’t understand that that is
racist—as a mom, I come to this floor
and I say to the mothers of those chil-
dren: I love your sons. Thank you to
the NFL and the owners who stood up.
Thank you to those who are not Afri-
can American, who joined with their
fellow brothers on the field and knelt—
not in desecration of the national an-
them, not in desecration of the blood
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that was shed by the soldiers who are
on battlefields; some of them sup-
porting and shouting for those NFL in
terms of the brotherhood.

We will never dishonor our military.
How can we? We are the military. We
are everything. We are integrated into
the American society. We simply ask
for the dignity of respect to not call
our mothers a son of a B. If they
kneel—I heard a young man who is an
NFL player say that he will kneel from
now on, and the only reason he is doing
it is because someone has the lack of
judgment to provoke the situation and
call their mothers a name.

I refuse to accept that as a standard
of leadership for the highest office in
the world. Even if you never under-
stand it, sir, if you think you are play-
ing to your base, if you are not the uni-
fier, then we will continue to stand in
the gap, and racism is going to be
under our foot.

Do you know where else it is going to
be?

It is going to be under our knee be-
cause we in the Congressional Black
Caucus have always stood for what is
right.

There is no basis in the First Amend-
ment that says that you cannot kneel
during the national anthem or in front
of the flag. Congress shall make no law
abridging the freedom of speech or of
press. Prohibition against abridging
freedom of speech applies to Congress
and State and local governments
through the Due Process Clause of the
14th Amendment. Speech may be
abridged in two distinct ways: directly
by regulating content of speech; indi-
rectly by regulating time, manner, and
place.

So you cannot abridge by standing up
with tweets. You cannot abridge with-
out law and regulation. There is no
regulation that says that these young
men cannot stand against the dishon-
oring of their mothers by saying: Fire
the son of a B.

You tell me which of those children’s
mothers are a son of a B. That is rac-
ism. You cannot deny it. You cannot
run from it.

I kneel in honor of them. I kneel in
front of the flag and on this floor. I
kneel in honor of the First Amend-
ment. I kneel because the flag is a sym-
bol for freedom. I kneel because I am
going to stand against racism. I kneel
because I will stand with those young
men, I will stand with our soldiers, and
I will stand with America.

Mr. Speaker, as a senior member of the
House Committees on the Judiciary and
Homeland Security Committee; Ranking Mem-
ber of the Judiciary Subcommittee on Crime,
Terrorism, Homeland Security, and Investiga-
tions, and the Congressional Voting Rights
Caucus, | rise today to express my views re-
garding the President’s most recent racially in-
flammatory statements and actions.

On Election Night the President-Elect
pledged to the nation that he would be a
president to all Americans.

The President has failed spectacularly to
keep that promise and his pledge rings hollow
to tens of millions of Americans.
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Last Friday, in Huntsville, Alabama, a state
that was a capitol of the Confederacy, and the
locus of some many seminal events in Amer-
ican history and the Civil Rights Movement,
that one of his fondest wishes, saying:

Wouldn’t you love to see one of these NFL
owners, when somebody disrespects our flag,
to say, ‘‘Get that son of a bitch off the field
right now. Out. He’s fired. He’s fired!”’

You know, some owner is going to do that.
He’s going to say, ‘‘That guy that disrespects
our flag, he’s fired.” And that owner, they
don’t know it. They don’t know it. They’ll be
the most popular person, for a week. They’ll
be the most popular person in this country.

The President’s remarks are wrong and dis-
play a shocking lack of understanding of the
U.S. Constitution, the role of non-violent civil
disobedience in bringing about social change,
and the latest example of him falling short in
upholding the honor of office.

These are the subjects | will address in my
remarks this evening.

Trump Racial History

1. African Americans in military;

2. Name Trump called NFL players is offen-
sive

3. Non-violent protest is protected speech
under the 1st Amendment

Graham-Cassidy Is Worst Obamacare Re-
peal Attempt Yet

Finally, Mr. Speaker, let me share with our
colleagues 5 Ways the Graham-Cassidy
healthcare repeal bill puts Medicaid Coverage
At Risk and is a disaster for Americans.

The Graham-Cassidy proposal goes beyond
the American Health Care Act (AHCA) passed
by the House in May and the Better Care Rec-
onciliation Act (BCRA) that failed in the Sen-
ate in July.

The Graham-Cassidy proposal revamps and
cuts Medicaid, redistributes federal funds
across states, and eliminates coverage for mil-
lions of poor Americans as described below:

Ends federal funding for current ACA cov-
erage and partially replaces that funding with
a block grant that expires after 2026.

The proposal ends both the authority to
cover childless adults and funding for the ACA
Medicaid expansion that covers 15 million
adults.

Under Graham-Cassidy, a new block grant,
the “Market-Based Health Care Grant Pro-
gram,” combines federal funds for the ACA
Medicaid expansion, premium and cost shar-
ing subsidies in the Marketplace, and states’
Basic Health Plans for 2020-2026.

Capped nationally, the block grant would be
lower than ACA spending under current law
and would end after 2026.

States would need to replace federal dollars
or roll back coverage.

Neither the AHCA nor the BCRA included
expiration dates for ACA-related federal funds
or eliminated the ability for states to cover
childless adults through Medicaid.

Massively redistributes federal funding from
Medicaid expansion states to non-expansion
states through the block grant program penal-
izing states that broadened coverage.

In 2020, block grant funds would be distrib-
uted based on federal spending in states for
ACA Medicaid and Marketplace coverage.

By 2026, funding would go to states accord-
ing to the states’ portion of the population with
incomes between 50% and 138% of poverty;
the new allocation is phased in over the 2021—
2025 period.

The Secretary has the authority to make
other adjustments to the allocation.
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This allocation would result in a large redis-
tribution of ACA funding by 2026, away from
states that adopted the Medicaid expansion
and redirecting funding to states that did not.

No funding is provided beyond 2026.

Prohibits Medicaid coverage for childless
adults and allows states to use limited block
grant funds to purchase private coverage for
traditional Medicaid populations.

States can use funds under the block grant
to provide tax credits and/or cost-sharing re-
ductions for individual market coverage, make
direct payments to providers, or provide cov-
erage for traditional Medicaid populations
through private insurance.

The proposal limits the amount of block
grant funds that a state could use for tradi-
tional Medicaid populations to 15% of its allot-
ment (or 20 percent under a special waiver).

These limits would shift coverage and funds
for many low-income adults from Medicaid to
individual market coverage.

Under current law, 60 percent of federal
ACA coverage funding is currently for the
Medicaid expansion (covering parents and
childless adults).

Medicaid coverage is typically more com-
prehensive, less expensive and has more fi-
nancial protections compared to private insur-
ance.

The proposal also allows states to roll back
individual market protections related to pre-
mium pricing, including allowing premium rat-
ing based on health status, and benefits cur-
rently in the ACA.

Caps and redistributes federal funds to
states for the traditional Medicaid program for
more than 60 million low-income children, par-
ents, people with disabilities and the elderly.

Similar to the BCRA and AHCA, the pro-
posal establishes a Medicaid per enrollee cap
as the default for federal financing based on a
complicated formula tied to different inflation
rates.

As a result, federal Medicaid financing
would grow more slowly than estimates under
current law. In addition to overall spending lim-
its, similar to the BCRA, the proposal would
give the HHS Secretary discretion to further
redistribute capped federal funds across states
by making adjustments to states with high or
low per enrollee spending.

Eliminates federal funding for states to
cover Medicaid family planning at Planned
Parenthood clinics for one year.

Additional funding restrictions include limits
on states’ ability to use provider tax revenue
to finance Medicaid as well as the termination
of the enhanced match for the Community
First Choice attendant care program for sen-
iors and people with disabilities.

Enroliment barriers include the option for
states to condition Medicaid eligibility on a
work requirement and to conduct more fre-
quent redeterminations.

Much is at stake for low-income Americans
and states in the Graham-Cassidy proposal.

That is why | strongly urge our Senate col-
leagues to reject this latest attempt to repeal
the Affordable Care Act.

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD
articles, statements, and tweets re-
garding this topic.
1ST AMENDMENT FREEDOM OF SPEECH CLAUSE

IN A NUTSHELL

‘“‘Congress shall make no law” . . . abridg-
ing the freedom of speech, or of the press’—
United States Constitution, Amend. I (rati-
fied December 1791)

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

FREEDOM OF SPEECH CLAUSE
A. General principles

1. prohibition against abridging freedom of
speech applies to Congress and state and
local governments through the due process
clause of the 14th Amendment

2. Speech may be abridged in two distinct
ways:

a. directly, by regulating content of speech

b. indirectly, by regulating time, manner,
and place

3. A law or regulation may be invalid on its
face or invalid in its application to specific
facts

a. facial invalidity: vagueness or over-
breadth

b. examples of invalid as applied: parade
and protest permits

4. Prior Restraints’ are presumptively in-
valid (e.g. Pentagon Papers case)

B. Regulation of Speech Content

1. Advocacy of Illegal Conduct can be pun-
ished if the speech advocates action and
amounts to incitement of immediate and
probable lawful conduct

2. Defamation: public officials and public
figures cannot sue for defamation unless
statements are false and made with ‘“‘actual
malice,” which requires proof of knowing or
reckless disregard of statement’s falsity.
(New York Times v. Sullivan)

3. Obscene Speech is not protected by the
First Amendment. Examples: National En-
dowment for the Arts funding, ‘‘gangster
rap’’ music and lewd lyrics, etc.). To be con-
sidered obscene, speech or material must sat-
isfy multi-part test:

a. an average person, applying contem-
porary community standards, would find

b. the material, taken as a whole,

c. appeals to prurient interests, and

d. lacks redeeming social, educational, po-
litical, or artistic value

4. Symbolic Speech is protected by First
Amendment. Examples of symbolic speech:

a. Flag Desecration (Texas v. Johnson, 491
U.S. 397(1989)

b. Draft Card Burning (U.S. v. O’Brien,
(1968))

c. Arm Bands in school to protest Vietnam
War (Tinker v. Des Moines School District
(1968))

d. Campaign Finance Laws (Buckley v.
Valeo, (1976))

5. Commercial Speech may be regulated
much more easily and extensively than polit-
ical speech to protect public health and safe-
ty. Examples of advertising that can be
banned

a. Tobacco products

b. Distilled Spirits and Alcohol products

c. Handguns and assault weapons

d. Illegal Drugs

[From the Huffington Post, Aug. 14, 2017]
HERE ARE 16 TIMES TRUMP EMBRACED RACISM

TRUMP HAS A HISTORY OF BEING HESITANT TO
CONDEMN WHITE SUPREMACISTS

(By Lydia O’Connor, Daniel Marans)

Examples of Trump’s racism dating as far
back as the 1970s.

1. Some of his top advisers and cabinet
picks have histories of prejudice

2. Trump denied responsibility for the rac-
ist incidents that followed his election

3. He launched a travel ban targeting Mus-
lims

4. He attacked Muslim Gold Star parents

5. He claimed a judge was biased because
“he’s a Mexican”

6. The Justice Department sued his com-
pany—twice—for not renting to black people

7. In fact, discrimination against black
people has been a pattern throughout
Trump’s career

8. He refused to immediately condemn the
white supremacists who advocated for him
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9. He questioned whether President Barack
Obama was born in the United States

10. He treats racial groups as monoliths

11. He trashed Native Americans, too

12. He encouraged the mob anger that re-
sulted in the wrongful imprisonment of the
Central Park Five

13. He condoned the beating of a Black
Lives Matter protester

14. He called supporters who beat up a
homeless Latino man ‘‘passionate’’

15. He stereotyped Jews and shared an anti-
Semitic image created by white suprema-
cists

16. He treats African-American supporters
as tokens to dispel the idea he is racist

MILITARY HISTORY OF AFRICAN AMERICANS
The Military history of African Americans
spans from the arrival of the first black
slaves during the colonial history of the
United States to the present day. In every
war fought by or within the United States,
African Americans participated, including
the Revolutionary War, the War of 1812, the
Mexican-American War, the Civil War, the
Spanish-American War, the World Wars, the
Korean War, the Vietnam War, the Gulf War,
and the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq as well
as other minor conflicts.
TEXANS RELEASE STATEMENT
‘““The NFL specifically, and football in gen-
eral, has always unified our communities
and families. The comments made by the
President were divisive and counter-
productive to what our country needs right
now. I hope the reaction from our players re-
sults in positive action for our league, our
communities and our country as a whole to
make a positive difference in our society.
Texans players are caring, intelligent men
who do so much good, as was shown in the
past month when our city was devastated by
Hurricane Harvey. I have never been more
proud of our players and our team than dur-
ing this time. It was a display of what is
truly possible when we all work together. We
will continue to support our players to work
together to promote the values of respect
and unity.”
OTHER STATEMENTS FROM NFL
COMMISSIONER ROGER GOODELL
The NFL and our players are at our best
when we help create a sense of unity in our
country and our culture. There is no better
example than the amazing response from our
clubs and players to the terrible natural dis-
asters we’ve experienced over the last
month. Divisive comments like these dem-
onstrate an unfortunate lack of respect for
the NFL, our great game and all of our play-
ers, and a failure to understand the over-
whelming force for good our clubs and play-
ers represent in our communities.
NEW YORK GIANTS CO-OWNER’S JOHN MARA AND
STEVE TISCH
“Comments like we heard last night from
the president are inappropriate, offensive
and divisive. We are proud of our players, the
vast majority of whom use their NFL plat-
form to make a positive difference in our so-
ciety.”
INDIANAPOLIS COLTS OWNER JIM IRSAY
“I am troubled by the President’s recent
comments about our league and our players.
Sports in America have the unique ability to
bring people from all walks of life and from
different points of view together to work to-
ward or root for a common goal, and the In-
dianapolis Colts are proud to be a part of
that tradition in our home city and state.
The vast majority of players in the NFL—es-
pecially those who have worn and continue
to wear the Horseshoe—have donated mil-
lions of dollars to charities, raised money for
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those affected by recent hurricanes, created
charitable foundations, visited schools,
mentored students, worked in homeless shel-
ters, cleaned up parks, and put in hours of
their personal time toward improving their
communities and the lives of those around
them. That’s the spirit in which this nation
was founded, and we all need to work tire-
lessly to bring people together to take on the
challenges that face us and give back to the
people of our communities. More so than any
result on the field, that is a common goal
worth rooting for.”

SEATTLE SEAHAWKS HEAD COACH PETE CARROLL

“In this incredibly polarizing time, there’s
no longer a place to sit silently. It’s time to
take a stand. We stand for love and justice
and civility. We stand for our players and
their constitutional rights, just as we stand
for equality for all people. We stand against
divisiveness and hate and dehumanization.
We are in the midst of a tremendously chal-
lenging time, a time longing for healing.
Change needs to happen; we will stand for
change. May we all have the courage to take
a stand for our beliefs while not diminishing
the rights of others, as this is the beating
heart of our democracy. As a team, we are
united in a mission to bring people together
to help create positive change. We can no
longer remain silent. I will stand with our
players.”

TWEETS FROM PRESIDENT TRUMP

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

Many people booed the players who
kneeled yesterday (which was a small per-
centage of total) These are fans who demand
respect for our Flag! 7:31 AM—Sep. 25, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

The issue of kneeling has nothing to do
with race. It is about respect for our Coun-
try, Flag and National Anthem. NFL must
respect this! 7:39 AM—Sep. 25, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

So proud of NASCAR and its supporters
and fans. They won’t put up with dis-
respecting our Country or our Flag—they
said it loud and clear! 7:256 AM—Sep. 25, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

Sports fans should never condone players
that do not stand proud for their National
Anthem or their Country. NFL should
change policy! 6:26 PM—Sep. 24, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

If NFL fans refuse to go to games until
players stop disrespecting our Flag & Coun-
try, you will see change take place fast. Fire
or suspend! 6:44 AM—Sep. 24, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

If a player wants the privilege of making
millions of dollars in the NFL, or other
leagues, he or she should not be allowed to
disrespect . . . 2:11 PM—Sep. 23, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

. . . our Great American Flag (or Country)
and should stand for the National Anthem. If
not, YOU’'RE FIRED. Find something else to
do! 2:18 PM—Sep. 23, 2017.

Donald J. Trump @realDonaldTrump

Roger Goodell of NFL just put out a state-
ment trying to justify the total disrespect
certain players show to our country. Tell
them to stand! 6:256 PM—Sep. 23, 2017.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President, and to direct their remarks
to the Chair.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, back in March, the Congres-
sional Black Caucus met with President Trump
to deliver a 130-page policy document which
highlighted a host of issues facing the black
community in America. From voting rights to
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criminal justice reform, and economic justice
to education and the workforce, there are
many areas of society that still experience ele-
ments of institutionalized racism and discrimi-
nation against people of color and other vul-
nerable segments of the population.

The undermining of the Voting Rights Act in
the wake of the Shelby County Supreme Court
decision paved the way for countless states,
including Texas, to adopt discriminatory voting
laws that were aimed at disenfranchising en-
tire segments of the population. Participation
in our elections and the inalienable right to
vote are fundamental pillars of our democracy.
Our democracy does not function properly
without the successful and unimpeded partici-
pation of the voting public. Yet, these discrimi-
natory voting laws have been found to do ex-
actly that, while disproportionately affecting mi-
nority populations, the elderly, and the poor.

The criminal justice system is another area
that is ripe for reform as we consider the fact
that African Americans make up only 13 per-
cent of the U.S. population, yet account for 37
percent of prison inmates. In some instances,
harsh mandatory minimum sentences con-
demn relatively minor criminals to a life behind
bars. In other examples, we see non-violent
drug offenders facing decades in prison over
a crime that is better addressed by health pro-
fessionals, not the criminal justice system. The
use of private prisons in states such as Texas
has also created a dangerous profit motive be-
hind keeping individuals incarcerated. These
toxic conditions are a recipe for disaster that
has propelled the United States as the world
leader for its prison population rate.

Mr. Speaker, there is much that we can do
as a nation to root out any last remnants of
racism in our country and address many of
these issues. However, it requires the partici-
pation and cooperation of a wide range of
stakeholder, regardless of party affiliation or
background. Restoring Section 5 of the Voting
Rights Act through legislation would help ad-
dress many of the discriminatory voting laws
that we have seen emerge, thereby restoring
full access to voting for every American. Elimi-
nating mandatory minimum sentencing and
treating non-violent drug offenses as a health
issue instead of a criminal matter would help
reduce the prison population while giving law-
abiding citizens a well-deserved second
chance. These are tangible steps that we can
take today to lessen the racial disparities that
exist in our society. | encourage each of my
colleagues to work cooperatively to achieve
this end. The American people demand it, and
we will be a better nation for it.

————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr.
MCCARTHY) for today on account of of-
ficial business in the State.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO (at the request of
Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of at-
tending to spouse’s health issues.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker,
that the House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 28 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the

I move
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House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, September 26, 2017, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

2622. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting a letter on the
approved retirement of Lieutenant General
James B. Laster, United States Marine
Corps, and his advancement to the grade of
lieutenant general on the retired list, pursu-
ant to 10 U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513,
Sec. 112 (as amended by Public Law 104-106,
Sec. 502(b)); (110 Stat. 293); to the Committee
on Armed Services.

2623. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Manpower and Reserve Affairs,
Department of Defense, transmitting a no-
tice of mobilizations of Selected Reserve
units from October 1, 2017 through December
31, 2017, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 12304b(d); Pub-
lic Law 112-81, Sec. 516(a)(1); (125 Stat. 1396);
to the Committee on Armed Services.

2624. A letter from the Chair, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans-
mitting the Annual Report to the Congress
on the Presidential $1 Coin Program, pursu-
ant to 31 U.S.C. 5112(p)(3)(B); Public Law 97-
268 (as amended by Public Law 109-145, Sec.
104); (119 Stat. 2670); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

2625. A letter from the Secretary of Agri-
culture, Secretary of Health and Human
Services, Department of Agriculture, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Report on Notifications of
Thefts, Losses, or Releases of Select Agents
and Toxins for calendar year 2016, pursuant
to 7 U.S.C. 8401(k); Pub. L. 107-188, Sec.
212(k); (116 Stat. 656); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2626. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting a
report entitled ‘‘National Plan to Address
Alzheimer’s Disease: 2017 Update’’, pursuant
to 42 U.S.C. 11225(g); Public Law 111-375, Sec.
2(g); (124 Stat. 4102); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2627. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a Declaration of a Public Health
Emergency and Waiver and/or Modification
of Certain HIPAA, and Medicare, Medicaid,
and Children’s Health Insurance Program
Requirements (Territory of the U.S. Virgin
Islands and the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico), pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 247d(a); July 1,
1944, ch. 373, title III, Sec. 319(a) (as amended
by Public Law 107-188, Sec. 144(a)); (116 Stat.
630) and 42 U.S.C. 1320b-5(d); Aug. 14, 1935, ch.
531, title XI, Sec. 1135(d) (as added by Public
Law 107-188, Sec. 143(a)); (116 Stat. 628); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2628. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Department’s Report to Congress on the
Ninth Review of the Backlog of Post-
marketing Requirements and Postmarketing
Commitments, pursuant to 21 U.S.C.
355(k)(5)(B); June 25, 1938, ch. 675, Sec.
505(k)(5)(B) (as added by Public Law 110-85,
Sec. 921); (121 Stat. 962); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2629. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to Iran that was declared
in Executive Order 12957 of March 15, 1995,
pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public Law 94-
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412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50 U.S.C.
1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c); (91 Stat.
1627); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

2630. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting a six-
month periodic report on the national emer-
gency with respect to significant narcotics
traffickers centered in Colombia, that was
declared in Executive Order 12978 of October
21, 1995, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1641(c); Public
Law 94-412, Sec. 401(c); (90 Stat. 1257) and 50
U.S.C. 1703(c); Public Law 95-223, Sec 204(c);
(91 Stat. 1627); to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

2631. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion of an Executive Order issued with re-
spect to North Korea that expands the na-
tional emergency declared in Executive
Order 13466 of June 26, 2008, as amended by
Executive Order 13551 of August 30, 2010, and
Executive Order 13570 of April 18, 2011, pursu-
ant to 50 U.S.C. 1703(b); Public Law 95-223
Sec. 204(b); (91 Stat. 1627) (H. Doc. No. 115—
69); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

2632. A letter from the Director, White
House Liaison, Department of Education,
transmitting a notification of an action on
nomination, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a);
Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614);
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

2633. A letter from the Deputy General
Counsel, General Services Administration,
transmitting a notification of a nomination,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-
277, 1561(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

2634. A letter from the Chief, Border Secu-
rity Regulations Branch, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Changes to the In-
Bond Process [USCBP-2012-0002] [CBP Dec.
17-13] (RIN: 1515-AD81) received September
21, 2017, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

——————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. BRADY of Texas: Committee on Ways
and Means. Supplemental report on H.R.
2824. A bill to amend title V of the Social Se-
curity Act to extend the Maternal, Infant,
and Early Childhood Home Visiting Program
(Rept. 115-315, Pt. 2).

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 2199. A bill to improve
Federal land management, resource con-
servation, environmental protection, and use
of Federal real property, by requiring the
Secretary of the Interior to develop a multi-
purpose cadastre of Federal real property
and identifying inaccurate, duplicate, and
out-of-date Federal land inventories, and for
other purposes (Rept. 115-322). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. McCAUL: Committee on Homeland Se-
curity. H.R. 3551. A bill to amend the Secu-
rity and Accountability for Every Port Act
of 2006 to reauthorize the Customs-Trade
Partnership Against Terrorism Program, and
for other purposes; with an amendment
(Rept. 115-323). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Ms. FOXX: Committee on Education and
the Workforce. H.R. 986. A bill to clarify the
rights of Indians and Indian tribes on Indian
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lands under the National Labor Relations
Act; with an amendment (Rept. 115-324). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Ms. FOXX: Committed on Education and
the Workforce. H.R. 2775. A bill to amend the
National Labor Relations Act to require that
lists of employees eligible to vote in orga-
nizing elections be provided to the National
Labor Relations Board; with an amendment
(Rept. 115-325). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Ms. FOXX: Committee n Education and the
Workforce. H.R. 2776. A bill to amend the Na-
tional Labor Relations Act with respect to
the timing of elections and pre-election
hearings and the identification of pre-elec-
tion issues; with an amendment (Rept. 115-
326). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WALDEN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 767. A Dbill to establish the
Stop, Observe, Ask, and Respond to Health
and Wellness Training pilot program to ad-
dress human trafficking in the health care
system with amendments; (Rept. 115-327).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WALDEN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 2422. A bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to improve essen-
tial oral health care for low-income and
other undeserved individuals by breaking
down barriers to care, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 115-328).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WALDEN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 1222. A bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to coordinate Fed-
eral congenital heart disease research efforts
and to improve public education and aware-
ness of congenital heart disease, and for
other purpose; with an amendment (Rept.
115-329). Referred to’ the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WALDEN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 880. A bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to facilitate as-
signment of military trauma care providers
to civilian trauma centers in order to main-
tain military trauma readiness and to sup-
port such centers, and for other purposes;
with an amendment (Rept. 115-330. Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. BURGESS: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 533. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2824) to amend
title V of the Social Security Act to extend
the Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood
Home Visiting Program; providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2792) to amend the
Social Security Act to make certain revi-
sions to provisions limiting payment of bene-
fits to fugitive felons under titles II, VIII,
and XVI of the Social Security Act; and for
other purposes (Rept. 115-331). Referred to
the House Calendar.

———

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. MAST (for himself, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, and Mr. WALZ):

H.R. 3819. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to extend certain expiring pro-
visions of law administered by the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and
in addition to the Committees on the Budg-
et, and Armed Services, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
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each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned. considered and passed.

By Mr. MEEHAN (for himself, Mr. Cos-
TELLO of Pennsylvania, Mr. DOGGETT,
and Mr. TONKO):

H.R. 3820. A bill to permit occupational
therapists to conduct the initial assessment
visit and complete the comprehensive assess-
ment under a Medicare home health plan of
care for certain rehabilitation cases; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. BIsSHOP of Georgia, Mr.
WOODALL, Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. AUS-
TIN SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. ALLEN, Mr.
LOUDERMILK, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. FERGUSON, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, and Mrs. HANDEL):

H.R. 3821. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
430 Main Street in Clermont, Georgia, as the
““Zachary Addington Post Office’’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

By Mr. DAVIDSON (for himself and Mr.
WALKER):

H.R. 3822. A bill to require the Congres-
sional Budget Office to make publicly avail-
able the fiscal and mathematical models,
data, and other details of computations used
in cost analysis and scoring; to the Com-
mittee on the Budget.

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself,
Mr. SHUSTER, and Mr. CURBELO of
Florida):

H.R. 3823. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend authorizations for the
airport improvement program, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the
funding and expenditure authority of the
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to provide
disaster tax relief, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committees on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, Energy and Com-
merce, Financial Services, and the Budget,
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. POE of Texas (for himself, Mr.
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. BABIN, Mr.
CULBERSON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas,
and Mr. OLSON):

H.R. 3824. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Army to submit to Congress a report
with respect to dams, reservoirs, lakes, and
other water retention facilities in Texas, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself and Ms.
STEFANIK):

H.R. 3825. A bill to amend the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 to harmonize the defi-
nitions of employee with the common law; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida (for her-
self and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN):

H.R. 3826. A bill to amend title XXVIII of
the Public Health Service Act to establish a
National Advisory Committee on Seniors
and Disasters; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
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MOORE, Mr. NADLER, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. POCAN, Ms.

SANCHEZ, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
SIRES, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr.

KHANNA, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. KIHUEN, Mr.
ESPAILLAT, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. BASS, Mr. TED
LIEU of California, Mr. MEEKS, Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania,
Ms. LOFGREN, and Mr. KEATING):

H.R. 3827. A bill to repeal the authority
under the National Labor Relations Act for
States to enact laws prohibiting agreements
requiring membership in a labor organiza-
tion as a condition of employment, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Ms. SLAUGHTER (for herself, Ms.
Jupy CHU of California, and Mr.
MCNERNEY):

H.R. 3828. A bill to support educational en-
tities in fully implementing title IX and re-
ducing and preventing sex discrimination in
all areas of education; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mrs. BLACKBURN:

H. Res. 532. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing conduct during a rendition of the Na-
tional Anthem; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. FRANKS of Arizona:

H. Res. 534. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the people of the Kurdistan Region of Iraq
have the right to determine their status as a
sovereign country; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Mr.
BERA, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. GABBARD, and
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas):

H. Res. 535. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the Republic of India should be a permanent
member of the United Nations Security
Council; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mr. POLIQUIN (for himself and Ms.
PINGREE):

H. Res. 536. A resolution expressing support
for the designation of September 25, 2017, as
‘“National Lobster Day’’; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

————

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

124. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the General Assembly of the State of New
Jersey, relative to Assembly Resolution No.
198, urging the President and the Congress of
the United States to continue the partner-
ship which exists between the State and Fed-
eral Government to manage the Medicaid
program; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

125. Also, a memorial of the General As-
sembly of the State of New Jersey, relative
to Assembly Resolution No. 212, urging Con-
gress and the President to enact legislation
that creates a federal tax credit for hiring
new apprentices; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

——————

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
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granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. MAST:

H.R. 3819.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the United States
Constitution—‘‘provide for the common De-
fense and general Welfare of the United
States.”

By Mr. MEEHAN:

H.R. 3820.

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

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia:

H.R. 3821.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 7 of the
United States Constitution, Congress is em-
powered ‘“‘To establish Post Offices and post
roads’.

By Mr. DAVIDSON:

H.R. 3822.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into the Execution for the foregoing
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this
Constition in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof
By Mr. BRADY of Texas:
H.R. 3823.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution of the United States.

By Mr. POE of Texas:

H.R. 3824.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

By Mrs. BLACK:

H.R. 3825.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clauses 3 and 18 of the
Constitution of the United States

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida:

H.R. 3826.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of Section 8, of Article I of the
Constitution states ‘“The Congress shall have
Power to make all Laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other
Powers vested by this Constitution in the
Government of the United States, or in any
Department or Office thereof.”

By Mr. SHERMAN:

H.R. 3827.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3

By Ms. SLAUGHTER:

H.R. 3828.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 20: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 36: Mr. HOLDING, Mr. RICE of South
Carolina, Mr. GowDY, Mr. JOHNSON of Lou-
isiana, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, and Mr.
RUSSELL.
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H.R. 103: Mr. YODER.

H.R. 299: Mr. REICHERT and Mr. AL GREEN
of Texas.

H.R. 314: Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. WALBERG, Mr.
WEBER of Texas, Mr. LAMALFA, and Mr. HAR-
RIS.

H.R. 358: Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 365: Mr. MARSHALL.

H.R. 367: Mr. HURD and Mr. BACON.

H.R. 389: Mr. KIHUEN.

H.R. 392: Mr. NORCROSS, Mr. MACARTHUR,
Mr. BEYER, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr.
BUCK, and Mr. BANKS of Indiana.

H.R. 482: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 486: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 502: Mr. LEVIN, Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
LAWSON of Florida, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. ADAMS, and Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 535: Mr. WEBER of Texas.

H.R. 548: Miss RICE of New York.

H.R. 579: Mr. COHEN and Mr. CARSON of In-
diana.

H.R. 592: Mr. KIHUEN, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr.
O’HALLERAN, Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota, Mrs.
DEMINGS, Ms. MENG, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York.

H.R. 635: Ms. DEGETTE.

H.R. 637: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 644: Mr. LONG.

H.R. 681: Mr. HARRIS and Mr. GRAVES of
Georgia.

H.R. 685: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, and Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H.R. 719: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H.R. 747: Mrs. LAWRENCE, Ms. ESTY of Con-
necticut, Mr. LONG, Mr. PITTENGER, and Mr.
BLUM.

H.R. 750: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. POCAN, and
Mr. MCKINLEY.

H.R. 754: Mr. WELCH, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. CONYERS, and Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas.

H.R. 785: Mr. LONG, Mr. JOHNSON of Lou-
isiana, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. WENSTRUP.

H.R. 812: Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. LEE, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi.

H.R. 820: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr.
DENT, and Mr. HUDSON.

H.R. 828: Mr. HURD and Mrs. BUSTOS.

H.R. 830: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 850: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H.R. 866: Mr. TED LIEU of California.

H.R. 909: Mr. BisHOP of Georgia, Mr. DOG-
GETT, and Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 947: Ms. DELBENE.

H.R. 980: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 1002: Mr. KINZINGER, Mr. MITCHELL,
and Ms. LEE.

H.R. 1017: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. HIGGINS of
New York, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. FLORES, and
Mr. COFFMAN.

H.R. 1037: Mr. ENGEL.

H.R. 1057: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. KING of New
York, and Mr. DESJARLAIS.

H.R. 1092: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 1098: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas and Mr.
UPTON.

H.R. 1111: Mr. EVANS.

H.R. 1148: Mr. MCGOVERN and Ms. MOORE.

H.R. 1156: Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia,
Mr. CRAMER, and Mr. MARSHALL.

H.R. 1267: Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 1270: Mr. EVANS.

H.R. 1299: Mr. KHANNA, Mr. MICHAEL F.
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 1316: Mr. CRAMER.

H.R. 1322: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 1378: Mr. YODER.

H.R. 1406: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Ms. LEE, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. KHANNA,
Mr. HECK, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr.
CLAY, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. DOGGETT, and Mr.
BisHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 1409: Mr. TURNER, Ms. JUDY CHU of
California, Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr.
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CoNNOLLY, Mr. TROTT, Mr. Mrs.
BLACK, and Mr. SUOZZI.

H.R. 1413: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 1421: Mr. NADLER and Mr. FASO.

H.R. 1456: Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. BEYER,
Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mr. DOGGETT, and
Mrs. BUSTOS.

H.R. 1457: Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee.

H.R. 1472: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and
Mr. HIGGINS of New York.

H.R. 1552: Mr. WESTERMAN.

H.R. 1606: Mr. JOYCE of Ohio.

H.R. 1661: Mr. DENT, Ms.
ZELDIN, and Mr. PALAZZO.

H.R. 1676: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. FLORES, Mr.
CROWLEY, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. JODY B.
HICE of Georgia, and Mrs. MURPHY of Florida.

H.R. 1686: Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 1697: Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH and Mr.
GRAVES of Louisiana.

H.R. 1734: Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New Mex-
ico, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, and Ms.
ROSEN.

H.R. 1772: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 1784: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York and Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 1796: Ms. BORDALLO.

H.R. 1815: Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. CONNOLLY,
and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.

H.R. 1847: Mr. BLUM.

H.R. 1865: Mr. COHEN, Ms. NORTON and Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN.

H.R. 1876: Mr. FERGUSON, Mr. WALBERG, Mr.
WEBER of Texas, Mr. BABIN, Mr. FRANKS of
Arizona, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. HAR-
RIS, and Mr. SESSIONS.

H.R. 1889: Mr. KHANNA, Mrs. DINGELL, and
Ms. ROSEN.

H.R. 1917:

H.R. 1939:

H.R. 1955:

HIMES,

TENNEY, Mr.

Mr. CRAMER.
Mr. CRAMER.
Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 2023: Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 2049: Ms. ROSEN.

H.R. 2061: Mr. JopY B. HICE of Georgia and
Mrs. RADEWAGEN.

H.R. 2077: Mr. DUNN.

H.R. 2086: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina,
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
BABIN, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. ALLEN,
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. GOOD-
LATTE.

H.R. 2101: Mr. GALLAGHER.

H.R. 2106: Mr. TED LIEU of California.

H.R. 2121: Mr. EMMER.

H.R. 2133: Mr. YOHO, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor-
ida, Mr. ESTES of Kansas, and Mr. DAVIDSON.

H.R. 2180: Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 2181: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas.

H.R. 2228: Mr. CONYERS and Mr. HOLLINGS-
WORTH.

H.R. 2248: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 2259: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico.

H.R. 2260: Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. PINGREE, Ms.
MATSUI, Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. LANGEVIN.

H.R. 2285: Mr. CARDENAS and Mr. MCNER-
NEY.

H.R. 2310: Mr. MEADOWS.

H.R. 2319: Mr. FARENTHOLD and Ms. JACK-
SON LEE.

H.R. 2320: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 2327: Mr. NORMAN, Mr. COURTNEY, and
Mr. MASSIE.

H.R. 2340: Mr.

H.R. 2345: Mr.

H.R. 2358: Ms. HANABUSA.

H.R. 2392: Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 2405: Mr. BANKS of Indiana, Mr. WEB-
STER of Florida, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. DUNN,
and Mr. HULTGREN.

H.R. 2416: Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 2418: Mr. POCAN.

H.R. 2465: Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 2482: Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. LAR-
SEN of Washington, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. CON-

HECK.
BEYER.
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NOLLY, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. LYNCH,
Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Ms. FUDGE, Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. VELA, Mr. MITCH-
ELL, Mr. HOYER, Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, Mr.
LIPINSKI, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California,
and Mr. ROTHFUS.

H.R. 2519: Mr. YODER, Mr. NORCROSS, Mr.
CLAY, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms.
MOORE, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr.
CARTER of Georgia, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. SMITH
of Texas, Mr. LABRADOR, Mr. BRADY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr.
KINZINGER, Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH, Mrs. ROBY,
Mr. DESJARLAIS, and Ms. MCSALLY.

H.R. 2550: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 25669: Mr. SANFORD.

H.R. 2587: Mr. HIGGINS of New York.

H.R. 2589: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 2598: Mr. EVANS.

H.R. 2641: Mr. NORCROSS and Mr. HUDSON.

H.R. 2651: Mr. BEYER, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Miss RICE of New York, and Ms.
DELAURO.

H.R. 2658: Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 2670: Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 2690: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 2721: Mr. BRAT.

H.R. 2723: Mr. EsSTES of Kansas, Mr.
WESTERMAN, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana, and
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona.

H.R. 2748: Mr. PoLiS, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr.
HECK, Ms. DELBENE and Mr. TED LIEU of
California.

H.R. 2754: Mr. BUCSHON.

H.R. 2775: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana.

H.R. 2790: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mrs. NAPOLITANO,
Mr. HIGGINS of New York, and Ms. SANCHEZ.

H.R. 2803: Mr. GOTTHEIMER.

H.R. 2821: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas.

H.R. 2827: Mr. CRIST.

H.R. 2851: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 2870: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 2871: Mr. CRAMER.

H.R. 2886: Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
HASTINGS, and Ms. WILSON of Florida.

H.R. 2890: Mrs. BusTOos and
KRISHNAMOORTHI.

H.R. 2898: Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 2907: Ms. CHENEY.

H.R. 2936: Mr. LAMALFA.

H.R. 2942: Mr. TED LIEU of California.

H.R. 3030: Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 3053: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. THOMAS
J. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. JoDY B. HICE of
Georgia, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. COMER, and Mr.
NORMAN.

H.R. 3054:

H.R. 3117:

H.R. 3132:

H.R. 3133:

H.R. 3138:

H.R. 3153: Mr. BUTTERFIELD.

H.R. 3167: Mr. BARTON.

H.R. 3186: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. PANETTA.

H.R. 3197: Mr. CORREA and Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 3199: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3222: Mr. SERRANO.

H.R. 3224: Mr. CRAMER.

H.R. 3258: Mr. CONYERS, Ms. VELAZQUEZ,
Mr. POCAN, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mrs.
DEMINGS, and Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 3274: Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. AGUILAR, Mr.
GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. JoDY B. HICE of
Georgia, Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
JOYCE of Ohio, and Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 3282: Mr. PEARCE and Ms. CHENEY.

H.R. 3311: Ms. HANABUSA.

H.R. 3312: Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr.
CURBELO of Florida, Mr. YOHO, Mr. WEBSTER
of Florida, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. CAR-
TER of Texas, and Mr. BUCHANAN.

H.R. 3320: Mr. WEBER of Texas.

H.R. 3342: Mr. KING of New York and Ms.
STEFANIK.

Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

DUNCAN of South Carolina.
WESTERMAN and Mr. LONG.
HUFFMAN.

PALAZZO.

POCAN.
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H.R. 3345: Ms. WILSON of Florida.

H.R. 3349: Ms. DELBENE.

H.R. 3365: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr.
BRAT, and Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 3380: Mr. MCGOVERN and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3394: Mr. POLIQUIN.

H.R. 3395: Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PERRY, Mr.
SoTo, Mr. McKINLEY, Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Ms. SINEMA, and Ms.
BLUNT ROCHESTER.

H.R. 3409: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr.
RENAcCCI, Mr. FLEISCHMANN, Mrs. LOVE, Mr.
MOOLENAAR, Mr. BUCSHON, and Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO.

H.R. 3415: Mr. ScHIFF and Ms. KUSTER of
New Hampshire.

H.R. 3419: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 3440: Mr. BARTON.

H.R. 3441: Mr. ADERHOLT, Ms. MCSALLY,
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. TROTT, Mr.
YoHO, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
FLEISCHMANN, Ms. TENNEY, Mr. WALKER, Mr.
DUNCAN of South Carolina, and Mr. CARTER
of Texas.

H.R. 3497: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas.

H.R. 3545: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 3546: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina
and Mr. GROTHMAN.

H.R. 35648: Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr.
LAMALFA, Mr. HARPER, and Mr. GARRETT.

H.R. 3556: Mr. LUETKEMEYER.

H.R. 3576: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. DUNCAN of
Tennessee, Mr. ZELDIN, and Mr. ABRAHAM.

H.R. 35677: Mr. EVANS, Mr. PANETTA, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, and Ms. FUDGE.

H.R. 3581: Mr. ROYCE of California.

H.R. 3582: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
PocAN, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 3641: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia,
SPEIER, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi,
FUDGE, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. PAULSEN,
BUCSHON, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. KATKO,
MCKINLEY, Mr. RICE of South Carolina,
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. REICHERT,
JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. WITTMAN,
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. NUNES, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr.
MESSER, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr.
BisHoP of Michigan, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. DUNN, Mr. CALVERT, and Mr.
COHEN.

H.R. 3646: Mr. FORTENBERRY.

H.R. 3684: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. SWALWELL
of California, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr.
MCEACHIN, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, and Mr.
ENGEL.

H.R. 3692: Mr. FASO.

H.R. 3703: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SoTO, and Mr.
KHANNA.

H.R. 3720: Mr. O’'ROURKE.

H.R. 3729: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas.

H.R. 3748: Ms. BoNAMICI, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
LOFGREN, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. EVANS, and
Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 3755: Ms. MOORE, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms.
TI1TUS, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. NADLER,
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. RUSH, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms.
JAYAPAL, and Mr. VISCLOSKY.

H.R. 3759: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MESSER, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. ZELDIN, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Mr. HIGGINS of New
York, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New
York, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. ENGEL,
and Ms. ROSEN.

H.R. 3760: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 3761: Mr. GIANFORTE, Mr. HIGGINS of
Louisiana, and Ms. SEWELL of Alabama.

H.R. 3770: Mr. KILMER, Mr. VARGAS, Mr.
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. HARPER, Mrs. DINGELL,
Mr. WELCH, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. EVANS, Ms. ROSEN,
Mr. CORREA, Ms. BARRAGAN, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
PocaAN, Mr. VELA, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. NOR-
MAN, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr.

Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
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SCHRADER, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of
New Mexico, Mr. KEATING, Mr. LYNCH, and
Mr. VISCLOSKY.

H.R. 3782: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. POCAN, and
Mr. NADLER.

H.R. 3784: Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. LAMALFA,
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. WOMACK, and

Mr. MEEKS.

H.R. 3797: Mr. NORMAN.

H.R. 3806: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr.
KHANNA.

H.J. Res. 88: Ms. LEE.

H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. NORMAN, Mr.

MCEACHIN, and Mr. MEADOWS.

H. Con. Res. 61: Mr. HECK.

H. Res. 129: Mr. PERRY, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio,
and Mr. MOULTON.

H. Res. 136: Mr. CRIST.

H. Res. 274: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. GRAVES
of Louisiana.
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H. Res. 318: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Ms.
SINEMA.

H. Res.
MENAUER.

H. Res. 395: Mr. EVANS.

H. Res. 401: Mr. BEYER.

H. Res. 490: Mr. REICHERT.

H. Res. 495: Mrs. BEATTY.

H. Res. 510: Ms. MCSALLY and Mr. HECK.

————————

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

349: Mr. CoOHEN and Mr. BLU-

September 25, 2017

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative ADRIAN SMITH (NE), to H.R. 2824,
the Increasing Opportunity and Success for
Children and Parents through Evidence-
Based Home Visiting Act, does not contain
any congressional earmarks, limited tax
benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined
in clause 9 of rule XXI.

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows:

H.R. 1865: Mr. MCNERNEY.

H.R. 2299: Mr. CURBELO of Florida.
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The Senate met at 4 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal Lord God, in these dan-
gerous, divisive, and challenging times,
You continue to be our refuge and
strength. Deliver our lawmakers from
fear, doubt, weariness, and impatience
as they learn to trust the unfolding of
Your powerful providence. Lord, elimi-
nate from their lives the forces that
would destroy their peace of mind.
Give them Your mercy that will make
them more forgiving, Your strength
that will make them more resolute to
do Your will, and Your grace that will
empower them to experience the ulti-
mate triumph of Your purposes.

Lord, remind our national and world
leaders that words matter and that the
power of life and death is in the
tongue. Provide us all with the pa-
tience to continue to plant and water
the seeds of justice and truth.

We pray in Your merciful Name.
Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, 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.

——————

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LANKFORD). The majority leader is rec-
ognized.

———
HEALTHCARE

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, by
now, we all know the pain ObamaCare

Senate

continues to inflict on our families, our
communities, and our country. Sky-
rocketing prices, disappearing choices,
failing markets—that is the legacy of
ObamaCare. It has hurt so many al-
ready. Without reforms, it will hurt
even more Americans as it continues a
year-long march toward total collapse.

Across the aisle, there are two basic
schools of thought on what to do about
this. One is essentially nothing. Two is
to quadruple down on ObamaCare with
a massive expansion of a failed idea—a
fully government-run system that
would strip even more Americans of
their healthcare plans and take away
even more of their health decisions.

Neither of these options is accept-
able.

If ObamaCare’s failure has shown us
anything, it is that we need new ideas
and a better approach. That is what the
Senate pursued this summer. That is
what Senators GRAHAM and CASSIDY
are pursuing now. I would like to
thank them for all of their dedicated
work.

I would also like to thank the com-
mittees that worked so hard on this
legislation as well, including the Budg-
et Committee under Chairman ENZI,
the HELP Committee under Chairman
ALEXANDER, and the Finance Com-
mittee under Chairman HATCH, which
just held a hearing on the bill this
afternoon.

I would like to thank each of these
committees, their chairs, their mem-
bers, and their staffs for their hard
work to provide the American people
with a better way than ObamaCare and
its years of failure.

———

NOMINATION OF WILLIAM
EMANUEL

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, for
more than 80 years, the NLRB has been
responsible for the impartial resolution
of labor disputes and for ensuring sta-
ble labor relations.

Under the Board majority appointed
by the Obama administration, however,

the NLRB moved from fair adminis-
trator of the law to partisan activist—
one that put leftwing ideology, deep-
pocketed union bosses, and other spe-
cial interest friends ahead of middle-
class workers.

It pursued an ambush election rule
that would weaken workers’ rights. It
implemented a joint employer mandate
that would disadvantage small busi-
nesses. The list goes on, and the Obama
administration pulled out every stop to
get its way on the Board as well—ev-
erything from illegally appointing its
Members to refusing to allow a Repub-
lican vacancy to be filled for nearly 2
years.

A new majority on the NLRB can
begin to undo this severe damage and
restore the Board’s neutrality.

Confirming the nominee before us
today, William Emanuel, is sure to
mark a turning point in the NLRB’s di-
rection. His experience in labor law is
deep, his credentials are impressive,
and his confirmation will finally allow
the NLRB to return to its important
work with a full slate of Senate-con-
firmed Board Members—for the first
time since 2015.

The National Labor Relations Board
is supposed to be a neutral umpire in
labor disputes. It is time it get back to
that important original mission. Con-
firming Mr. Emanuel today will allow
it to do just that.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY

LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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HURRICANE AND WILDFIRE
RELIEF

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, Puer-
to Rico and the nearby U.S. Virgin Is-
lands have been buffeted by not one but
two successive hurricanes, including a
direct hit by the powerful Hurricane
Maria. Many citizens have had their
homes and businesses destroyed, tens
of thousands—hundreds of thousands—
are living without electricity, hus-
banding gas and food and water and
their remaining cash. The situation is
desperate. Puerto Rico has taken a se-
rious punch to the gut. They need our
help, and they need it now.

These are our fellow Americans—3.5
million of them. It is our duty in the
Senate to speedily send aid to the peo-
ple of Puerto Rico and to the U.S. Vir-
gin Islands, just as we did for the peo-
ple of Texas and Louisiana who were
hit by Hurricane Harvey and the people
of my own State when we suffered from
Hurricane Sandy, as we will do for the
people of Florida who were hit by Hur-
ricane Irma.

So let’s all work together to help the
island of Puerto Rico rebuild and re-
cover, just as we would anywhere else
in America.

At the same time, we must bear in
mind that much of the western part of
our country is besieged by wildfires.
The Senators from Oregon have come
to the floor to remind us of our duty to
help those parts of the country also.

The administration must quickly
prepare an appropriate aid package for
Florida, Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin
Islands, and the Western States for
Congress to act on in the near future.
We Democrats will insist that any
package of supplemental aid for Hurri-
canes Harvey and Irma also include aid
for Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands, and the Western States ravaged
by forest fires. We owe it to every
State and community impacted by
these devastating hurricanes and these
horrible firestorms.

One beautiful thing about this coun-
try is, although we are 50 States with
different ideas and politics and ac-
cents, we are also one Nation, bound
together, and we will come to the aid
of any individual State or territory
whenever one of them is in need.

————

HEALTHCARE

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on
healthcare, last night we began to see
reports of a new version of the Gra-
ham-Cassidy bill. Faced with stern re-
sistance from several Members of their
own caucus, it appears that the authors
of the legislation have tweaked the bill
in an attempt to gain the support of
the holdouts. Despite sending more
money to the States of those Members,
this new bill, if anything, is worse in
many ways than before and, in the long
run, will still result in a net cut for
every single State in the country.

It still contains a massive cut to
Medicaid, it still defunds Planned Par-
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enthood, and it actually further weak-
ens consumer protections, and almost
completely does away with protections
for those with preexisting conditions—
even worse than in the first version.

The S&P has just come out with a
study that estimates that Graham-Cas-
sidy would result in 580,000 lost jobs
and $240 billion in lost economic activ-
ity by 2027. That is not a Democratic
propaganda machine, that is Standard
& Poor’s; down the middle, 580,000 jobs
lost and $240 billion in lost economic
activity if Graham-Cassidy is enacted.

Under the latest version, States
would be able to lift the regulation
that caps out-of-pocket costs, meaning
insurance companies could offer
barebones policies with sky-high
deductibles and copays.

Under the latest version, States
could do away with lifetime limits,
meaning insurance companies could
cap the amount of coverage you receive
for a given illness. Imagine the parent
of a child suffering with cancer being
told your policy only covers 4 months
of treatment; you are on your own
after that—devastating to too many
families in this country.

Under the latest version, States
could remove the benefit of getting
preventive services at no cost, such as
birth control, cancer screening, and
immunizations. Under the latest
version, States could opt out of the
preexisting condition without even ap-
plying for a waiver. So even more so
than in the old bill, preexisting condi-
tions are not protected.

States just have to submit a plan
that allows for adequate and affordable
insurance. In other words, the new Gra-
ham-Cassidy makes it even easier and
even more likely that States will allow
insurance companies to discriminate
against Americans with preexisting
conditions. Again, that parent of a
child aching with cancer is in real jeop-
ardy. Maybe they can’t even get insur-
ance at all.

In short, the new Graham-Cassidy
tells every American with potentially
high medical costs, you are on your
own. If you have diabetes, cancer, con-
genital illness, or asthma, Graham-
Cassidy says that you are on your own.
It eviscerates the protections that
make healthcare affordable for those
who need it most.

It is no wonder that it is so unpopu-
lar with Americans. Recently, even
though the bill has just been intro-
duced, a majority of Americans say
they don’t like it. The more they
learn—just like with the old
TrumpCare—the less they like it.

Americans want good healthcare,
lower premiums, and more coverage.
This bill does the opposite—higher pre-
miums, fewer people covered, and it
makes it harder to get good insurance.

Guess what. We are expected to vote
on this bill in just 2 or 3 days. There
will have been only a single hearing,
which Republicans scheduled almost as
an afterthought, just to say they had
one. Certainly, there will not be any
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amendments to the bill. It is not going
to go through the committee process.
There will not be a shred of input from
the minority, despite all the com-
plaints that ObamaCare, which did
have input from the minority, was
passed by one party’s vote.

The Senate’s former Historian said
he could not think of ‘‘anything com-
parable” to the process Republicans
are employing in the entire history of
the Senate. The Senate’s former Histo-
rian, a scholar, said that there is noth-
ing comparable to the process being
employed now—one-sixth of the econ-
omy, no amendments, one hearing, no
changes.

Add to that fact that the CBO will
not have enough time to properly ana-
lyze this legislation. We will not know
how it actually impacts our healthcare
system. At most, we will get a
barebones analysis sometime today
that may not tell us a thing about how
Graham-Cassidy would impact cov-
erage—the cost of care, the quality of
care, and the stability of marketplaces.

It is shockingly incomplete not to
have our CBO tell the American people
and tell us—the representatives of each
State—how it affects their State and
rush it through. Even after the mini-
mal CBO report today, Republicans
will still be voting on a healthcare bill
with thick blindfolds on their eyes.
They will not be able to see it. My
guess is that I don’t think they want to
see it.

When the American people learn
what is in this bill, they are going to
dislike it intensely—intensely. The
new TrumpCare is bad policy. It is
being jammed through this body at an
alarming, ludicrous pace. To say it is
hastily constructed and considered
barely scratches the surface.

New versions are coming out every
few hours. The websites of the Senators
from Louisiana and South Carolina
keep saying: We are changing this; we
are changing that.

It is Monday. We are voting this
week. The Republicans are basically
scrawling a healthcare law for 300 mil-
lion people on the back of a bar napkin.
The bill should go down. I believe my
Republican colleagues who were skep-
tical about this policy and this process
are too principled to be swayed by last-
minute formula tweaks.

Governor Walker of Alaska, an Inde-
pendent, has said he will not support a
healthcare bill that is bad for the coun-
try, even if it might be good for his
State, which the bill isn’t. That is prin-
cipled leadership. I believe the same
kind of principled leadership exists in
this body as well. I know it does.

I wish to say to all of my Republican
colleagues directly: Vote down this
bill. If it goes down, we Democrats are
pledged to work in a bipartisan way to
improve our healthcare system. We are
pledged to work through committee, to
support the efforts of Chairman ALEX-
ANDER and Ranking Member MURRAY,
and to find a bipartisan consensus on a
healthcare package.
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We welcome bipartisan change. We
know there is always give and take
when that happens, but usually the
product is better. A bipartisan process
led by ALEXANDER and MURRAY to
make the present system better will be
a whole lot better for both the process
in this body and for the health of the
American people than this rushed-
through, half-baked proposal.

We disagree in the Senate a lot. Very
rare are the times when there is a clear
right and wrong, but this bill and the
process it has gone through are clearly
wrong. The bill would hurt so many
people in our great country. The proc-
ess has damaged this institution and
would do much greater damage if it
were to pass.

We have a chance—a chance—to leg-
islate the right way, through regular
order, by resuming bipartisan work al-
ready started by the HELP Committee,
which has had hearings and intends
to—at least, as I understand it—go
through a process with amendments.
We Democrats are at the table. We ask
our Republican friends to join us at the
table once again.

I yield the floor.

————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume
consideration of the Emanuel nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nomination of William J.
Emanuel, of California, to be a Member
of the National Labor Relations Board
for the term of five years expiring Au-
gust 27, 2021.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 5:30
p.m. will be equally divided between
the two leaders or their designees.

The Senator from Washington.

HEALTHCARE

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, before
I begin on the nomination before us, I
wish to first echo what so many of my
colleagues—Democrats and Repub-
licans—and millions of people across
the country have made very clear
today: enough with all of the partisan-
ship around healthcare, enough with
playing politics with people’s lives, and
enough with the repeated attempts to
roll back all of our progress and move
our country backward.
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It is time that we drop Graham-Cas-
sidy, drop TrumpCare, once and for all,
and join together to actually work to
improve healthcare, starting with act-
ing right now to lower premiums for
families and strengthen healthcare in a
bipartisan way.

That has been my message to col-
leagues all along. The truth is that I
know many of my Republican col-
leagues prefer a bipartisan route. They
have said as much in the last
TrumpCare debate, in the very produc-
tive discussions we have had in and
outside of the HELP Committee, and in
many of their comments over the past
few days.

It begs this question: Why are we in
this spot yet again?

People across the country have been
demanding for months to turn the page
on TrumpCare. Instead of working in a
bipartisan way to actually help people,
a few of our colleagues have now
pushed through yet another reckless
repeal bill that is even worse than the
previous TrumpCare version. It is a bill
that will increase costs for families, es-
pecially seniors and people with pre-
existing conditions.

It will allow insurance companies
once again to charge people more for
basic healthcare, such as maternity
care, mental health services, and more,
and it will take away women’s access
to care at health centers like Planned
Parenthood and result in millions of
people across the country losing their
Medicaid. Just like last time, the bill
has not been subject to any real hear-
ings, public debate, or even a complete
and thorough CBO score.

Let’s be clear. This bill is not a new
proposal. It is not serious policy. It is
not regular order. It is yet another
version of TrumpCare that would be
devastating for people across the coun-
try.

This is actually pretty simple be-
cause there is a clear alternative path
before us. Let’s do what my colleague,
the senior Senator from Arizona, and
so many others have so bravely called
for once again and return to working
together.

As I have said, I wholeheartedly
agree with my colleague from Arizona
that the right way to get things done
in the Senate—especially on an issue as
important to families as their
healthcare—is through regular order
and finding common ground. That is
why I am still at the table ready to
keep working. I remain confident that
we can reach a bipartisan agreement as
soon as this latest partisan approach
by Republican leaders is finally set
aside.

Mr. President, I come to the floor
today on the nomination before us and
to urge my colleagues to vote no on
William Emanuel to be a Member of
the National Labor Relations Board.

On the campaign trail, President
Trump promised to put workers first,
but instead this administration has
rolled back worker protections and
prioritized corporate interests at the
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expense of our workers. It is critical
today, more than ever, that the NLRB
remain what it is supposed to be—inde-
pendent and committed to protecting
workers’ rights to organize and to bar-
gain collectively.

I am deeply concerned that President
Trump’s nominee, Mr. Emanuel, will
use his place on the Board to advocate
for corporations and special interests.
As a corporate lawyer fighting on the
side of management, Mr. Emanuel has
spent decades repeatedly undermining
workers and their efforts to unionize.

It is the core mission of the NLRB to
encourage collective bargaining. Given
his long anti-worker track record, I am
afraid that workers’ fundamental
rights are not safe in his hands.

I urge my colleagues to join me to-
night in doing what President Trump
has failed to do and to start working to
put working families first and to vote
against this nomination.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

ANTITRUST

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise
today to return to the topic of anti-
trust. When I last spoke on this mat-
ter, the debate was already simmering,
albeit mostly on the left. In the time
since, controversy in both our markets
and our politics has kept it at the fore.

Handled prudently, that can be a
good thing. I say we have this discus-
sion. I think it is important. Heavens,
I will even try to do my part to make
it a little more fun. But I do have my
concerns that the topic of antitrust
policy is still more enthusiastically in-
voked than deliberately considered.

I am concerned that it is still under-
mined by the same old easy retreats to
the right and to the left. That may be
typical of issues here in Washington,
but on no issue can we afford it less.
You see, especially in antitrust policy,
it is critical that the center hold. It is
critical that we secure that delicate
middle ground—hard won over the
years and easily lost in a moment of
fervor—whereon economic liberty
thrives.

I have come to the floor, once again,
to speak and, to the growing discus-
sion, to contribute.

Permit me to say a few words about
holding the center. When I took to this
floor last month, I argued that on the
fundamental question of economic
management, America has coura-
geously defied the historical norm.
Rather than acquiescing to the central
planning, we fully embraced free enter-
prise. Thus, ours is a market economy
and the most prosperous one of our
times.

Markets are messy. They are chaotic
and, from the individual perspective,
impossibly complex. Perhaps, most
counterintuitively, they are, in a
sense, disorganized.

For all their productivity, for all the
wonders they work, there is no single
actor or entity in control. The miracle
arises all on its own, through an order
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spontaneously coordinated by price and
balanced by the efforts of millions. Lit-
tle surprise then that in America’s free
enterprise tradition, no less than in its
larger political tradition, we deeply
distrust concentrated power. We dis-
trust the intervention of the State, to
be sure.

Our system is largely defined by lim-
ited government but so, too, do we cast
a wary eye upon powerful private enti-
ties. We have little tolerance for the
monopolist which secures its market
position anticompetitively, and we
offer no quarter to the naked cartel. In
other words, we no sooner trust con-
centrated private power than con-
centrated public power to dictate the
direction of our economy.

That, right there, is why we turn to
antitrust. That is the middle ground—
between intrusive public management
and corrosive private conduct, which
antitrust is charged with seizing and
protecting, for we know our markets
will never fulfill their promise unless
they remain free and competitive, and
we know they will not long remain free
or competitive without a sound com-
petition policy holding that center
ground.

Now, as I mentioned earlier, events
of late seem determined to keep anti-
trust at the forefront of the public de-
bate. We are witnessing innovation and
disruption at a dizzying pace. Markets
are concentrating, powerful players are
staking out valuable ground, and accu-
sations of anticompetitive behavior—
some bona fide and many not—are
mounting. Across the board, an anxiety
seems to be settling in.

Therefore, I want to be very clear, es-
pecially to my friends on the left: I see
it. I understand it. That the challenges
here are real, there can be no real
doubt. That an update in the doctrine
may well be necessary, there should be
no dispute. Where, perhaps, I differ is
that I don’t quite see the need for the
panic. I think American antitrust is up
to this challenge.

The story of capitalism has always
been a story of change, and if we are
doing things right, that change does
not come according to anyone’s plan or
script. Just when society grows com-
fortable in habits of law and com-
merce—just as each part of the econ-
omy learns to play its part—the ground
again shifts beneath our feet. It can be
a bit disorienting but not to worry.
That is where our old, trusted friend,
the consumer welfare standard, comes
back in.

As I emphasized in my last address
on the floor and as I will continue to
emphasize here, it is a proven way of
directing us aright. As new innovation
fundamentally alters the landscape, as
entrepreneurs press beyond current
frontiers and into the unknown, the
consumer welfare standard is like a
compass with a bearing set toward that
critical middle ground which antitrust
is charged with protecting. True north
is not what is best for market competi-
tors, not what is most convenient for
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market regulators, but what most fur-
thers market competition itself, the
better to ward off the dangers of collec-
tivism, the surer to escape the stagna-
tion of monopoly.

Now, I know—I understand—that this
hardly settles things. Identifying the
principle by which we orient ourselves
is the start of the discussion, not the
conclusion. The consumer welfare
standard is, like I have said, a compass;
it is not a map. It guides our journey
without fixing a precise course through
the changing terrain. Adjustments are
to be expected. After all, much of anti-
trust doctrine, as it is received today,
was built upon the familiar economic
process of resource extraction, manu-
facture, distribution, and retail.

That the digital age would present
commercial arrangements to defy
those traditional classifications is not,
altogether, surprising. Fortunately,
antitrust is a common law exercise and
leaves plenty of room for improvement.
Our conventional categories of anti-
competitive conduct can be tweaked,
refashioned, or even expanded in light
of technological advancement and mar-
ket evolution. That process will be-
come all the easier as our tools for tak-
ing the measure of the land improve.

Current analysis does well in taking
account of price. It may do better still
in taking account of quality. Reams of
data never before thought obtainable
and new econometric methods only re-
cently deemed practical entice us with
a chance to plot curves, which until re-
cently were confined to the theoretical.
Our basic and time-honored
foundational models are increasingly
nudged and bounded by contributions
from the behavioral sciences, and game
theory is continuously opening new ho-
rizons in market analysis.

I am happy to have that discussion.
Again, we keep our markets fresh by
keeping our doctrine current, but I
would—as an old Republican must—
urge caution, especially to some of the
more zealous advocates for reform, hip-
ster or otherwise. I will gladly sample
the avocado toast—I really will—but
nobody should get the idea that we
have moved on from the meat and po-
tatoes. It is easy, with the benefit of
hindsight, to critique past precedent
formed in the familiar image of the
mass industrial process. It is far more
difficult to refashion doctrine for a new
age that is still evolving in surprising
ways.

As we trek into the unknown, let’s
take note of where we have been and
appreciate the hazards of the route.
Let’s recall that whatever the changes
at the surface of the market, basic eco-
nomic principles persist through the
ages. Network effects in our digital in-
frastructure may feel very new today,
but as I emphasized in my last address,
the concept is actually very old. It
structured the telephone market long
before we could even conceive of an on-
line search market. Let’s recall also
that the foresight of regulators and
thus the wisdom of their regulation is
inevitably limited.
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We talk a lot about platform econom-
ics today and worry about the bottle-
necks of digital traffic as if the future
has finally and permanently arrived,
but with the rate of innovation these
days, there is no telling whether the
essential facilities of today will prove
all that essential tomorrow. We can do
little more than guess at what form ex-
clusive dealing or foreclosure may take
in markets yet unseen. Let’s recall
that markets often correct themselves.
As more than a few formally invincible
corporate titans can attest, free enter-
prise offers few opportunities for eter-
nal life, and when regulators do step in,
doctrine still tends to lag behind the
market. Thus, the powers we grant
government now will likely survive
into a future that is not yet defined.

Finally, before we rush to grant en-
forcement officials a broad mandate
with an ill-defined objective to do
something, let’s recall that regulation
can hurt as much as it can help. As we
have seen in some attempts at rate reg-
ulation, a regime meant to restrain the
biggest players may very well, with the
passage of time, become the preferred
tool for excluding new entrants. Merg-
er analysis sometimes does more for ri-
vals than for consumers, and as we
have learned in nearly every form of
intervention, a medicine which creates
too much unpredictability and upsets
too many investment-backed expecta-
tions may well prove worse than the
disease itself.

In the end, like I said, I think we are
up to this challenge. With compassion
in hand, an open mind, and apprecia-
tion for what our journey thus far has
taught, antitrust will continue the
work of securing that middle ground
whereon markets thrive. When all is
said and done—after all of the con-
troversy and high emotion have sub-
sided—we may just find that all we
needed was a small course adjustment.
Perhaps this needn’t be a reckoning
when just a little reform will do. We
can set about correcting market fail-
ures and readjusting system incentives
without going after some industry or
bringing this or that firm to heel.

When I first sounded the alarm on
Microsoft—years ago really—it was not
merely because it was deemed too pow-
erful or because a new class of high-
tech barons risked undermining demo-
cratic norms; it was because of well-
founded concerns of concrete, competi-
tive harm to developing markets.

The question in antitrust was not
then—and we must not allow it to be-
come today—whether any of our com-
panies are too big or too profitable or
too dominant; the question is whether
they engage in identifiable anti-
competitive conduct or if a merger is
likely to facilitate it.

The question is whether it can be
shown, as far as the imperfect tools of
economics allow and an evolving doc-
trine can bear, that the conduct at
issue or the merger proposed does more
to fortify the firm than serve the con-
sumers of America.
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Of course, that kind of analysis may
not make headlines, and it may not
satisfy our deep-seated yearning to
identify heroes and villains, but it is
the best way to handle antitrust. If we
are going to get this right, we are
going to need to keep cool heads.

Antitrust already asked some of the
hardest questions, like why we allow
the market to put scarce resources to
their highest uses when our social and
political valuations do not match that
of prevailing prices. Antitrust already
forces some of the hardest choices, like
how to trade the losses of some indus-
tries and some actors for the gains of
the economy as a whole.

There is no need to make things
harder still by turning antitrust into a
political cudgel, as the left is wont to
do, or by dismissing it as yet another
example of government overreach, as
the right is often guilty.

So let us let all of us on all sides tone
down the political rhetoric. Should this
debate do no more than feed our appe-
tite for political gamesmanship, anti-
trust will not be the better for having
it. Do you know what? I do not think I
am alone here. My colleagues in the
Senate seem to be rising to the occa-
sion. My friends on the other side of
the aisle introduced legislation that,
however flawed in my view, reflects the
seriousness with which they take these
issues.

I am happy to see there is finally
movement again on the nomination of
Makan Delrahim. He is an exceptional
antitrust attorney and just the person
we are going to need as we sort this
thing all out. I will not shy from dis-
cussing his qualifications here, and I
would not fault my colleagues for using
his nomination as an opportunity for a
wider discussion on antitrust, but now
it is time to put him to work. I am
pleased to see we are almost there.

At the same time, this debate is not
going to be confined to the floor of the
Senate. At the agencies, in the court-
room, from the lecture hall to the opin-
ion pages, there are going to be a lot of
voices weighing in. Most, we can hope,
will be helpful. All, we can resolve, will
be heard, I hope.

I want to applaud those on the left
for jumping into this debate, and I wish
the best of luck to the new Open Mar-
kets Institute. I had a little fun with
the hipsters the last time around, and
they took it in good stride. I am now
told some prefer the title New Brandeis
School. I think that is fitting. Justice
Brandeis was a bit of a hipster in his
time. I should know, as I was basically
a contemporary of his.

Further, I acknowledge the efforts of
private litigants and policy advocates
pressing their cases in courts here and
in Europe. They have been working
tirelessly to make a data-driven case
that speaks directly to consumer harm.
They play an important role, and the
doctrine is better for their efforts, how-
ever their cases turn out.

Finally, I want to implore my fellow
conservatives, continue joining in on
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this debate, keep investing in anti-
trust, embrace it as an area of the law
in which we speak to the power of the
markets by speaking to the importance
of sound regulation. Make the case
that, like property or contract or com-
mercial law, antitrust is that rare spe-
cies of government regulation which
opens doors rather than slamming
them shut.

As I have been arguing for decades
now, should our doctrine grow stag-
nant, markets may well concentrate
beyond what is politically acceptable,
calls for excessive government inter-
vention will only increase, and the
yoke of the regulator could soon be our
portion.

With that, Mr. President, I will close
right where I began. As this debate pro-
ceeds, it falls to all of us to do our part
in getting this right. The challenges
presented by our evolving markets are
real, but we are not the first to break
new ground, and will we be the last to
worry that the new ground broken sits
far removed from the competition’s
precious center? One way or another,
we have made it before. I trust we can
make it again.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Michigan.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. PETERS. Mr. President, the de-
bate over healthcare can be very con-
fusing. Last night, a tweaked third
version of this year’s third bill to re-
peal the Affordable Care Act was re-
leased. This is after several dozens of
votes taken in Congress on this very
same issue since 2010.

There is no question—the debate over
healthcare has been exhausting. Our
Nation’s disability advocates, patients,
doctors, and anyone with a preexisting
condition have spent this past year on
high alert, waiting on a razor’s edge for
the next time they would need to plead
with Republicans in Congress not to
take away their healthcare.

Healthcare is a very complex subject,
but rather than engaging in thought-
ful, bipartisan debate, my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle are rush-
ing to pass something—anything—even
if they don’t know the details.

What we do know about this bill is
that millions of people will lose their
healthcare. Why? Because Republicans
in Congress are facing a deadline of
September 30 to use an arcane, expe-
dited procedure that will let them re-
peal the Affordable Care Act with a
simple majority of the Senate. My Re-
publican colleagues are in such a rush
that they don’t even want to wait until
we get a nonpartisan analysis from the
Congressional Budget Office. I believe
they don’t want to wait because they
know the budget analysis will make it
very clear that this is a very bad bill.

Although the healthcare debate is
often confusing, exhausting, and com-
plex, I think we should focus on just
one very simple concept: No one in this
great country of ours should ever go
bankrupt because they get sick.
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Let me repeat that. No one should
ever go bankrupt because they get
sick.

Every American, no matter what ZIP
Code they live in, should be able to
have affordable, quality healthcare.

As I stand here today, we don’t know
what version of the Affordable Care
Act repeal we will be voting on later
this week, but some things are vir-
tually certain: Michiganders will be
forced to pay more for less healthcare;
costs for older Americans will increase
dramatically; insurance companies will
once again be free to discriminate
against individuals with preexisting
conditions, such as cancer, diabetes,
and heart disease; and even if policies
are available, Michiganders will never
be able to afford them.

This last-ditch effort to meet an arti-
ficial deadline is not thoughtful, meas-
ured or kind; it is messy, rushed, and
cruel.

The Affordable Care Act is not per-
fect, and nobody here is saying that it
is, but while we are spending this week
debating yet another repeal bill, we are
wasting time that should be spent on
improving our healthcare system for
all Americans. We need to reauthorize
the Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram, which expires at the end of this
week. If it is not reauthorized, it could
jeopardize care for over 100,000 children
in my State alone. We need to also act
quickly to support community health
centers, which face the same funding
deadline and serve as the primary
healthcare home for nearly 700,000
Michiganders. What we need is a truly
bipartisan process to improve the Af-
fordable Care Act, while keeping what
works in place.

The legislation to repeal the Afford-
able Care Act before us this week will
jeopardize care for individuals with
preexisting conditions and increase
costs for older Americans who are al-
ready living on a fixed income. I heard
from countless Michigan veterans,
small business owners, hard-working
parents with children, and many others
who will be hurt by the proposals in
this Republican bill. My constituents
are fearful that they will be forced to
choose between going without the care
they need or facing potential bank-
ruptcy over the costs.

I will say it again. No one in America
should ever go bankrupt because they
get sick. Every American should be
able to afford quality healthcare, and I
will continue fighting to ensure we
never go back to the days when fami-
lies had to face impossible choices.

This bill is simply wrong. It is wrong
on policy, it is wrong on process, and it
is wrong for millions of Michiganders
who are worried about their families’
healthcare.

I urge my Republican colleagues to
end this misguided repeal fight once
and for all so that we can come to-
gether on a bipartisan basis and make
healthcare work for each and every
American.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.
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I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MORAN). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018

AMENDMENTS NOS. 1065, AS MODIFIED, AND 1086,
AS MODIFIED

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, as in
legislative session, I ask unanimous
consent that notwithstanding the pas-
sage of H.R. 2810, the instructions to
the clerk in amendments Nos. 1065 and
1086 be modified with the changes that
are at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendments, as modified, are as
follows:

AMENDMENT NO. 1065, AS MODIFIED

At the end of Division F add the following:

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Environmental Restoration,
Air Force, increase the amount in the Senate
Authorized column by $20,000,000.

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Subtotal Environmental
Restoration, Air Force, increase the amount
in the Senate Authorized column by
$20,000,000.

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Total Miscellaneous Appro-
priations, increase the amount in the Senate
Authorized column by $20,000,000.

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Undistributed, Line number
999, reduce the amount in the Senate Au-
thorized column by $20,000,000.

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Fuel Savings, increase the
amount of the reduction indicated in the
Senate Authorized column by $20,000,000.

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Subtotal Undistributed, re-
duce the amount in the Senate Authorized
column by $20,000,000.

In the funding table in section 4301, in the
item relating to Total Undistributed, reduce
the amount in the Senate Authorized column
by $20,000,000.

AMENDMENT 1086, AS MODIFIED

At the end of Division F add the following:

In the funding table in section 4101, in the
item relating to Littoral Combat Ship, in-
crease the amount in the Senate Authorized
column by $600,000,000.

In line 999 of the funding table in Section
4301, in the item relating to fuel savings, in-
crease the reduction by $600 million.

———

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wisconsin.
HEALTHCARE

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I rise
today to talk about the disasters of
ObamaCare and a possible solution. It
is a powerful first step—not perfect but
a step that would take us off the path
toward a single-payer system and put
us on a path toward federalism, with
greater State control but, in many re-
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spects, greater freedom for the Amer-
ican public.

During the last healthcare discussion
and debate, I spoke with a couple,
Sherry and Vern Colby from River
Falls, WI. They had a real problem:
They had preexisting conditions. They
were quite pleased when ObamaCare
passed because their preexisting condi-
tions, they believed, would be covered.
So they signed up for ObamaCare in
2014, paid the premiums, sent in their
paycheck stubs to make sure their in-
come levels qualified for the subsidies.
Then a funny thing happened when
they got their tax returns in March of
2015: They had to pay back more than
$15,000 in subsidies because they made
$59,000. They had to cash in pretty
much all of their 401(k). They had to
sell their house so they wouldn’t lose it
in foreclosure.

I spoke with Sherry Colby today be-
cause, as we have debated the possi-
bility of passage of Graham-Cassidy-
Heller-Johnson, we have heard a lot of
demagoguery. We have heard a lot of
false charges. I would like to refute a
couple of those.

One of the claims of ObamaCare is it
guaranteed that if you have a pre-
existing condition, you are free from
worry, you will be covered. Well, in
Sherry and Vern Colby’s case, that is
simply not true.

I spoke with Sherry just this after-
noon. Again, they had to sell their
house, and they had to cash in their
401(k). Their nightmare didn’t end at
that point in time because President
Obama, as he left office, took short-
term, limited-duration plans—that du-
ration from 264 days down to 90 days.
Now Sherry and Vern Colby are forced
to buy these short-term, limited-dura-
tion plans that only last for 90 days.
When I say ‘‘forced,” the problem they
have is that they work. Vern drives
milk trucks 60 hours a week. Sherry
works in a florist’s shop 30 hours a
week. They make too much to be sub-
sidized under ObamaCare. They don’t
make enough to be able to afford the
premium of $14,000 per year with a
$12,500 deductible. So right now they
are paying $5,600 a year, and they have
a $5,000 deductible per quarter and a 70/
30 copay for a short-term, limited-dura-
tion plan that can and did exclude
their preexisting conditions.

Shortly after they signed up with
IHC, Vern had a condition that re-
quired a hospital stay. The problem is,
his preexisting condition wasn’t cov-
ered under their insurance. The bill for
that hospital stay was $45,000. To add
insult to injury, because their short-
term, limited-duration plan is not
ObamaCare compliant, they are also
paying the penalty. They are pur-
chasing insurance, paying $5,500 per
year, $20,000 in deductibles, a $45,000
hospital bill, and they are still penal-
ized by the American Government
under ObamaCare.

Graham-Cassidy-Heller-Johnson
maintains the provision of the guaran-
teed issue, covering people with pre-
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existing conditions. There are all kinds
of charges that somehow ObamaCare
has guaranteed coverage for those indi-

viduals and Graham-Cassidy-Heller-
Johnson would not.
Personally, I Dbelieve Governors,

State legislators, and the people in the
State of Wisconsin will be far more
concerned about Sherry and Vern
Colby and will have innovative solu-
tions, such as Wisconsin’s high-risk
pool or Maine’s invisible high-risk
pool, to actually bring down premiums
so the Colbys can actually afford insur-
ance without having to quit their jobs.

But that is not the main reason I
came to the floor today. While sitting
in that chair or watching TV over the
weekend, listening to people’s speech-
es, I have heard repeatedly from our
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
talking about Graham-Cassidy-Heller-
Johnson that it is going to destroy
Medicaid as we know it, that it will be
slashing spending in Medicaid—mas-
sive, deep cuts.

Let me go to a couple of charts.

This first chart really has nothing to
do with healthcare—except it has ev-
erything to do with healthcare. What
this chart shows is the CBO projection
of deficits over the next 30 years by
decade. CBO made the projections as a
percentage of the GDP. Nobody under-
stands percentages—we don’t buy ham-
burgers with percentages—so we con-
verted those percentages of GDP into
dollars. According to our best calcula-
tions, CBO projects almost a $10 tril-
lion deficit over the next 10 years; the
second decade, $37 trillion; the third
decade, $82 trillion, for a whopping
total of a $129 trillion deficit over the
next 30 years. That would be added to
our $20 trillion worth of debt.

There are a number of ways of de-
scribing this deficit. I am putting up
two right now. What is it composed of?
Well, if you take a look at revenue
versus outlays, the deficit is composed
of about an $18 trillion deficit in Social
Security alone. In other words, Social
Security over the next 30 years will
pay out $18 trillion more in benefits
than it brings to the payroll tax; Medi-
care, $39 trillion. Interest on the debt
over that same 30 years will be $65 tril-
lion for a whopping total of $122 tril-
lion of deficits over the next 30 years.
That explains 95 percent of the deficit.

Another way of looking at that def-
icit is this: Over the next 30 years, our
revenue will equal almost $200 tril-
lion—$199 trillion. Outlays for Social
Security will be $69 trillion; Medicare,
$65 trillion; Medicaid and ObamaCare
$32 trillion, for a subtotal of $1566 tril-
lion. If you add $65 trillion interest on
the debt, we are already exceeding our
revenue.

You will notice that there is no
money at all for any agencies, for na-
tional defense, for any other welfare
programs. All the money is consumed
by Social Security, Medicare, Med-
icaid, ObamaCare, and interest on the
debt. This is clearly unsustainable.

Let’s talk about cuts. What would a
cut really look like? Well, this is the
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truth in terms of what we are projected
to spend on Medicare, Medicaid,
ObamaCare, and what we would spend
under Graham-Cassidy-Heller-Johnson.
If you go back to the year 2009, we were
spending slightly more than $200 bil-
lion for Medicaid alone. This last year,
we were spending about $438 billion. We
have basically doubled spending in just
the last 9 years. According to projec-
tions, by the end of this time period,
we will be spending over $700 billion per
year on ObamaCare and Medicaid com-
bined. Graham-Cassidy would spend a
little less than that—mot much less.

Let me take a look at what a real cut
would be. There are no cuts; you will
notice spending never declines year
over year—not once. It continues to
grow year over year, not that far from
the projections.

This is what a real cut looks like.
Many of my colleagues have talked
about and campaigned on something
they call the penny plan—a way to rein
in out-of-control Federal spending by
doing something that seems pretty rea-
sonable, which is to take any govern-
ment program and just reduce a dol-
lar’s worth of spending by just a penny.
It would be a 1-percent cut per year. If
we were to do that to ObamaCare and
Medicaid, you would see what a real
cut looks like—a pretty minor cut, the
type of cut many people have suggested
under the penny plan, but that is what
a real cut looks like. What Graham-
Cassidy-Heller-Johnson does is not a
cut; it is just a slight reduction in the
rate of growth and spending.

Again, oftentimes colleagues on the
other side of the aisle are talking
about drastic cuts. Well, let me detail
what I would consider to be a possibly
drastic cut. Let’s say, rather than just
1 percent a year, we reduce spending by
5 percent a year or 10 percent a year.
You know, I would agree with folks on
the other side; if we were proposing
those types of cuts, I would say that is
slashing spending. I would say that
would be a massive or draconian cut.
But, again, that is not what we are
doing. We are just slightly reducing
spending over the next 10 years.

Let’s look at this a little bit dif-
ferently. Let’s take a look at cumu-
lative spending. If you just take cumu-
lative spending year over year and add
it up—our current projection on
ObamaCare and Medicaid—we would
spend $5,688 billion; that is, $56.67 tril-
lion. The Graham-Cassidy-Heller-John-
son proposed spending is the green line,
$5.44 trillion or a reduction of $226 bil-
lion over 10 years, a 3.99 percent de-
crease—not draconian, not massive,
not slashing. It is a small, slight reduc-
tion in the growth of spending.

Let’s take a look at what would hap-
pen if we just adhered to the penny
plan in terms of cumulative spending.
Again, this would be a real cut—1 per-
cent per year. We would take the cur-
rent law at $5.67 trillion. The penny
plan would actually reduce that to $4.2
trillion, and you would save $1.5 tril-
lion for about 26 percent in savings.
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That would be a real cut that would
constrain the growth of entitlements
so we can further reduce the mortgage
of our children by just a little bit.

Why is this important? Again, to put
things in perspective, over the next 10
years—this is blown up from our first
chart—the projected deficit, according
to CBO is close to $10 trillion—3$9.6 tril-
lion. What we are proposing under Gra-
ham-Cassidy-Heller-Johnson is a $226
billion reduction in the rate of growth
of spending on Medicare or on Medicaid
and ObamaCare—a 2.4-percent reduc-
tion in relationship to the $9.6 trillion
projected deficit. Is that massive? Is
that draconian? I don’t believe so.

The types of controls we need to
start enacting, if we are ever going to
stop mortgaging our children’s future,
would be more like the penny plan, but
even there, you can see how inadequate
that is, based on the problem. The
penny plan would reduce spending by
$1.48 trillion—about a 15.4-percent re-
duction to our $9.6 trillion deficit.

Let me conclude by talking about the
fact that here in Washington, DC, here
in Congress, we are not very good at
solving problems, partly because not
very many Members or their staffs
have ever served in the private sector.
They don’t really understand people
like Vern or Sherry Colby, who, as
President Bill Clinton said, ‘‘are out
there busting it,”” working 60 to 70
hours a week. Their premiums have
doubled and, in many cases, tripled.
Their coverage is cut in half. They
can’t afford ObamaCare. They don’t un-
derstand how businesses are struggling
to pay the premiums when they pro-
vide healthcare. They don’t understand
it, and what they certainly don’t un-
derstand is the problem-solving proc-
ess: admitting you have a problem, de-
fining that problem, gathering the in-
formation, doing the root cause anal-
ysis, and then, based on that careful
analysis, based on the information, set-
ting achievable goals and designing
legislation, then designing the solu-
tion.

We haven’t been honest with our-
selves in this body. We haven’t come to
grips with why premiums have doubled
and, in many cases, tripled. It was be-
cause of the faulty design of
ObamaCare—the fact that we are ask-
ing 5 to 6 percent of the American pop-
ulation to shoulder the full burden of
covering people with preexisting, high-
cost conditions. There is a way of ad-
dressing this, but we have to be honest.
We have to set aside the rhetoric. We
have to set aside the demagoguery.

We have to take that first step of
loosening the ties of this one-size-fits-
all model here in Washington, DC, let-
ting the States innovate—like Wis-
consin, like Maine’s invisible high-risk
pool—to actually bring down pre-
miums. In Maine, when they enacted
invisible high-risk pools, premiums for
young people were cut to one-third of
what they had been under guaranteed
issue. For older folks, they were cut in
half. It is possible to do this if we are
honest and if we are courageous.
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With that, I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, today
we are voting on the nomination of
William Emanuel to serve on the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board. The
NLRB may be one of the most impor-
tant independent Federal agencies that
you have never heard of. They are re-
sponsible for protecting the Ilawful
rights of workers to come together and
bargain with their bosses for higher
wages and better working conditions.

Starting a union is not an easy task.
Often, it is a large corporation against
its own employees. The money and the
ability to threaten retaliation are
heavily weighted on the corporate side.

For more than a century, many cor-
porations fought unions tooth and nail,
hiring strikebreakers and union-bust-
ing thugs and, later on, union-busting
lawyers. So back in the 1930s, Congress
established the NLRB to act as a ref-
eree and to keep the playing field level
so that workers would have a chance to
form a union if they wanted to.

President Trump picked William
Emanuel to fill a vacancy on the
NLRB. Mr. Emanuel has over 40 years
of experience practicing labor and em-
ployment law. He has represented man-
ufacturing companies, trade associa-
tions, logistics companies, hospitals,
and dozens of other giant companies in-
volved in labor disputes. He has rep-
resented big companies like Nissan,
FedEx, Rite Aid, Safeway and Uber.
That is an impressive resume. There is
just one problem with it: In his more
than four decades of practice, he has
never been on the side of the workers—
not once.

Every party to a dispute is entitled
to legal representation, and Mr. Eman-
uel has every right to spend his career
representing corporations, but a guy
who has never even once represented
workers should not serve on the NLRB,
period.

The NLRB is not the Department of
Commerce. It is not the Chamber of
Commerce. It is not there to help pump
up big corporations. No. When Congress
created the NLRB, it gave it a simple
mission: encourage collective bar-
gaining. An individual who has spent
his career working for some of the
country’s most ruthless union-busting
firms, fighting off union efforts at
every turn, has absolutely no business
at the helm of an agency whose job is
to encourage collective bargaining.
The deck is already stacked against
hard-working Americans.

For the last few decades, produc-
tivity has increased, corporations and
shareholders have gotten richer, but
workers haven’t shared in that growth.
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Hourly wages have been virtually flat
for almost 35 years, and one reason for
this is the decline of unions. The im-
pact is everywhere.

Inequality has risen in America.
Why? According to the Economic Pol-
icy Institute, the decline in unions ac-
counts for about 20 percent to 30 per-
cent of the growth in income inequal-
ity over the past several decades. When
unions decline, all workers are hurt.
For the more than 40 million non-union
men working in the private sector, the
loss of unions over the past 30 years
has been equivalent to an annual wage
loss of about $109 billion. It is no won-
der that American families are feeling
the squeeze.

The decline of unions isn’t an acci-
dent. It didn’t happen on its own or as
the unexpected byproduct of some
other event. No. Large corporations
have called on their Republican bud-
dies in local, State, and Federal gov-
ernments, and they have launched a
quiet but deadly attack on unions.
Twenty-eight States have passed laws
banning the collection of union dues
from workers that the unions rep-
resent. The only purpose of these laws
is to starve the unions of resources and
make it harder for workers to join to-
gether and to stand up for themselves.

The Supreme Court hasn’t been kind
to unions either, effectively deci-
mating the ability of home healthcare
workers to join together in 2014. Now
with a Republican-appointed majority
on the Court, they are poised to deal
the knockout blow to public sector
unions later this term. And with the
nomination of Mr. Emanuel, workers
won’t be able to count on the NLRB, ei-
ther.

As a candidate, President Trump
promised American workers that under
a Trump Presidency, ‘‘the American
worker will finally have a president
who will protect them and fight for
them.” He also promised to ‘‘drain the
swamp’’ in Washington and fill his ad-
ministration with those who would
work for working Americans—not for
donors and not for special interests.

When President Trump nominated
Mr. Emanuel to serve at the highest
labor court in the land, he delivered
another gut punch to working people.
In fact, Mr. Emanuel is the dream
nominee for the donors and special in-
terests. Trade associations for the com-
panies that make their profits on the
backs of low-wage workers imme-
diately came out in support of his can-
didacy. The National Restaurant Asso-
ciation, the International Franchise
Association, the National Retail Fed-
eration, the Retail Industry Leaders
Association, the National Right to
Work Committee, and the U.S. Cham-
ber of Commerce applauded President
Trump’s pick with almost giddy enthu-
siasm and urged the Republican Senate
to quickly confirm him to the Board.
Today, unless a few of my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle decide to
stand up for workers, they will get
their wish.
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We all know that Washington works
great for the trade associations and
their armies of lobbyists and lawyers,
but it delivers one punch after another
to the hard-working Americans who
sent us to Washington to work for
them. If Congress isn’t going to stand
up for workers, the very least we can
do is give these workers a fighting
chance to join together and stand up
for themselves.

It is the NLRB’s job to make sure
that employees can join unions if they
want to. That is the law. A man who
has spent 40 years beating back work-
ers’ efforts to form unions has no busi-
ness on the Board. I urge my colleagues
to join me in opposing his nomination.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President,
today the Senate will vote on the con-
firmation of William Emanuel to be a
Member of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board, NLRB. I am glad that we
are moving this nomination because,
once Mr. Emanuel is confirmed, we will
have a full five-member National Labor
Relations Board, which has not been
the case in nearly 2 years.

The NLRB was created in 1935 by the
National Labor Relations Act, NLRA,
which was significantly amended in
1947 by the Taft-Hartley Act. It has the
statutory mission to promote ‘‘free
flow of commerce” by allowing em-
ployees to organize and bargain collec-
tively.

The statute provides that ‘‘employ-
ees shall have the right to self-organi-
zation, to form, join, or assist labor or-
ganizations, to bargain collectively
through representatives of their own
choosing, and to engage in other con-
certed activities for the purpose of col-
lective bargaining or other mutual aid
or protection, and shall also have the
right to refrain from any or all of such
activities.” The statute further pro-
vides that it is an unfair labor practice
for unions to ‘‘restrain or coerce em-
ployees in the exercise of their rights.”

After years of playing the role of ad-
vocate for organized labor, the new
Board should return to the role of neu-
tral umpire. Board partisanship did not
start under President Obama, but it be-
came worse under him. When the Board
is too partisan, it creates instability in
our Nation’s workplaces and does not
serve the intent of the law, which is
stable labor relations and free flow of
commerce. The Obama Board over-
turned numerous longstanding prece-
dents that had been upheld for decades
by both Republican and Democrat
boards.

Under President Obama, the Board
took three particularly harmful ac-
tions. First, the joint-employer deci-
sion, which was the biggest attack on
the opportunity for small businessmen
and women in this country to make
their way into the middle class that
anyone has seen in a long time—
threatening to destroy the American
Dream for owners of the nation’s
780,000 franchise locations. Second, the
ambush elections rule, which can force
a union election before an employer
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and many employees even have a
chance to figure out what is going on.
This rule also forces employers to pro-
vide union organizers with a list of em-
ployees’ telephone numbers, email ad-
dresses, employee work locations,
shifts, and job classifications—highly
personal information that many em-
ployees may not wish to share. Third
was the microunion decision, which
gave factions of employees within sin-
gle businesses a path to forming their
own unions. This decision risks frac-
turing workplaces and creating the po-
tential for conflict and uncertainty
among employees.

The Senate has the opportunity
today to help reverse this harmful
trend and bring stability to our Na-
tion’s workplaces by voting for Wil-
liam Emanuel and filling out the
Board—again, for the first time in
nearly 2 years. Mr. Emanuel is emi-
nently qualified to serve on the NLRB.
He is currently a shareholder at Littler
Mendelson in Los Angeles where he
works on labor and employment mat-
ters. Mr. Emanuel has spent the en-
tirety of his impressive career in the
private sector, representing trade asso-
ciations, hospitals and healthcare orga-
nizations, schools, as well as transpor-
tation, logistics, and manufacturing
companies. Mr. Emanuel has pre-
viously represented his clients before
the NLRB and has filed amicus briefs
on behalf of trade associations.

Mr. Emanuel was nominated to be a
member of the NLRB on June 29, 2017.
The committee received Mr. Emanuel’s
HELP application on June 30. On July
6, the committee received Mr.
Emanuel’s Office of Government Ethics
paperwork, including his public finan-
cial disclosure and ethics agreement.
Based on these documents, OGE deter-
mined that Mr. Emanuel ‘‘is in compli-
ance with applicable laws and regula-
tions governing conflicts of interest.”

We held Mr. Emanuel’s hearing on
July 13, and he completed all paper-
work in accordance with the HELP
Committee’s rules, practices, and pro-
cedures.

Mr. Emanuel offered to meet with all
HELP Committee members. Mr. Eman-
uel met with nine of them, including
five Democratic members. Following
the hearing, Mr. Emanuel responded to
62 questions for the record, QFRs, or
101 if you include subquestions, and
those responses were provided to Sen-
ators prior to the markup. The HELP
Committee favorably reported out Mr.
Emanuel’s nomination on July 19.

I look forward to voting for William
Emanuel, who will serve on the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board with dis-
tinction.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, one of
the most pernicious threats to the
right of employees and consumers to
access our judicial system has been the
rise of forced arbitration. This practice
unfairly eliminates access to our
courts for millions of Americans. When
used by employers, forced arbitration
serves to shield corporations from the
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consequences of harmful behavior, such
as discrimination or sexual harass-
ment. Today, the Senate is considering
a nominee for the National Labor Rela-
tions Board, or NLRB, who has advo-
cated in favor of forced arbitration in
the employment context. Mr.
Emanuel’s support for stripping Amer-
ican workers of their rights is an im-
portant reason why I am opposing his
nomination.

The shadow justice system brought
about by forced arbitration results in
real harm to employees while serving
only to protect powerful corporate em-
ployers. In a high-profile example from
last year, former FOX News host
Gretchen Carlson was barred from
speaking publicly about her allegations
of sexual harassment against the com-
pany’s former chairman, Roger Ailes.
Had she not spoken out and instead
complied with the private arbitration
clause in her contract, her case would
have been hidden from public view, de-
nying other victims of harassment the
knowledge that they were not alone.

In another disturbing case reported
earlier this year, hundreds of current
and former employees of Sterling Jew-
elers, a company that earns $6 billion
in annual revenue, have for years al-
leged that the company is engaged in
pervasive gender discrimination and
has fostered a culture that condones
sexual harassment. According to re-
ports, this shocking behavior dates as
far back as the early 1990s. Despite dec-
ades of allegations from women at the
company, these claims were hidden be-
hind closed doors because of private ar-
bitration. The full details are still un-
known today.

These are just two examples that
highlight the serious harm forced arbi-
tration can cause employees. During
the Obama administration, the NLRB
found that the use of forced arbitration
by employers to limit employees’
rights to enter into class or collective
actions violated the National Labor
Relations Act. Mr. Emanuel partici-
pated in key cases related to this deci-
sion. I am concerned that his history of
advocacy on this issue could lead to his
prejudging the outcomes of subsequent
cases that come before the Board.

Unfortunately, Mr. Emanuel declined
during his confirmation hearing to
recuse himself from decisions related
to forced arbitration should he become
a member of the Board. His other an-
swers on this issue did not sufficiently
allay my concern that he would work
to undermine the rights of employees
to access our judicial system. As some-
one who has fought for years to protect
Americans’ access to the courts and
has introduced legislation to limit the
harms caused by forced arbitration, I
must oppose his nomination.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I yield
the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
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Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Emanuel nomi-
nation?

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk called the
roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN), the
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), and
the Senator from Alabama (Mr.
STRANGE).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO)
would have voted ‘‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 47, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 203 Ex.]

YEAS—49
Alexander Flake Paul
Barrasso Gardner Perdue
Blunt Graham Portman
Boozman Grassley Risch
Burr Hatch Roberts
Capito Heller Rounds
Cottins nhofe Sasse
Corker Isakson glclott
elby
Cornyn Johnson Sullivan
Cotton Kennedy
Crapo Lankford Thupe
Cruz Lee Tillis
Daines McCain Toomey
Enzi McConnell Wicker
Ernst Moran Young
Fischer Murkowski
NAYS—47

Baldwin Gillibrand Nelson
Bennet Harris Peters
Blumenthal Hassan Reed
Booker Heinrich Sanders
Brown Heitkamp Schatz
Cantwell Hir.ono Schumer
Gardin Kaine
Casey Klobuchar ’?‘tabenow

ester
Coons Leahy Udall
Cortez Masto Manchin
Donnelly Markey Van Hollen
Duckworth McCaskill Warner
Durbin Merkley Warren
Feinstein Murphy Whitehouse
Franken Murray Wyden

NOT VOTING—4

Cochran Rubio
Menendez Strange

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.
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LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session.

The majority leader.

——————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR
2018—MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to Calendar No. 165, S.
1519.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 165, S.
1519, a bill to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2018 for military activities of the
Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and
for other purposes.

——————

MORNING BUSINESS

A TALE OF SISTER CITIES AND
SOME SOCCER JERSEYS

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, recently,
I heard from Mayor John Hollar and
City Manager Bill Fraser of Montpe-
lier, VT, about a wonderful gesture by
Philippe Saurel, the mayor of
Montpellier, France, who is also the
president of Montpellier Mediterranee

Metropolis.
The story is this: the city of
Montpellier, France, ordered soccer

jerseys to support its soccer club. They
were printed with the name Montpe-
lier—the way we spell it in Vermont—
rather than Montpellier, as it is in
France. As a result, Mr. Saurel, with
M. Laurent Nicollin, the president of
the Soccer Club of Montpellier, offered
to send these jerseys to the Montpelier,
VT, high school soccer teams.

As the only U.S. Senator ever born in
Montpelier, VT, I was thrilled and
wrote to the mayor of Montpellier,
France, with gratitude. The more I
thought about it, the more I wanted to
make sure the U.S. Senate heard about
this generous act. I ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the RECORD
the letter from Mayor Philippe Saurel
to Mayor John Hollar. The tie between
our two great nations and our two
beautiful cities continues.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

LETTER FROM MAYOR SAUREL TO MAYOR

HOLLAR

DEAR MAYOR HOLLAR, I'm writing to you
from Montpellier, south of France. The
starting point of our story is that [both our]
cities have almost the same name.

You have already heard about the story of
the soccer shirts on social networksl.]
[TlThere was a mistake during the printing,
and now Montpelier spelled as the name of
your city is [written] on the shirts of the
soccer team.

We would be very delighted with M.
Laurent Nicollin, President of the Soccer
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Club of Montpellier, to offer the shirts with
the name of your city to your school’s soccer
team. M. Mayor Hollar do not hesitate to
tell me if you agree with this gift, in that
way we will write together a great story.

Moreover, I also hope to meet you one day,
I will be very pleased to welcome you in
Montpellier.

Yours faithfully,
PHILIPPE SAUREL,
Mayor of Montpellier, President of
Montpellier Méditerranée Metropolis.

(At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL,
the following statement was ordered to
be printed in the RECORD.)

——
HURRICANE MARIA RECOVERY

e Mr. RUBIO. Mr. President, Hurricane
Maria devastated Puerto Rico, and I
am on the island today with FEMA Ad-
ministrator Brock Long, Governor Ri-
cardo Rossello, Resident Commissioner
JENNIFFER GONZALEZ, and other offi-
cials to assess the damage and assist-
ance that is needed to help residents
and make the island whole. It is our re-
sponsibility to do everything we can to
ensure our government responds to this
hurricane the same as it would any-
where else in the country. We must
stand with our brothers and sisters,
and give Puerto Rico the resources it
needs to rebuild and become stronger
than ever before.e

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
following statement was ordered to be
printed in the RECORD.)

————
VOTE EXPLANATION

e Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
was unavailable for rollcall vote No.
203 on the nomination of William
Emanuel to be a member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board. Had I
been present, I would have voted

unayw'.
———

CONFIRMATION OF NOEL J.
FRANCISCO

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I
could not support Noel Francisco’s con-
firmation to serve as the 47th Solicitor
General of the United States. I do not
believe Mr. Francisco can serve as a
check on this administration and this
President.

Created in 1870 and colloquially re-
ferred to as the ““10th Supreme Court
Justice,”” the Solicitor General rep-
resents the U.S. Government before the
Supreme Court. The Solicitor General
culls through thousands of cases a year
and selects which cases the Depart-
ment of Justice will appeal. Although
the Solicitor General is the third high-
est ranked office in the Department of
Justice, it is the Solicitor General
alone who selects and approves every
appeal. This heavy responsibility re-
quires that the Solicitor General use
sound legal judgment and resist pres-
sure from and maintain independence
from the President and Cabinet-level
members.

History contains examples of Solici-
tors General who deferred to the Presi-
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dent while constructing legal strategy
and Presidents who were directly in-
volved with shaping legal arguments.
President Eisenhower personally wrote
handwritten notes on his Solicitor
General’s briefs before they were sub-
mitted to the Supreme Court. Presi-
dent Eisenhower’s notes softened the
Solicitor General’s tone regarding the
expediency of desegregation after the
seminal Supreme Court decision of
Brown v. Board of Education.

At this unique time in history, we
cannot have a Solicitor General who
will serve as a rubberstamp for this ad-
ministration’s policies. President
Trump has shown a disregard and con-
tempt for not only the rule of law but
also for our constitutional separation
of powers.

Frederick William Lehmann, Solic-
itor General during the Taft adminis-
tration said that ‘‘the Government
wins its point when justice is done in
its courts.” As acting-Solicitor Gen-
eral, Mr. Francisco defended the Presi-
dent’s travel ban before the Ninth Cir-
cuit, in which he argued that Presi-
dential authority regarding immigra-
tion is ‘“‘largely immune from judicial
control.”

Mr. Francisco’s lead in defending
President Trump’s Executive orders
are deeply concerning. We need a Solic-
itor General that can say no to the
President and resist positions advo-
cated by the administration’s
hardliners when they fall outside of de-
fensible legal boundaries. I do not be-
lieve Mr. Francisco can act as an inde-
pendent check, and I could not support
his confirmation.

——
REMEMBERING PETE DOMENICI

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I would like
to take this time today to honor the
life of one of our former colleagues and
my friend, Pete Domenici of New Mex-
ico. Pete had a long and memorable ca-
reer and left an important legacy on
this institution, of which his family
can be proud.

Pete dedicated the majority of his
life to advocating for the betterment of
his home State and this Nation he
loved so much. He started his career in
public service after his election to the
Albuquerque City Commission in 1968.
He then took up the challenge to serve
the people of his home State in Con-
gress and was elected to the Senate in
1972. Pete served the people of New
Mexico for 36 years, becoming the long-
est serving Senator in New Mexico his-
tory in the process.

During his career, Pete was chairman
of the Senate Energy Committee and
twice the chairman of the Senate
Budget Committee. His adherence to
fiscal responsibility eventually led to
the passing of a balanced budget during
his chairmanship.

He accomplished a great deal over
the years in the Senate. His heartfelt
concern and his dedication to his prin-
ciples guided his work on every issue
that came before him. Through it all,
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his core values served as his inner com-
pass and kept him in tune with the
thinking of the people of New Mexico,
who elected him to the Senate six sepa-
rate times. I was fortunate enough to
serve with Pete and, through our 12
shared years in the Senate together,
came to admire his commitment to
serving our great Nation.

During my time as ranking member
of the Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions—HELP—Committee, I was
able to see up close Pete and his wife
Nancy’s lifelong commitment to men-
tal health. Through his hard work and
determination, the Paul Wellstone and
Pete Domenici Mental Health Parity
and Addiction Equity Act of 2008 was
enacted into law.

His pragmatism was one of the many
qualities Pete displayed everyday
while working to improve the lives of
all Americans. Pete’s ability to form
meaningful relationships with every
person he met was why he was so trust-
ed by Members on both sides of the
aisle.

Among Pete’s reasons to not seek a
seventh term was his diagnosis of
frontotemporal lobar degeneration.
Through his fight against his debili-
tating disease, he was an inspiration to
many. He did not let this slow him
down. After his retirement from the
Senate, Pete continued to work tire-
lessly for the advancement of the
causes he cared so dearly about.

We now celebrate the life of Pete
Domenici. Pete was many things in his
life: a college baseball player, a Sen-
ator, an author, a husband, a father, a
grandfather, and even a great-grand-
father.

Diana joins in sending our heartfelt
sympathy to the Domenici family. Pete
has been a role model to so many for so
many years, including me. He loved
life, and he loved sharing it with his
family and friends. Those who Kknew
him will always remember his dedica-
tion, his selflessness, and his ability to
solve problems. He will never be forgot-
ten. God bless.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

2256TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE CON-
NECTICUT STATE MEDICAL SOCI-
ETY

e Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
today I wish to recognize the Con-
necticut State Medical Society, as
they celebrate 225 years of dedicated
service to the medical profession and
to the improvement of health services
for Connecticut residents.

Founded in 1792, the Connecticut
State Medical Society consists of more
than 7,000 physicians who provide
healthcare across the State. The soci-
ety enhances the profession of medi-
cine by providing educational courses
and innovative learning experiences to
physicians, which helps improve the
overall quality of healthcare services
and safeguards patient health.
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For two and a quarter centuries, the
society has set an impressive example
for all physicians and served as a lead-
er on countless issues that impact the
health of our citizens. Early member
physicians founded the Yale School of
Medicine, the State’s first general hos-
pital-—mow known as Yale-New Haven
Hospital—the world’s first tumor reg-
istry, and many other medical mile-
stones that have shaped the health of
Connecticut and the Nation.

Most recently, the society has been
at the forefront of efforts to combat
the current addiction crisis and opioid
abuse by working with policymakers to
enact State laws tightening opioid pre-
scribing, expanding knowledge and un-
derstanding of opioid addiction, and
providing greater access to treatment.
The society has also worked for many
years to educate physicians, patients,
and the general public on opioid abuse,
as well as mental and behavioral
health issues.

To its credit, the society goes beyond
improving the quality of health serv-
ices for the people of Connecticut. It
has strongly advocated for affordable
and accessible health insurance cov-
erage while fighting against harmful
consolidations of healthcare facilities
that would result in less health service
availability at a higher cost. The soci-
ety is helping to address inequities in
health services and disparities in
health outcomes. Further, the society
is a strong advocate for transparency
throughout the entire healthcare in-
surance delivery system, ensuring its
health services are easy to understand.

Steeped in rich history but always
forward thinking, the Connecticut
State Medical Society is a catalyst for
positive change. I applaud the society’s
accomplishments and hope my col-
leagues will join me in congratulating
the Connecticut State Medical Society
for its 225 years of service.e

REMEMBERING CHARLES F.
KNIGHT

e Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, today 1
wish to honor the life and contribu-
tions of a great man who passed away
from complications of Alzheimer’s on
September 12, 2017, at the age of 81.

Charles Knight, or Chuck, as he was
known to everyone, might have been
born across the river in Illinois and
loved a second home in Glen Lake, MI,
but he spent his life as a Missourian.

In 1973 Chuck Knight joined Emer-
son. At that time, he became the
youngest CEO to head a U.S. billion-
dollar corporation. Within 5 years, the
business press was hailing the leader-
ship of Chuck Knight, and it was appro-
priate to do so then, and for the full 27
years, he served as Emerson’s CEO. Be-
cause he was so well regarded, he was
sought out to serve on a number of cor-
porate Dboards, including Anheuser-
Busch, AT&T, IBM, Baxter Inter-
national, BP, Caterpillar, Morgan
Stanley, and the Olin Foundation.

Between 1973 and 2000, Emerson grew
from a dozen divisions generating total
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revenues of $1 billion to more than 60
businesses with revenues totaling over
$15 billion. International sales grew
from 12 percent of the total to almost
40 percent. Emerson’s record of in-
creased earnings per share and divi-
dends for each year of Mr. Knight’s
tenure as CEO was among the longest
in U.S. business.

Chuck was a passionate leader. In a
1989 cover story, Fortune wrote that
his “‘intensity level is about 327 on a
scale of 1 to 10.” His intensity, passion,
and, most likely, his integrity, inspired
commitment and loyalty from his
management team, his employees, his
competitors, and his friends.

Chuck’s passion extended to his
adopted hometown of St. Louis, MO. He
didn’t just offer his support; Chuck
provided his personal advocacy and
leadership to many organizations, in-
cluding the Matthews-Dickey Boys &
Girls Club and the Annie Malone Chil-
dren and Family Service Center, serv-
ing children in the city of St. Louis. He
led the major capital campaign for
Washington University in St. Louis,
and for decades, he worked closely with
the Olin Business School, where he
helped fund the Charles F. Knight Ex-
ecutive Education Center. His efforts
were always to make a real and lasting
impact.

Chuck married his high school sweet-
heart in 1957. Their joint philanthropy
has resulted in countless benefits to
the entire St. Louis area, including the
Joanne Knight Breast Health Center at
the Siteman Cancer Center and the
Charles F. and Joanne Knight Alz-
heimer’s Disease Research Center at
the Washington University School of
Medicine. Chuck and Joanne have been
leading examples of the importance of
giving back to one’s community.

Chuck is survived by his loving wife,
Joanne, and his four children and their
families. He will be remembered as a
loving husband, a caring father, a pas-
sionate leader, and a great friend. He
made a difference.®

———
REMEMBERING GENE SULLIVAN
e Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President,

today I wish to recognize the life and
legacy of Arkansan Gene Sullivan.
Gene will forever be remembered as the
great optimist with the can-do attitude
and endless determnation. There was
no project too small and, certainly, no
project too large that he wouldn’t
tackle with his trademark tenacity.
Gene led a life dedicated to the out-
doors and was a man of great faith.

While there are many remarkable
stories that we remember about Gene,
I want to share a personal letter that
he sent to his grandchildren on his 81st
birthday. On February 8, 2017, Gene
wrote the following:

As I sit in my easy chair in the early morn-
ing of my 81lst birthday, I give thanks to the
Lord for how He has blessed me throughout
my life with love and mercy rather than jus-
tice. I want to share with you some things I
know to be true and pray that you will con-
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sider them in your short journey through
this life on earth.

(1) God’s judgement of how you live your
life is the only one that is really important.
(2) The Bible provides God’s directions for
having a successful life. Read it and live it.
(3) When you are older and look back, you
will not regret any time you spent with fam-
ily, serving the Lord and loving and serving
others.

I love you and you are one of the blessings
of my life.

He also included two Scriptures for
them to read and contemplate.

Deuteronomy 11:1: ‘“‘Therefore you
shall love the LORD your God, and al-
ways keep His charge, His statutes, His
precepts, and His commandments [it is
your obligation to Him].”

1 John 4:20: “Whoever claims to love
God yet hates a brother or sister is a
liar. For whoever does not love their
brother and sister, whom they have
seen, cannot love God, whom they have
not seen.”

As we mourn the loss of this Arkan-
sas leader, I think it would serve us all
well to reflect upon the timeless wis-
dom that he passed along to his grand-
children on his 81st birthday.e

———

RECOGNIZING PJM
INTERCONNECTION

e Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I would
like to take this moment for the Sen-
ate to recognize and honor the work of
the PJM Interconnection and its 600
employees in Valley Forge, PA. This
month, the company celebrates the
90th anniversary of its founding, as
well as the 20th anniversary of its for-
mation as an independent grid oper-
ator.

PJM is a world-class institution that
oversees the largest power grid in
North America. PJM performs the crit-
ical function of keeping the lights on 24
hours a day, 7 days a week, for more
than 65 million people in all or portions
of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Dela-
ware, Maryland, West Virginia, Vir-
ginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, Ken-
tucky, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Illi-
nois, and the District of Columbia.

PJM began in 1927 when three utili-
ties realized the benefits and effi-
ciencies possible by interconnecting to
share their generating resources and
formed the world’s first continuing
power pool. Since then, PJM’s work
has been dedicated to ensuring that re-
liable electricity is available at a rea-
sonable price.

In 1997, the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission approved PJM as
the Nation’s first fully functioning
independent system operator. ISOs op-
erate but do not own transmission sys-
tems in order to provide open access to
the grid for nonutility users.

Since that beginning of three utili-
ties, PJM has grown to more than 1,000
members. Those members represent
transmission owners, generation own-
ers, consumers, and residential and
commercial customers in each of its 13-
state region.

PJM has three simple goals: keeping
the lights on, administering the buying
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and selling of electricity through
wholesale electricity markets, and as-
sessing and planning for the future
needs of the electric grid. PJM has de-
voted itself to those goals as an indus-
try technology innovator, operating
similar to a stock exchange and devel-
oping electricity rates through a bid-
ding process that aligns supply with
demand. That PJM model is one that
has been emulated not just across the
country, but around the world.

As the work of PJM has reached a
global scale, I am especially proud that
this company continues to call Penn-
sylvania home and remains an integral
part of our economy and electric grid
infrastructure. For the last 90 years,
PJM has worked to develop
groundbreaking changes in electricity
and technology to improve the lives of
all Americans. Together with a grate-
ful Commonwealth and a grateful na-
tion, I take this opportunity to thank
them for their last nine decades of in-
novation and wish them well for an-
other 90 years of excellence and be-
yond.e

——

TRIBUTE TO STAN WILMOTH

e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I
wish to recognize Stan Wilmoth, whose
relentless commitment and service to
his community makes us all proud to
call him a fellow Nevadan.

This month, the American Cancer
Society will pay tribute to Mr.
Wilmoth by presenting him with their
first-ever ‘“‘Spirit of Hope Award.”” This
prestigious award is given to individ-
uals who are dedicated to their commu-
nity, wellness, education, quality of
life, and who advocate on behalf of the
American Cancer Society.

Mr. Wilmoth is well-deserving of this
award as he has an extensive record of
giving back to Nevada. Whether it is
serving as a volunteer fireman in
Lemmon Valley for 10 years or helping
advance construction of the Ronald
McDonald House, we are grateful for
Mr. Wilmoth’s many contributions to
our community and his involvement in
programs like Head Start. In addition
to serving as a member of the Reno-
Sparks Chamber of Commerce, Mr.
Wilmoth has also held several other
leadership board positions, including
chairman of the Nevada Bankers Asso-
ciation and presenting sponsor of the
American Cancer Society’s annual
fundraiser. For the past 10 years, he
has been instrumental in the develop-
ment of the Suits & Sneakers Gala, of-
fering guidance and support of the
American Cancer Society’s mission.

For 17 years, Mr. Wilmoth has served
as president and chief executive officer
of Heritage Bank, which serves as a
lifeline in our State’s economy. Under
his leadership, Heritage Bank has
played a large role in getting small
businesses off the ground and making
northern Nevada a better region to
live, work, and raise a family. In fact,
the bank earned the title of ‘“‘SBA
Lender of the Year in Northern Ne-
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vada’ for the past 6 years, assisting
many businesses and their families.

Before joining Heritage, Mr. Wilmoth
served as vice president, northern Ne-
vada regional loan manager for Nevada
State Bank, and assistant vice presi-
dent/commercial account officer and
commercial service officer for TU.S.
Bank. He also served on the Federal
Reserve Board for Community Banks
for multiple years.

Mr. Wilmoth’s dedication and com-
munity involvement in Nevada is a
true testament to his character, and
we are privileged he is one of our own.
His commitment and hard work in the
fight for a world without cancer is
truly admirable.

In closing, I am honored and proud to
recognize Stan Wilmoth for his leader-
ship and advocacy on behalf of Nevada.
I congratulate him on this remarkable
achievement and wish him the best in
his future endeavors.e

RECOGNIZING THE BUSINESS
COUNCIL OF DOUGLAS COUNTY

e Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, today I
wish to recognize the Business Council
of Douglas County for 25 years of striv-
ing toward a ‘‘diverse, sustainable and
healthy economy’”’ for Douglas County,
NV.

The Business Council of Douglas
County started in September of 1992
and consists of business owners, profes-
sionals, and industry leaders who col-
laborate with State, local, and Federal
government institutions to identify
and resolve critical matters in the
business community. Ultimately, the
partnership formed increases the abil-
ity of small businesses to grow, expand,
and hire in Douglas County and across
northern Nevada.

In 1996, Douglas County adopted a 20-
yvear master plan designed to provide
guidance to the county’s future devel-
opment. Just 4 years into their exist-
ence, the council was instrumental in
helping to shape that plan. Their in-
volvement presented them with a
unique opportunity to share their
input and better shape the county’s
economic future.

In addition to providing advice and
insight to government entities, the
Business Council of Douglas County
plays a prominent role in educating the
community and serving as a catalyst
for debate on relevant and timely
issues. By holding townhall debates
and educational forums on critical
issues like water and transportation,
as well as forums for candidates run-
ning to serve in public office, the coun-
cil has helped facilitate a community
where everyone has a vested interest in
the county’s future.

Furthermore, the Business Council of
Douglas County is striving to do more
and encouraging businessowners in
northern Nevada, as well as commu-
nity members, to participate in the or-
ganization’s efforts and to stay in-
formed. To accomplish this, the coun-

September 25, 2017

cil distributes a weekly newsletter on
topics of importance to the business

community, relevant government
meetings, votes, projects, and news.
The council’s general membership

hosts a monthly breakfast with guest
speakers at no charge because all
meetings are open to members and
their invited guests. They also host an
annual critical issues conference. This
year’s conference is another way for
them to discuss important issues to the
county and its ability to grow the
economy.

The Business Council of Douglas
County’s efforts and priorities go hand-
in-hand with my fight in Washington,
DC, to foster an economic climate that
allows small businesses to invest, grow,
and hire across the State. Having
served in the Nevada Legislature and
currently as our State’s senior Sen-
ator, I can attest to the significance of
the council and the partnership they
have formed with all levels of govern-
ment.

In closing, I am honored and proud to
recognize the Business Council of
Douglas County for 25 years of tireless
advocacy on behalf of the entire com-
munity. Through years of hard work,
planning, and educational efforts, the
Douglas County business community
has an open and transparent dialogue
with their State, local, and Federal of-
ficials. The partnership that has devel-
oped will not only continue to grow but
benefit the community for years to
come.®

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message from the President of the
United States was communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Williams, one of his
secretaries.

———

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate a mes-
sage from the President of the United
States submitting a nomination which
was referred to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.

(The message received today is print-
ed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 4:03 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bill, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 3354. An act making appropriations
for the Department of the Interior, environ-
ment, and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2018, and for other pur-
poses.

————
EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
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accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-2862. A communication from the Acting
Congressional Review Coordinator, Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Impor-
tation of Orchids in Growing Media From the
Republic of Korea Into the Continental
United States” ((RIN0579-AE24) (Docket No.
APHIS-2015-0091)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on September 18,
2017; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.

EC-2863. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting proposed legislation rel-
ative to the ‘“‘National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2018’’; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

EC-2864. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report on the continuation of
the national emergency with respect to per-
sons who commit, threaten to commit, or
support terrorism that was established in
Executive Order 13224 on September 23, 2001;
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

EC-2865. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on
the national emergency declared in Execu-
tive Order 12978 of October 21, 1995, with re-
spect to significant narcotics traffickers cen-
tered in Colombia; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-2866. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on
the national emergency with respect to Iran
as declared in Executive Order 12957 of March
15, 1995; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-2867. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Manpower
and Reserve Affairs), transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report on the mobilizations of se-
lected reserve units, received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on September 18,
2017; to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-2868. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen-
eral David J. Buck, United States Air Force,
and his advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

EC-2869. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on
the approved retirement of Vice Admiral
Richard P. Breckenridge, United States
Navy, and his advancement to the grade of
vice admiral on the retired list; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

EC-2870. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“Ves-
sel Documentation Regulations—Technical
Amendment” ((46 CFR Part 67) (Docket No.
USCG-2016-0531)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on September 18,
2017; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2871. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval of Nebraska Air Quality Im-
plementation Plans; Infrastructure SIP Re-
quirements for the 2010 Nitrogen Dioxide and
Sulfur Dioxide and the 2012 Fine Particulate
Matter National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ards ‘“ (FRL No. 9967-95-Region 7) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
September 14, 2017; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.
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EC-2872. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘““Postponement of Certain Compliance
Dates for the Effluent Limitations Guide-
lines and Standards for the Steam Electric
Power Generating Point Source Category”
(FRL No. 9967-90-OW) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on September
14, 2017; to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works.

EC-2873. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled “Outer Continental Shelf Air Regula-
tions Consistency Update for California’
(FRL No. 9962-56-Region 9) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep-
tember 14, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works.

EC-2874. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval of Implementation Plans;
State of Iowa; Elements of the Infrastruc-
ture SIP Requirements for the 2010 Nitrogen
Dioxide National Ambient Air Quality
Standard (NAAQS)” (FRL No. 9967-93-Region
7) received in the Office of the President of
the Senate on September 14, 2017; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-2875. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Approval of California Air Plan Revi-
sions, South Coast Air Quality Management
District” (FRL No. 9967-45-Region 9) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on September 14, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-2876. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans for Designated Facilities and Pollut-
ants; United States Virgin Islands; Other
Solid Waste Incineration Units” (FRL No.
9967-42-Region 2) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on September 14,
2017; to the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.

EC-2877. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled “Amendment to Standards and Prac-
tices for All Appropriate Inquiries Under
CERCLA” (FRL No. 9967-47-OLEM) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on September 14, 2017; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-2878. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled “Amendment to Standards and Prac-
tices for All Appropriate Inquiries Under
CERCLA” (FRL No. 9967-46-OLEM) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on September 14, 2017; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-2879. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Maine; Regional
Haze 5-Year Progress Report’” (FRL No. 9967-
88-Region 1) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on September 14,
2017; to the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.

EC-2880. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
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Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; KY; Removal of
Stage II Gasoline Vapor Recovery Program’’
(FRL No. 9967-83-Region 4) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep-
tember 14, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works.

EC-2881. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Alabama; Infra-
structure Requirements for the 20212 PM2.5
National Ambient Air Quality Standard”
(FRL No. 9967-84-Region 4) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on Sep-
tember 14, 2017; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works.

EC-2882. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended,
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other
than treaties (List 2017-0159—2017-0162); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-2883. A communication from the Chief
of Negotiations and Restructuring, Pension
Benefit Guaranty Corporation, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a notification that the Cor-
poration has issued an order partitioning the
United Furniture Workers Pension Fund A
pursuant to section 4233 of the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974, as
amended; to the Committees on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions; and Finance.

EC-2884. A communication from the Acting
Assistant Secretary for Legislation, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled
“National Plan to Address Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease: 2017 Update’”; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-2885. A communication from the Acting
Officer for Civil Rights and Civil Liberties,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Department’s Of-
fice for Civil Rights and Civil Liberties semi-
annual report for the first and second quar-
ters of fiscal year 2017 (October 1, 2016-March
31, 2017); to the Committees on the Judici-
ary; Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs; and Select Committee on Intel-
ligence.

EC-2886. A communication from the Assist-
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
settlements and consent decrees and orders;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-2887. A communication from the Assist-
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
settlements and consent decrees and orders;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-2888. A communication from the Assist-
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
settlements and consent decrees and orders;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-2889. A communication from the Assist-
ant Attorney General, Office of Legislative
Affairs, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to
settlements and consent decrees and orders;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-2890. A communication from the Dep-
uty General Counsel, Office of Capital Ac-
cess, Small Business Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Miscellaneous Amendments to
Business Loan Programs and Surety Bond
Guarantee Program’ (RIN3245-AF85) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on September 18, 2017; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business and Entrepreneur-
ship.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with amendments:

S. 842. A bill to prohibit Federal agencies
and Federal contractors from requesting
that an applicant for employment disclose
criminal history record information before
the applicant has received a conditional
offer, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 115—
162).

——————

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. MANCHIN (for himself, Mrs.
CAPITO, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. KING,
Ms. HARRIS, and Ms. KLOBUCHAR):

S. 1850. A bill to amend the Public Health
Service Act to protect the confidentiality of
substance use disorder patient records; to
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself and Mr.
HEINRICH):

S. 1851. A bill to require the Secretary of
Energy to establish an energy storage re-
search program, demonstration and deploy-
ment program, and technical assistance and
grant program, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. TILLIS (for himself,
LANKFORD, and Mr. HATCH):

S. 1852. A bill to authorize the cancellation
of removal and adjustment of status of cer-
tain aliens who are long-term United States
residents and who entered the United States
as children, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr.
RUBIO):

S. 1853. A bill to provide disaster relief to
small businesses, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Small Business and Entre-
preneurship.

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. RISCH, Mr.
BOOZMAN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. STRANGE,
Mr. CRAPO, and Ms. HEITKAMP):

S. 1854. A bill to amend chapter 44 of title
18, United States Code, to enhance penalties
for theft of a firearm from a Federal fire-
arms licensee; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. DONNELLY (for himself and
Mr. YOUNG):

S. 1855. A bill to permit the Miami Nation
of Indiana to apply for acknowledgment as a
federally recognized Indian tribe, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. SCHATZ,
and Mr. WYDEN):

S. 1856. A bill to prevent the militarization
of Federal, State, and local law enforcement
by Federal excess property transfers and
grant programs; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

Mr.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr.
BOOKER):

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

S. Res. 266. A resolution reaffirming the
United States-Liberia partnership, calling
for free, fair, and peaceful elections in Libe-
ria in October 2017; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr.
HATCH, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. ENzI, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr.
DONNELLY, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. HARRIS,
Mr. ROBERTS, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr.
FRANKEN, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. HIRONO,
and Mr. KAINE):

S. Res. 267. A resolution designating Sep-
tember 2017 as ‘‘National Workforce Develop-
ment Month’’; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

————————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 236

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. STRANGE) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 236, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to reform tax-
ation of alcoholic beverages.

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 236, supra.

S. 266

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 266, a bill to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Anwar Sadat in
recognition of his heroic achievements
and courageous contributions to peace
in the Middle East.

S. 324

At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 324, a bill to amend title
38, United States Code, to improve the
provision of adult day health care serv-
ices for veterans.

S. 654

At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 654, a bill to revise sec-
tion 48 of title 18, United States Code,
and for other purposes.

S. 682

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
682, a bill to amend title 31, United
States Code, to require the Secretary
of the Treasury to provide for the pur-
chase of paper United States savings
bonds with tax refunds.

S. 720

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 720, a bill to amend the Export
Administration Act of 1979 to include
in the prohibitions on boycotts against
allies of the United States boycotts
fostered by international governmental
organizations against Israel and to di-
rect the Export-Import Bank of the
United States to oppose boycotts
against Israel, and for other purposes.

S. 792

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the

name of the Senator from South Caro-
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lina (Mr. ScoTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 792, a bill to amend the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act to estab-
lish an H-2B temporary non-agricul-
tural work visa program, and for other
purposes.
S. 830
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 830, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for the
coordination of programs to prevent
and treat obesity, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 873
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
873, a bill to amend section 8433 of title
5, United States Code, to provide for
flexibility in making withdrawals from
the Thrift Savings Fund.
S. 935
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE) was
added as a cosponsor of S. 935, a bill to
amend the Endangered Species Act of
1973 to permit Governors of States to
regulate intrastate endangered species
and intrastate threatened species, to
amend the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
to permit the taking of certain black
vultures and ravens, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 985
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 985, a bill to prohibit the Sec-
retary of the Interior from revising the
approved oil and gas leasing program
for fiscal years 2017 through 2022.
S. 1028
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1028, a bill to provide for
the establishment and maintenance of
a National Family Caregiving Strat-
egy, and for other purposes.
S. 1254
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1254, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
pand the small employer health insur-
ance credit.
S. 1693
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) and the Senator from
Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1693, a bill to amend the
Communications Act of 1934 to clarify
that section 230 of that Act does not
prohibit the enforcement against pro-
viders and users of interactive com-
puter services of Federal and State
criminal and civil law relating to sex
trafficking.
S. 1754
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1754, a bill to reauthorize
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section 340H of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to continue to encourage the
expansion, maintenance, and establish-
ment of approved graduate medical
residency programs at qualified teach-
ing health centers, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1774
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator from
Utah (Mr. LEE) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1774, a bill to provide protec-
tions for workers with respect to their
right to select or refrain from selecting
representation by a labor organization.
S. 1781
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1781, a bill to reauthorize
grant programs to improve the preven-
tion, investigation, and prosecution of
economic, high technology, Internet,
and other white collar crimes.
S. 1783
At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH,
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 1783, a bill to amend the
National Voter Registration Act of 1993
to require each State to implement a
process under which individuals who
are 16 years of age may apply to reg-
ister to vote in elections for Federal of-
fice in the State, to direct the Election
Assistance Commission to make grants
to States to increase the involvement
of minors in public election activities,
and for other purposes.
S. 1808
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Ms. HARRIS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1808, a bill to extend temporarily
the Federal Perkins Loan program, and
for other purposes.
S. 1816
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1816, a bill to amend the
Fair Credit Reporting Act to enhance
fraud alert procedures and provide free
access to credit freezes, and for other
purposes.
S. 1823
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the
names of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. CASSIDY), the Senator from Ar-
kansas (Mr. CoTTON) and the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1823, a bill to amend
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act to clar-
ify that houses of worship are eligible
for certain disaster relief and emer-
gency assistance on terms equal to
other eligible private nonprofit facili-
ties, and for other purposes.
S. 1827
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1827, a bill to extend funding for the
Children’s Health Insurance Program,
and for other purposes.
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At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1827, supra.

S. 1829

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
names of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. BOO0OzZMAN), the Senator from
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW), the Senator
from Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) and
the Senator from Colorado (Mr. BEN-
NET) were added as cosponsors of S.
1829, a bill to amend title V of the So-
cial Security Act to extend the Mater-
nal, Infant, and Early Childhood Home
Visiting Program.

S. RES. 250

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the Sen-
ator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE) and the
Senator from Washington (Ms. CANT-
WELL) were added as cosponsors of S.
Res. 250, a resolution condemning hor-
rific acts of violence against Burma’s
Rohingya population and calling on
Aung San Suu Kyi to play an active
role in ending this humanitarian trag-
edy.

S. RES. 265

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Mr.
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 265, a resolution designating Sep-
tember 22, 2017, as ‘‘National Falls Pre-
vention Awareness Day’” to raise
awareness and encourage the preven-
tion of falls among older adults.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 266—RE-
AFFIRMING THE UNITED
STATES-LIBERIA PARTNERSHIP,
CALLING FOR FREE, FAIR, AND
PEACEFUL ELECTIONS IN LIBE-
RIA IN OCTOBER 2017

Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr.
BOOKER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 266

Whereas the United States and Liberia
share broad and deep bilateral ties over the
course of a nearly 200-year relationship;

Whereas the United States established dip-
lomatic relations with Liberia in 1864;

Whereas it is estimated that hundreds of
thousands of Liberians died in the country’s
two interconnected civil wars from 1989 to
2003 and many more fled as refugees;

Whereas today the United States is home
to an estimated 80,000 people of Liberian an-
cestry in vibrant communities across the
country, many of whom sought refuge from
the violence during the civil wars;

Whereas the people and Government of the
United States have a deep and abiding inter-
est in Liberia’s democratic stability and
post-conflict development;

Whereas United States assistance to Libe-
ria since the end of its second civil war in
2003 has supported post-conflict recovery and
a subsequent sustained transition toward
broad-based economic growth, improved ac-
cess to high-quality education, health sys-
tem strengthening, enhanced socioeconomic
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welfare for the people of Liberia, the
professionalization of the country’s military
and civilian security forces, efforts to foster
the capacities, accountability, and trans-
parency of government institutions, and the
consolidation of participatory democracy;

Whereas in 2005, and again in 2011, the citi-
zens of Liberia elected Ellen Johnson Sirleaf
as their President, making her the first
woman to be elected president of an African
nation;

Whereas President Sirleaf was awarded the
United States Presidential Medal of Freedom
on November 5, 2007, for defending and ad-
vancing the democratic rights of her fellow
citizens, in the face of house arrest, foreign
exile, death threats, and imprisonment, and
the Noble Peace Prize on October 7, 2011, for
contributing to the nonviolent struggle for
the security and rights of women;

Whereas the Government of Liberia has
contributed to efforts to foster peace, sta-
bility, democratization, as well as regional
economic growth, development, and integra-
tion in West Africa, as demonstrated by
President Sirleaf’s role in mediating a peace-
ful transfer of power in the Gambia in Janu-
ary 2017 and her broader leadership as 2016—
2017 Chairperson of the Authority of Heads of
State and Government of the Economic Com-
munity of West African States;

Whereas Liberia will hold presidential and
legislative elections on October 10, 2017;

Whereas successful 2017 elections are ex-
pected to lead to Liberia’s first democratic
transfer of power since 1944; and

Whereas public confidence in the electoral
process is vital to advancing democracy in
Liberia and for ensuring the success of the
elections: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) upholds its commitment to maintain
and foster the enduring relationship between
the people and the Governments of the
United States and Liberia;

(2) commends President Ellen Johnson
Sirleaf for efforts to consolidate post-con-
flict peacebuilding and democratic gains,
pr