
Congressional Record
UNUM

E PLURIBUS

United States
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 115th

 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

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

.

H7591 

Vol. 163 WASHINGTON, THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 28, 2017 No. 156 

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

called to order by the Speaker. 
f 

PRAYER 

Dr. J. Todd Mullins, Christ Fellow-
ship Church, Palm Beach Gardens, 
Florida, offered the following prayer: 

Heavenly Father, Thank You for 
hearing our prayers today. We are 
humbled that today, as we call out to 
You, You listen to us. We ask that You 
bless the Members of Congress as they 
lead our great Nation. Grant them wis-
dom for the decisions they face, and 
may we remain dependent upon You, 
never forgetting Psalm 33:12 that says, 
‘‘Blessed is the nation whose God is the 
Lord.’’ 

We pray for those in Texas, in Flor-
ida, in Puerto Rico, and in the Carib-
bean, who are recovering from the dev-
astating hurricanes. Give them peace 
and courage as they rebuild their lives. 
Bless the first responders and those 
serving the people impacted by these 
storms. Grant them Your strength for 
their assignments. 

Guide our President. Give him clear 
vision to steer our Nation during these 
troubled days, and grant strength to 
the Members of this House as they rep-
resent the people across our land. 

We ask this in the name of our Sav-
ior, Jesus Christ. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

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

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule 
I, I demand a vote on agreeing to the 
Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

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

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

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

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 
rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO) come forward and lead the House 
in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO 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. 

f 

WELCOMING PASTOR J. TODD 
MULLINS 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MAST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 

especially pleased to have had my per-
sonal pastor, Todd Mullins, give our 
opening prayer this morning to the 
House of Representatives. 

I am honored to welcome Pastor 
Mullins onto the floor of the House of 
Representatives as our guest chaplain 
this morning, and I thank him for shar-
ing those very important words with 
our colleagues and that scripture as 
well. 

Todd Mullins is the senior pastor of 
Christ Fellowship in Palm Beach Gar-
dens, Florida, where he served since his 
father founded the church in 1984. 

I can say a great deal about my 
friend, Pastor Todd Mullins, but the 

most important thing that I could say 
about him is that he is a man of God, 
and that he works every single day to 
try to help and change lives. 

I think that is the most important 
thing any one of us can do. That is why 
I am so proud to call him a friend. He 
is a person who has devoted his life to 
working on the lives of others. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COMER). The Chair will entertain up to 
five further requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

SNAP: 40 YEARS OF PROVIDING 
NUTRITION TO AMERICANS 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, tomorrow marks the 40th 
anniversary of the Food Stamp Act of 
1977, which was a landmark bill that 
made the program more effective and 
more efficient. 

Today, we no longer refer to it as 
food stamps, but as the Supplemental 
Nutrition Assistance Program, or 
SNAP. In 40 years, there have been nu-
merous changes and updates, but the 
goal remains the same: to end hunger 
in America. 

SNAP lessens the effects of poverty 
on some of our most vulnerable citi-
zens. The results are proven. According 
to the Census Bureau, SNAP lifted 5 
million Americans, including 2.2 mil-
lion children, out of poverty in 2012 
alone. SNAP generates $1.80 in eco-
nomic activity for every $1 in new 
SNAP benefits. 

In 2013, SNAP payment accuracy was 
96.8 percent, which was a historic high. 
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Participating in SNAP for 6 months de-
creased food insecurity up to 10 per-
cent, including households with chil-
dren. 

Mr. Speaker, for over four decades, 
the program has become more effec-
tive, more efficient, and more modern. 
I look forward to continuing our work 
to improve SNAP, to serve those in 
need, and to provide pathways out of 
poverty. 

f 

SUPPORT THE DREAM ACT 
(Mrs. NAPOLITANO asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to join my colleagues in calling for 
a vote on H.R. 3440, the clean Dream 
Act, a bipartisan, bicameral bill with 
200 cosponsors in the House. 

It builds upon the great success of 
DACA, which opened the door for near-
ly 800,000 DREAMers who had come for-
ward, passed background checks, and 
have been granted permission to live 
and work legally in America without 
fear of deportation. 

They kept their promise to the Na-
tion they know and love, and our gov-
ernment must honor its commitment 
to protect them. The faith community 
and business leaders are imploring Con-
gress to pass the Dream Act. Polling 
shows that the American people 
strongly believe and support the 
DREAMers. Eighty-six percent of 
Americans support a right to residency 
for undocumented immigrants who ar-
rived in the United States as children, 
according to a recent ABC News/Wash-
ington Post poll. 

Mr. Speaker, as a proud nation of 
many immigrants from around the 
world, the Dream Act honors our his-
tory and our heritage. I thank my Re-
publican colleagues who have signed 
on, and I urge all others to join us. It 
is the right thing to do for our young 
people, especially our country. Support 
H.R. 3440, the Dream Act. 

f 

RECOGNIZING HOPE THAT BINDS 
(Mr. COMER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Hope That Binds, an 
organization based out of Carlisle 
County, Kentucky, that aids in domes-
tic and international adoption services. 

The organization was recently recog-
nized as a 2017 Angels in Adoption hon-
oree. Wendy Davis-Wilson, Jeff and 
Benita Davis, and Brooke Kelly have 
all dedicated their time to bridging the 
gaps in the complicated adoption proc-
essing. Wendy and Brandon, adoptive 
parents themselves, have a sincere pas-
sion for ensuring resources are avail-
able for families wishing to adopt. 

Through Hope That Binds, a network 
of loving families is growing and ex-
panding constantly. To date, more 
than 40 families have been assisted 
through the organization’s fundraisers 
and grant programs. 

In addition, I would like to recognize 
Josh and Mandy Thurman, who were 
also selected as Angels in Adoption 
honorees. After a 2-year adoption proc-
ess starting in 2013, the Thurmans 
brought their son, Townes, home to 
Simpson County from Ethiopia. Fami-
lies like the Davises and Thurmans 
make a major difference in the lives of 
children who need loving families. 

On behalf of the First District of 
Kentucky, I congratulate both families 
in their efforts to make the dream of a 
family a reality for children in need. 

f 

ZERO MAJOR LEGISLATIVE 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, here we 
are 9 months into the year, and the Re-
publican-led Congress has zero major 
legislative accomplishments to show 
for it. While Democrats continue to 
offer an agenda that gives Americans a 
better deal, really a better life, Repub-
licans are continually obsessed with 
their Republican healthcare bill, this 
repeal and replace. 

Recently, they have had to pull back 
again from their Graham-Cassidy ap-
proach to this. Why? Because it means 
less care, less coverage, higher pre-
miums, higher copays. It is bad policy. 
We ought to be focusing on what we 
need to do to make it right to fix the 
problems we see in healthcare, not this 
obsession to check a political box and 
repeal healthcare for the American 
people. 

Meanwhile, there is no infrastructure 
plan. America’s roads and bridges are 
falling apart. There is nothing on the 
floor of the House to address that— 
something the American people all 
agree we need to do. There has been 
nothing done to make sure that 800,000 
DREAMers are not deported away. 

They have a tax plan that rewards 
5,400 American families with a quarter 
of a trillion dollars in tax breaks. This 
is the wrong direction for America. 

f 

RECOGNIZING BICENTENNIAL OF 
PETERSBURG, INDIANA 

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

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of a notable Hoo-
sier milestone, the bicentennial of the 
city of Petersburg, Indiana. Located in 
Pike County, this southern Indiana 
community was settled on land do-
nated by Peter Brenton in 1817, and was 
established just 1 year later after Indi-
ana had become a State. 

From its earliest days as a pioneer 
settlement near the Buffalo Trace and 
the White River, Petersburg is today a 
vibrant commercial and residential 
community and the seat of the county 
government. Blessed with an abun-
dance of natural resources, it is a lead-

er in Indiana’s power generation indus-
try. 

While rightfully proud of its favorite 
son, baseball great Gil Hodges, Peters-
burg is squarely focused on a promising 
future. It boasts wonderful, new down-
town housing, a new county public li-
brary, and just dedicated its new fire 
department. It looks forward to excit-
ing development opportunities along I– 
69. 

I proudly salute the city of Peters-
burg; its mayor, R.C. Klipsch; and its 
loyal citizens on this historic occasion. 

f 

SENIOR PROTECTION BILL 

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

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of bipartisan, com-
monsense legislation to help protect 
our seniors from elder abuse, fraud, and 
neglect. The Senior Citizen Protection 
Act would create a national registry of 
convicted elder abusers that accredited 
healthcare providers, and the public 
could check before hiring employees 
who will work with seniors. 

While some States already have cre-
ated elder abuse registries, there is 
currently no nationally searchable 
database of the State-level data. As our 
population ages, the problem of those 
who seek to take advantage of vulner-
able seniors continues to grow. 

Families deserve the peace of mind 
that their parents and loved ones will 
receive the best possible care at senior 
facilities and nursing homes from 
qualified staff. 

I urge my colleagues to join me and 
the gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
ROS-LEHTINEN) on this senior protec-
tion legislation; and I urge them to 
continue to support Social Security, 
Medicare, and Medicaid programs that 
millions of seniors depend on to live 
out their retirement years with dignity 
and security. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MIDDLETOWN 
POLICE OFFICER MEGAN FREER 

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 
over the course of several weeks this 
summer, our Nation focused on my dis-
trict as the tragic news of missing 
teenagers led the news. 

My heart goes out to the families of 
those boys and our entire community 
touched by this tragedy. In that dark-
ness, we saw the best of our commu-
nity shine through: neighbors in pray-
er; local businesses engaged in inves-
tigation efforts; and through it all, the 
commitment and the dedication of our 
local law enforcement officers. 

One such officer, Middletown Town-
ship Police Officer Megan Freer, was 
recently recognized at the National 
Liberty Museum in Philadelphia for 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:06 Sep 29, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K28SE7.002 H28SEPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7593 September 28, 2017 
her investigatory work. Middletown 
Police Chief Joe Bartorilla noted well: 
Megan exemplifies our law enforce-
ment who are committed to doing the 
very best job they can, day in and day 
out to protect and safeguard our citi-
zens. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of Officer 
Freer and the entire law enforcement 
community in Bucks County, to in-
clude District Attorney Matt 
Weintraub, who committed to this in-
vestigation. Through their efforts, our 
community can begin to heal from this 
terrible tragedy that we suffered. 

f 

b 0915 

HEALTHCARE CRISIS 

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

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, we are 
here, almost 10 months into this con-
gressional session, and what has been 
accomplished? While TrumpCare sup-
porters have gone back and forth on a 
plan that would take healthcare away 
from millions of Americans, raise out- 
of-pocket costs for people with pre-
existing conditions, and force too many 
rural hospitals to close their doors, 
they have completely missed a real 
healthcare crisis that is coming tomor-
row. That is when Federal funding runs 
out for thousands of community health 
clinics and for millions of low-income 
children and for pregnant women 
across our country. 

For years, community health clinics 
and the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program have enjoyed strong bipar-
tisan support from both sides of the 
aisle here. 

So why aren’t we voting to protect 
these critical programs right now? Mr. 
Speaker, we were sent here to help the 
hardworking families that we serve and 
offer them a better deal. Now that the 
TrumpCare package has thankfully 
failed again, I hope we can start doing 
that. 

f 

SUPPORTING DACA 

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

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, the decision 
to end DACA goes against the very 
core of our American values of the 
American Dream. The future of 800,000 
young people who study, serve in our 
military, and contribute to our econ-
omy, and who serve and protect Amer-
ica is at risk. 

DREAMers are understandably wor-
ried, anxious, depressed, petrified, and 
terrified about what will happen 6 
months from now. 

DREAMers like Juan in my district 
who was brought here at a young age is 
a medical student and wants nothing 
more than to be a doctor and save 
lives—even your life. For Juan and 
nearly 1 million DREAMers like him, 
we must act. That is why I have joined 

House and Senate leaders to demand a 
vote on the bipartisan Dream Act. 

Mr. Speaker, put politics aside and 
bring the Dream Act to the floor for a 
vote as soon as possible. 

Rather than ending the DACA pro-
gram and tearing families apart, in-
stead, let’s work together toward com-
prehensive immigration reform that 
will secure our Nation’s borders, keep 
our citizens safe, help our economy, 
and fix our immigration system. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania). Pursuant 
to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair will 
postpone further proceedings today on 
the motion 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. 

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken later. 

f 

HURRICANES HARVEY, IRMA, AND 
MARIA EDUCATION RELIEF ACT 
OF 2017 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 
1866) to provide the Secretary of Edu-
cation with waiver authority for the 
reallocation rules and authority to ex-
tend the deadline by which funds have 
to be reallocated in the campus-based 
aid programs under the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 due to Hurricane 
Harvey, Hurricane Irma, and Hurricane 
Maria, to provide equitable services to 
children and teachers in private 
schools, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 1866 

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 ‘‘Hurricanes 
Harvey, Irma, and Maria Education Relief 
Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. ALLOCATION AND USE OF CAMPUS-BASED 

HIGHER EDUCATION ASSISTANCE. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AFFECTED AREA.—The term ‘‘affected 

area’’ means an area for which the President 
declared a major disaster or an emergency 
under section 401 or 501, respectively, of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170 and 5191) 
as a result of Hurricane Harvey, Hurricane 
Irma, Hurricane Maria, Tropical Storm Har-
vey, Tropical Storm Irma, or Tropical Storm 
Maria. 

(2) AFFECTED STUDENT.—The term ‘‘af-
fected student’’ means an individual who has 
applied for or received student financial as-
sistance under title IV of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070 et seq.), and 
who— 

(A) was enrolled or accepted for enrollment 
on August 25, 2017, at an institution of higher 
education that is located in an affected area; 

(B) is a dependent student who was en-
rolled or accepted for enrollment on August 
25, 2017, at an institution of higher education 

that is not located in an affected area, but 
whose parent or parents resided or was em-
ployed on August 25, 2017, in an affected area; 
or 

(C) suffered direct economic hardship as a 
direct result of Hurricane Harvey, Hurricane 
Irma, Hurricane Maria, Tropical Storm Har-
vey, Tropical Storm Irma, or Tropical Storm 
Maria, as determined by the Secretary. 

(3) INSTITUTION OF HIGHER EDUCATION.—The 
term ‘‘institution of higher education’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 102 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1002). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Education. 

(b) WAIVERS.— 
(1) WAIVER OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE REQUIRE-

MENT.—Notwithstanding sections 413C(a)(2) 
and 443(b)(5) of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070b–2(a)(2) and 1087–53(b)(5)), 
with respect to funds made available for 
award years 2016–2017 and 2017–2018— 

(A) in the case of an institution of higher 
education that is located in an affected area, 
the Secretary shall waive the requirement 
that a participating institution of higher 
education provide a non-Federal share to 
match Federal funds provided to the institu-
tion for the programs authorized pursuant to 
subpart 3 of part A and part C of title IV of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1070b et seq. and 1087–51 et seq.); and 

(B) in the case of an institution of higher 
education that is not located in an affected 
area but has enrolled or accepted for enroll-
ment any affected students, the Secretary 
may waive the non-Federal share require-
ment described in subparagraph (A) after 
considering the institution’s student popu-
lation and existing resources. 

(2) WAIVER OF REALLOCATION RULES.— 
(A) AUTHORITY TO REALLOCATE.—Notwith-

standing sections 413D(d) and 442(d) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070b– 
3(d) and 1087–52(d)), the Secretary shall— 

(i) reallocate any funds returned under 
such section 413D or 442 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 that were allocated to in-
stitutions of higher education for award year 
2016–2017 to an institution of higher edu-
cation that is eligible under subparagraph 
(B); and 

(ii) waive the allocation reduction for 
award year 2018–2019 for an institution of 
higher education that is eligible under sub-
paragraph (B) returning more than 10 per-
cent of its allocation under such section 413D 
or 442 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 for 
award year 2017–2018. 

(B) INSTITUTIONS ELIGIBLE FOR REALLOCA-
TION.—An institution of higher education is 
eligible under this subparagraph if the insti-
tution— 

(i) participates in the program for which 
excess allocations are being reallocated; and 

(ii)(I) is located in an affected area; or 
(II) has enrolled or accepted for enrollment 

any affected students in award year 2017– 
2018. 

(C) BASIS OF REALLOCATION.—The Secretary 
shall— 

(i) determine the manner in which excess 
allocations will be reallocated pursuant to 
this paragraph; and 

(ii) give preference in making reallocations 
to the needs of institutions of higher edu-
cation located in an affected area. 

(D) ADDITIONAL WAIVER AUTHORITY.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, in 
order to carry out this paragraph, the Sec-
retary may waive or modify any statutory or 
regulatory provision relating to the realloca-
tion of excess allocations under subpart 3 of 
part A or part C of title IV of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070b et seq. 
and 1087–51 et seq.) in order to ensure that 
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assistance is received by institutions of high-
er education that are eligible under subpara-
graph (B). 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS DATE EXTEN-
SION.—Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law— 

(A) any funds available to the Secretary 
under sections 413A and 441 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070b and 
1087–51) for which the period of availability 
would otherwise expire on September 30, 
2017, shall be available for obligation by the 
Secretary until September 30, 2018, for the 
purposes of the programs authorized pursu-
ant to subpart 3 of part A and part C of title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1070b et seq. and 1087–51 et seq.); and 

(B) the Secretary may recall any funds al-
located to an institution of higher education 
for award year 2016–2017 under section 413D 
or 442 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1070b–3 and 1087–52), that, if not re-
turned to the Secretary as excess allocations 
pursuant to either of those sections, would 
otherwise lapse on September 30, 2017, and 
reallocate those funds in accordance with 
paragraph (2)(A). 

(c) EMERGENCY REQUIREMENT.—This sec-
tion is designated as an emergency require-
ment pursuant to section 4(g) of the Statu-
tory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010 (title I of 
Public Law 111–139; 2 U.S.C. 933(g)). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than October 1, 2018, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of 
the Senate and the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce of the House of Rep-
resentatives information on— 

(1) the total volume of assistance received 
by each eligible institution of higher edu-
cation under subsection (b)(2); and 

(2) the total volume of the non-Federal 
share waived for each institution of higher 
education under subsection (b)(1). 

(e) SUNSET.—The provisions of subsection 
(b) shall cease to be effective on September 
30, 2018. 
SEC. 3. PROJECT SERV AND EQUITABLE SERV-

ICES FOR CHILDREN AND TEACHERS 
IN PRIVATE SCHOOLS. 

Section 8501(b)(1) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7881(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) section 4631, with regard to Project 

SERV.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. ALLEN) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 1866. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of S. 1866, the Hurricanes Harvey, Irma, 
and Maria Education Relief Act of 2017. 

Mr. Speaker, September has been a 
difficult month for many students and 
families in areas such as Texas, Lou-

isiana, Florida, Puerto Rico, and even 
my State of Georgia, just to name a 
few. 

We have all seen the truly saddening 
images of families who have been im-
pacted by the likes of Hurricanes Har-
vey, Irma, and Maria, and now we must 
come together as a nation to help our 
fellow Americans recover from these 
life-changing storms. 

These storms have left many Ameri-
cans with questions on how to continue 
living their daily lives as they try to 
return to a sense of normalcy, and stu-
dents are no exception. Hundreds of 
thousands of students have been im-
pacted by these storms, and the Fed-
eral Government must be ready to ad-
dress the needs of students, as well as 
their institutions of learning, so that 
their education may continue. 

The Hurricanes Harvey, Irma, and 
Maria Education Relief Act of 2017 al-
lows the Department of Education, as 
well as other Federal entities, to use 
the emergency tools at their disposal 
to immediately assist students im-
pacted by the storms of this past 
month without the need of additional 
appropriations from Congress. 

First, the bill equips the Department 
of Education with temporary authority 
to waive certain rules governing cam-
pus-based aid programs for those insti-
tutions impacted by recent hurricanes. 

Second, the legislation ensures stu-
dents and teachers at private schools 
receive services under the Project 
SERV grant program. This program 
helps school districts and institutions 
of higher education reestablish a safe 
learning environment after a violent or 
traumatic crisis. The program has 
issued grants to school districts, State 
educational agencies, and institutions 
of higher education after natural disas-
ters, including Superstorm Sandy. 
These funds have helped reopen schools 
or, in some cases, provided resources to 
operate a school at an alternative site 
while the original site is being re-
paired. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress has the power 
to use its resources to help students 
and families return to a sense of nor-
malcy after these terrible storms, and 
we should do everything within our au-
thority to help students remain on a 
pathway to success even in the after-
math of these storms. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
support S. 1866, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
1866, but I also stand concerned about 
the humanitarian crisis going on in 
Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin Is-
lands in the wake of Hurricane Maria 
and also the other hurricanes that have 
been in the area. 

More than 3.4 million people reside in 
Puerto Rico alone—U.S. citizens who 
are in need of full support of the Fed-
eral Government. This is more than 
the population of Wyoming, Vermont, 

North Dakota, and Alaska combined— 
U.S. citizens, yet they have no voting 
Members of Congress. 

U.S. citizens in Puerto Rico and the 
Virgin Islands serve in our military. In 
fact, Puerto Ricans serve in our mili-
tary at a rate twice the general U.S. 
population, and they are hurting. They 
are fighting to survive, and they are in 
desperate need of food, clean water, 
medical supplies, and security. 

Hurricane Maria essentially wiped 
out ports, roads, electricity, commu-
nications, water supply, crops, and 
many homes. Today, 97 percent of 
Puerto Rico’s residents are still with-
out power, and 40 percent do not have 
access to clean drinking water. So 
Americans in Puerto Rico and the Vir-
gin Islands are now homeless, dis-
placed, and without food, water, fuel, 
and medication. 

Congress and this administration 
have an obligation to act swiftly and to 
act boldly to ease the suffering of our 
fellow Americans in Puerto Rico and 
the Virgin Islands. This bill, the Hurri-
cane Relief Act, is well-intentioned and 
a good starting point. 

But make no mistake, the limited 
flexibility offered to those affected by 
Hurricanes Harvey, Irma, and Maria in 
this bill will be helpful, but the bill 
does not go far enough to provide the 
kind of relief that is needed in Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands. 

These Americans do not have voting 
representation in Congress that allows 
their representatives to most effec-
tively advocate on their behalf. There-
fore, it is incumbent on all of us to 
stand shoulder to shoulder with our fel-
low citizens and provide them with the 
support that they desperately need. 

This is a life-and-death situation, and 
any further delay for aid will lead to 
unnecessary tragedy. So I urge this 
body to bring a full emergency supple-
mental bill to Puerto Rico and the Vir-
gin Islands to a vote. The citizens af-
fected by the hurricane are running out 
of time. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that we pass the 
bill, but, after we pass it, get right to 
work on a full relief bill for Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands. 

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

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to add that this legislation does 
not call for additional appropriations 
on the part of Congress and provides 
the Department of Education with lim-
ited authority to act until it has suffi-
ciently assisted the students and fami-
lies of these impacted regions. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this important legislation for 
the people impacted by Hurricanes 
Harvey, Irma, and Maria. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of S. 1866, and 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. 
ALLEN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 1866. 
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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. 

f 

CONTROL UNLAWFUL FUGITIVE 
FELONS ACT OF 2017 

Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 533, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 2792) to amend the Social Se-
curity Act to make certain revisions to 
provisions limiting payment of benefits 
to fugitive felons under titles II, VIII, 
and XVI of the Social Security Act, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

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

ant to House Resolution 533, the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, printed in 
the bill, is adopted and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 2792 
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 ‘‘Control Unlaw-
ful Fugitive Felons Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. REVISIONS TO PROVISIONS LIMITING 

PAYMENT OF BENEFITS TO FUGITIVE 
FELONS UNDER TITLE XVI OF THE 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. 

(a) FUGITIVE FELON WARRANT REQUIRE-
MENT.—Section 1611(e)(4)(A)(i) of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1382(e)(4)(A)(i)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘fleeing to avoid’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the subject of an arrest warrant for the 
purpose of’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘the place from which the per-
son flees’’ the first place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘the jurisdiction issuing the warrant’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘the place from which the per-
son flees’’ the second place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘the jurisdiction’’. 

(b) PROBATION AND PAROLE WARRANT RE-
QUIREMENT.—Section 1611(e)(4)(A)(ii) of such 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1382(e)(4)(A)(ii)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(ii) the subject of an arrest warrant for vio-
lating a condition of probation or parole im-
posed under Federal or State law.’’. 

(c) DISCLOSURE.—Section 1611(e)(5) of such 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1382(e)(5)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘any recipient of’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘any individual who is a recipient of (or 
would be such a recipient but for the applica-
tion of paragraph (4)(A))’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘the recipient’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘the individual’’. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall be effective with respect to 
benefits payable for months that begin on or 
after January 1, 2021. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from South Dakota (Mrs. 
NOEM) and the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from South Dakota. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 

have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill 
currently under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

2792, the Control of Unlawful Fugitive 
Felons Act of 2017. In 1996, Congress 
and President Clinton worked together 
to reform welfare and reignite the 
American Dream for families in need. 

Aligned with this goal was a provi-
sion prohibiting a range of welfare ben-
efits—including Supplemental Security 
Income—to fugitive felons and viola-
tors of probation and parole because 
safety net programs need to be pro-
tected from abuse so they can remain 
in place for those individuals who need 
them. 

Individuals who evade justice violate 
the social contract that grants them 
this safety net. Simply put, it is inco-
herent and self-defeating that a nation 
of laws would pay a wanted person and 
prolong their flight from justice. Un-
fortunately, due to a number of factors 
involving the courts, these provisions 
have been watered down in recent 
years and rendered ineffectual. 

Through the CUFF Act, Congress can 
stand up, once again, on behalf of our 
communities and affirm what every 
participant in our society should un-
derstand: if you have an outstanding 
warrant for your arrest, you have an 
obligation to face justice or clear your 
name. 

This legislation not only stops bene-
fits from going to those who are not 
following the law, but it also helps law 
enforcement apprehend those suspects. 
A 2007 report by SSA’s inspector gen-
eral found that this policy aided law 
enforcement in apprehending almost 
60,000 individuals who were evading ar-
rest for outstanding warrants. In fact, 
law enforcement thinks this policy is 
so effective that the Fraternal Order of 
Police, the National Sheriffs’ Associa-
tion, and the South Dakota Sheriffs’ 
Association have expressed support for 
the CUFF Act. 

Unfortunately, despite the fact that 
this commonsense bill is endorsed by 
law enforcement and has a proven 
track record of success, I anticipate 
that my colleagues across the aisle 
may try to convince you otherwise. 

I have heard many of their argu-
ments when the Ways and Means Com-
mittee considered this bill and when 
the Rules Committee also considered 
this bill. 

So let’s take each of those concerns 
in turn. 

Some may say that this is an old, 
failed policy. 

In reality, this policy has a long 
track record of success. In 2015, the So-
cial Security inspector general said, at 
a hearing, that this bill would stop 
hundreds of millions of dollars in pay-

ments to individuals with felony war-
rants. 

Some may say this bill targets people 
with outdated warrants. 

In reality, SSA already has a wide 
authority to exempt individuals if the 
alleged offense is nonviolent and not 
drug related. 
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Some may say that this bill would 

throw beneficiaries off the rolls with 
no warning. In reality, the SSA pro-
vides beneficiaries advance notice of 35 
days before suspending SSI benefits, 
and there is a robust appeal process for 
recipients who have had their benefits 
suspended. 

Some may say that this policy is bur-
densome to law enforcement. In re-
ality, this bill is supported by the Fra-
ternal Order of Police, the National 
Sheriffs’ Association, and the South 
Dakota Sheriffs’ Association because it 
helps them do their job to locate indi-
viduals. 

Finally, some may raise concerns 
that it targets minority populations 
caught up in overcriminalization or 
overly harsh sentencing. To those con-
cerns, I say that these issues are abso-
lutely important, and I look forward to 
us having those conversations about 
criminal justice reforms here in Con-
gress. However, that conversation is 
outside the scope of the legislation 
that we have before us today. 

My legislation does not speak to the 
content of a warrant, just the fact that 
one exists. The decision to grant a war-
rant is made by a judge in a court of 
law, not by the Social Security Admin-
istration. It should not be the duty of 
the American taxpayer to subsidize in-
dividuals who are wanted by the police. 

Simply put, Mr. Speaker, if an indi-
vidual has an outstanding warrant, it 
must be addressed and cleared. This 
bill does nothing to change that. 

Under my bill, nobody will lose their 
SSI benefits because of misdemeanor 
offenses such as merely having a park-
ing ticket, petty theft, or even driving 
under the influence. This bill stops 
payments to individuals who have out-
standing warrants for felonies. These 
are crimes like murder, rape, and kid-
napping. It also stops payments to in-
dividuals with probation and parole 
violations, limiting their ability to 
evade arrest. 

Supplemental Security Income is a 
lifeline to those who are in need. We 
must ensure we are not further facili-
tating criminal activity in commu-
nities that are all too often already 
struggling. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the 
time that we are spending to consider 
this important legislation, and I appre-
ciate the opportunity to stand in sup-
port of my bill today. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, my mother used to say: 
Right is right if nobody is right, and 
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wrong is wrong if everybody is wrong. 
H.R. 2792 is wrong. It is cruel. It is dis-
criminatory. 

I strongly oppose this Republican ef-
fort to strip low-income seniors and 
those with severe disabilities of Sup-
plemental Security Income benefits, or 
SSI. I join in opposition with over 110 
civil rights, disability, and aging advo-
cates who have warned that H.R. 2792’s 
harsh cuts will discriminate based on 
age, race, ethnicity, ability, income, 
and will further criminalize poverty. 

I also strongly oppose the majority’s 
decision to condition the reauthoriza-
tion of our successful home visiting 
program on this bill’s harm to the el-
derly and infirm. 

SSI is only available to people who 
are elderly, who are severely disabled, 
and who have little or no assets. The 
typical SSI recipient lives on less than 
$750 a month. So, by design, H.R. 2792, 
will only harm very poor, elderly, and 
disabled people. Within the population 
of adult recipients of SSI, approxi-
mately 83 percent are disabled, one- 
third are age 65 and older, and two- 
thirds are age 50 and older. 

I reject proponents’ claims that this 
bill will only target fugitive felons. In 
reality, current law terminates bene-
fits for fugitive felons. This bill strikes 
the current restriction against fugitive 
felons and, instead, expands the benefit 
cutoff beyond those who are actually 
fleeing and encompasses everybody 
who had some unresolved run-in with 
the justice system based on allegation, 
not conviction. 

I reject proponents’ claim that only 
individuals charged with violent 
crimes or costly financial theft are af-
fected by this bill. By undermining the 
constitutional presumption of inno-
cence and depriving individuals of due 
process adjudication in a court of law, 
H.R. 2792 magnifies the deep inequities 
in our criminal justice system based on 
race, ethnicity, and income. 

As an African-American man, I am 
very familiar with the decades of re-
search documenting the racial-ethnic 
discrimination in our justice system. 
As an advocate for criminal justice re-
form, I know the dozens of studies doc-
umenting the faulty criminal justice 
data system on which benefit termi-
nations will pivot solely because this 
bill removes due process by adjudica-
tion. 

I reject proponents’ claim that no 
one who has a misdemeanor or minor 
offense will be harmed. No uniform 
threshold for a felony exists. Indeed, 
four States—Florida, Massachusetts, 
Virginia, and New Jersey—have the 
lowest thresholds in the country, defin-
ing felonies as losses of $300 or less, 
which is vastly different than the $2,500 
threshold set in Texas and Wisconsin. 
This bill cuts off an elderly or disabled 
person’s lifeline benefits for a decades- 
old offense of $300. 

Also, we know that courts across the 
country are criminalizing poverty and 
raising revenue with fines and fees. In-
dividuals on probation for mis-

demeanor offenses like vagrancy, shop-
lifting, and traffic violations get proba-
tion and fines or fees. When poor people 
can’t pay these fees, arrest warrants 
are issued for a violation of their pro-
bation. As in the past, H.R. 2792 clearly 
terminates SSI benefits for such al-
leged violations without any due proc-
ess. 

I urge my colleagues to do what they 
know is right: stand up for our most 
vulnerable citizens, honor their most 
fundamental rights, and oppose H.R. 
2792. 

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

Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I include in 
the RECORD two letters of support. One 
is from the over 330,000 members of the 
National Fraternal Order of Police, and 
the other is from the National Sheriffs’ 
Association. 
NATIONAL FRATERNAL ORDER OF POLICE, 

Washington, DC, June 29, 2017. 
Hon. KRISTI L. NOEM, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. SAMUEL R. JOHNSON, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES NOEM AND JOHN-
SON: I am writing on behalf of the members 
of the Fraternal Order of Police to advise 
you of our support for H.R. 2792, the ‘‘Control 
Unlawful Fugitive Felons (CUFF) Act.’’ 

In August 1996, President Clinton signed 
the Personal Responsibility and Work Oppor-
tunity Reconciliation Act into law, which re-
stricted the eligibility of fugitive felons, and 
probation and parole violators for Social Se-
curity benefits. The Social Security Admin-
istration’s Office of the Inspector General 
(OIG) reported that this law has contributed 
to over 59,000 arrests since the inception of 
the program in 1996. 

However, three different court decisions 
have eroded the law’s effectiveness and the 
original intent of Congress, allowing fugi-
tives to continue to collect benefits while on 
the run. This legislation will restore the 
original intent of the law by prohibiting an 
individual who is the subject of an out-
standing arrest warrant for a felony or pa-
role violation from receiving Social Security 
benefits. 

The legislation will apply only to felony 
charges and amend the Social Security Act 
to make clear that the suspension of benefits 
is not just in cases of ‘‘escape, flight to avoid 
prosecution, or confinement, and flight-es-
cape.’’ The American taxpayer should not be 
forced to support those who are evading jus-
tice. 

On behalf of the more than 330,000 members 
of the Fraternal Order of Police, thank you 
for your support for law enforcement. If I 
can be of any further assistance, please do 
not hesitate to contact me or Jim Pasco, my 
Senior Advisor, in my Washington office. 

Sincerely, 
CHUCK CANTERBURY, 

National President. 

NATIONAL SHERIFFS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Alexandria, VA, June 20, 2017. 

Hon. DAVE REICHERT, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Trade, Committee 

on Ways and Means, House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN REICHERT: On behalf of the 
National Sheriffs’ Association, I write today 
to endorse H.R. 2792, the ‘‘Control Unlawful 
Fugitive Felons (CUFF) Act.’’ Too often, 
criminal felons receive federal benefits they 
are not entitled to collect. We believe this 

clarifying legislation will help remediate 
this recurring problem and strike the right 
balance. 

The bill does a number of important things 
including: amending the Social Security Act 
to prohibit an individual who is the subject 
of an outstanding arrest warrant for a felony 
or parole violation from receiving Social Se-
curity Benefits; restoring the original intent 
of the 1996 law, revising current law to dis-
continue benefits for individuals who are 
‘‘the subject of an arrest warrant . . .’’ com-
pared to the previous language of ‘‘fleeing to 
avoid’’ arrest, which was the main legal 
challenge; and applying only to felony 
charges, or a crime carrying a minimum 
term of one or more years in prison. This 
policy does not intend to punish individuals 
convicted of misdemeanors, such as out-
standing parking tickets, as some have al-
leged. 

Like you, I believe this is a commonsense 
bill that will give more Americans piece of 
mind in knowing that tax dollars aren’t sup-
porting criminal activity through continued 
benefits to those breaking the law. I applaud 
your efforts on this issue and look forward to 
working with you to ensure the passage of 
this key legislation. 

Sincerely, 
JONATHAN F. THOMPSON, 
Executive Director and CEO. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is all about Re-
publicans refusing to pay for an impor-
tant public service that they know 
works. It is about their meager 6 per-
cent solution, where they decline to ex-
tend services that empower families, 
that support young children and their 
parents, to extend that to the other 94 
percent of eligible Americans, despite 
the fact that there is evidence-based 
indication that these services perform 
so well, and in one area, helped to pre-
vent child abuse. It is about their re-
fusal to respond in a fiscally respon-
sible manner to support this program, 
despite what their own experts say 
about the effectiveness of the program. 

So, instead of providing a reliable 
source of necessary funding for public 
services, Republicans insist upon being 
willing to remove life-sustaining re-
sources from some of our country’s 
most vulnerable citizens. It is really a 
punitive, mean-spirited effort to de-
monize the poor. 

Let’s look at who will be hurt by this 
retread proposal, because they tried 
this a few years ago and it was re-
jected. 

SSI, or Supplemental Security In-
come, is an initiative to help some of 
our most disadvantaged Americans. 
The SSI program pays modest cash 
benefits that can be obtained only by, 
essentially, showing that you have got 
nothing—well, not exactly nothing. 
You can have total assets other than 
your home of $2,000. You can’t have 
more than $735 a month in income. If 
you are younger than 65, you must be 
disabled, perhaps a victim of cancer, 
chronic heart failure, or blindness. 
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There is strict enforcement of these 
standards, with over 70 percent of those 
who apply being denied. 

What kind of person will they finance 
this child abuse prevention program 
from? Well, the 50-year-old man who 
had an arrest warrant—this is a true 
case—that had been issued when he 
failed to show up for court. 

Why did he do that? Shouldn’t he be 
punished? 

Well, it turns out he was in a coma at 
the time that the arrest warrant was 
issued. He was unable to breathe with-
out a long plastic tube surgically in-
serted in his throat and connected to 
an oxygen tank on his wheelchair. By 
the time his case was resolved before a 
judge, the medical supply company was 
taking away the breathing equipment. 

Or Rosa Martinez, who got confused 
with another Rosa Martinez, and she 
had to go to court even though she 
wasn’t the person being accused. 

Each of these people and so many 
others, like those suffering from de-
mentia in a nursing home and who may 
never have been convicted of anything, 
are the type of people from whom they 
will take resources in order to fund a 
necessary program. 

Republicans on our committee are so 
motivated by their rigid ideology that 
they would not even permit a discus-
sion with our staff of how to move for-
ward on this initiative unless we com-
mitted to funding every dollar by tak-
ing it away from some other vital so-
cial service program within our com-
mittee’s jurisdiction. 

It ought not be necessary to rob 
Paula in order to provide valuable serv-
ices to little Pauline. Even when they 
know how much is at stake, such as 
child abuse and disadvantaged chil-
dren, and even when we have a way to 
address those problems and prevent 
that abuse, they won’t add a single dol-
lar of additional revenue. 

Mr. DAVIS and I offered a variety of 
different ways to pay for this program 
and to actually see it serve more than 
6 percent of eligible people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield the gentleman an addi-
tional 30 seconds. 

Mr. DOGGETT. You don’t have to 
raise taxes. For one of those different 
ways, just enforce our current law. If 
someone receives an alimony payment, 
require documentation so they will 
know and the IRS will know that that 
money is due. That will raise a signifi-
cant amount of money that would fund 
much of this reauthorization. 

But because they are so opposed to 
adding a dollar to serve even an effec-
tive program, they take from the per-
son with dementia at the nursing 
home. It is wrong. It demonizes people 
who deserve to be treated fairly. 

We should reject this bill. 
Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to clarify ex-

actly what this legislation does. 

This legislation will take SSI bene-
fits from individuals and stop those 
payments to those who have felony ar-
rest warrants or who have violated 
their probation and parole. 

I want to go through the process so 
that everybody recognizes that there is 
plenty of time for individuals to go 
through the appeal process. Notice is 
given if there is a warrant that they 
need to get rectified with the jurisdic-
tion that has authority. So let me step 
through this process. 

Step one is through the Office of In-
spector General. Law enforcement 
agencies give OIG information about 
individuals who have outstanding fel-
ony arrest warrants or who are vio-
lating conditions of probation or pa-
role. 

Then OIG compares this information 
to its computer files of individuals re-
ceiving these dollars or serving as rep-
resentative payees. If there is a match, 
OIG verifies the identity of the indi-
vidual, ensures that the warrants for 
the individual are still active, works 
with local law enforcement to attempt 
to locate the person, and then OIG re-
fers the cases to SSA to begin the sus-
pension process. 

When this process gets to the Social 
Security Administration, SSA sends an 
advance notice to the individual. This 
notice proposes the suspension of ben-
efit payments and informs the indi-
vidual of their right to appeal the sus-
pension decision, payment continu-
ation, and the timeframe to take such 
actions after receiving the advance no-
tice. 
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This notice includes why the SSA is 

suspending benefits and where, why, 
and when the warrant was issued. If 
SSA finds out, through a data match, 
35 days is given for the individual to 
protest. If the individual protests, SSA 
will not suspend benefits until it fig-
ures out if the individual qualifies for a 
good cause exception. If the individual 
does not appeal his or her advance no-
tice, then the SSA will suspend the 
benefits. 

If the individual does appeal and 
gives his or her advance notice and pro-
vides evidence for the payment con-
tinuation, the SSA verifies the evi-
dence and then continues the pay-
ments. 

Other things that we should know 
about this legislation and what this in-
cludes is that warrants may only be re-
solved in the issuing jurisdiction. 
Grounds for dismissal of a warrant in-
clude identity theft, administrative 
error, and the individual’s own move 
from the jurisdiction, especially if low 
income. 

Warrants for misdemeanors remain 
warrants for misdemeanors and cannot 
become felonies. There is also latitude 
for the Commissioner to make deci-
sions in special areas where there may 
be something to be considered, such as 
dementia or low-income abilities. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has been thor-
oughly vetted. We are making sure 

that the only people who are denied 
their SSI benefits are those who have 
felony warrants for their arrest or have 
violated probation or parole and have 
not gotten straight with law enforce-
ment and rectified that past infraction. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), an 
icon for human rights. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong opposition to this bill. 
For many years, I have been a proud 
member to serve on the Ways and 
Means Committee, the oldest com-
mittee in the U.S. Congress. Our com-
mittee has a responsibility to put peo-
ple before politics. We have a commit-
ment to act in the best interest of all, 
not just a select few. Most impor-
tantly, we have a duty to protect and 
preserve the United States Constitu-
tion. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, it hurts my soul 
that our committee will pass a bill 
that attacks the constitutional prin-
ciple that you are innocent until prov-
en guilty. 

Where is the reason? Where is the 
compassion? What is the purpose? How 
can you gamble with the livelihood of 
those who are most in need? How can 
we punish the sick, the disabled, and 
the elderly? How can we pass a bill 
that targets Latinos, African Ameri-
cans, and Native Americans? Mr. 
Speaker, how can you rob Peter to pay 
Paul? 

Mr. Speaker, I urge each and every 
one of my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this mean and spiteful bill. It should 
never have seen the light of day. The 
American people deserve better, much 
better. We can do better. This bill 
should not be on the floor of the House. 
It is not worthy of the paper that it is 
written on. 

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

Mr. Speaker, I live in the State of 
South Dakota. I have some of the poor-
est counties in the Nation in my State, 
and they happen to be my Native 
American Tribes. They face 80 to 90 
percent unemployment, poverty like no 
other place in the country, and they 
are isolated. They also have very high 
drug and crime rates. 

In fact, we have seen a record number 
of murders in these communities, espe-
cially on the Pine Ridge Reservation, 
in this calendar year, and it is deeply 
discouraging and disheartening to me 
to think of someone who could have 
committed a murder in one of my com-
munities in the State of South Dakota, 
that there is a felony warrant out for 
their arrest, and that we may not be 
able to find them. This bill will fix that 
situation. 

If that individual is receiving SSI 
payments, that helps law enforcement 
locate those individuals who have gone 
out and committed crimes against in-
nocent people. Rape, murder, kidnap-
ping, they all happen in my Native 
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American Tribes, and this helps law en-
forcement find them and bring them to 
justice. It is one of the important 
things that this legislation will help us 
do in some of our most vulnerable com-
munities. 

I also recognize that the previous 
speaker talked about the fact that we 
need criminal justice reforms, and that 
is a very good debate that we should be 
having in Congress. But this is not the 
bill to talk about criminal justice re-
forms because this is not germane to 
the discussion that we are having 
today. 

I wanted to speak for a minute on 
what is good cause because there is 
latitude for good cause within statute 
today, and I think there is some confu-
sion as to exactly how this bill would 
be interpreted when it is signed into 
law. 

In some cases, the SSI will not sus-
pend or seek an overpayment of pay-
ments for good cause exceptions. There 
are two types of good cause exceptions 
that already exist in statute. The man-
datory good cause exception is the SSA 
cannot suspend payments if a court has 
found an individual not guilty or has 
dismissed charges. If a court has va-
cated the warrant or issued any similar 
exoneration, then they cannot suspend 
payments. They also cannot suspend 
payments if there is a mistaken iden-
tity due to identity fraud. 

The other exception in statute today 
is discretionary good cause exceptions. 
The SSA may suspend benefits for 
mitigating circumstances under two 
options: 

Option A is the individual must prove 
that the criminal offense was non-
violent and not drug related. We also 
have that the individual has not been 
convicted of a felony crime since the 
warrant was issued, and the other point 
is that the law enforcement agency 
that issued the warrant reports that it 
will not act on the warrant. That is 
other exceptions for good cause. 

Option B, the individual must prove 
all of these factors: if the criminal of-
fense was nonviolent and not drug re-
lated; the individual has not been con-
victed of a felony crime since the war-
rant was issued; the warrant is the ex-
isting warrant and was issued 10 or 
more years ago and the individual 
lacks the mental capacity to resolve 
the warrant, which includes those liv-
ing in a nursing home or mental treat-
ment facility. 

So as we have listened to opponents 
of this bill talk, they have discussed all 
of these issues as to how these benefits 
could be taken away from individuals 
that are clearly covered by good cause 
exceptions that are already in statute, 
and those situations are not relevant 
to the debate that we are having today. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. JUDY 
CHU). 

Ms. JUDY CHU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, MIECHV Program is an effec-

tive evidence-based program that I am 
proud to support because I know it re-
sults in healthier families and stronger 
communities, but I am shocked at the 
way Republicans are choosing to pay 
for it. 

Instead of enacting commonsense tax 
changes that could easily raise the 
needed revenue, Republicans have 
reached to the bottom of the barrel to 
find vulnerable people to harm. 

In order to come up with a way to 
pay for this important bipartisan pro-
gram, they are choosing to take Sup-
plemental Security Income away from 
vulnerable seniors, low-income individ-
uals, or those with disabilities; and 
they are doing it by maligning them as 
fugitives and felons just because they 
have an outstanding warrant. But the 
truth is a very different story. 

The people who will be hurt by this 
bill are not hardened criminals. They 
haven’t even had their day in court 
yet. In fact, many may not even know 
about the warrant because the police 
have decided that it is not worth pur-
suing. That is because the warrants are 
for small issues like writing a bad 
check or failing to appear for a hearing 
many years ago. 

Worse, these individuals are elderly, 
poor, or sick. They deserve support and 
help, not to be treated as a piggybank. 
Actually, piggybanks generally indi-
cate savings. This is a policy equiva-
lent of reaching into a couch cushion 
for change. We are talking about indi-
viduals who have a warrant from when 
they were a teenager or somebody with 
a mental illness who may not even re-
member the incident in question. This 
is cruel and unbecoming of this Con-
gress. 

I know because we have tried this be-
fore. The last time this penalty was 
used, it meant catastrophe for very 
low-income people with disabilities and 
for seniors. It hurt people like J.H., a 
Californian with an intellectual dis-
ability and other mental impairments. 
J.H. had his SSI benefits stopped be-
cause of an Ohio warrant issued when 
he was 12 years old and running away 
to escape an abusive stepfather. This 4- 
foot-7-inch-tall, 85-pound boy was 
charged with assault for kicking a staff 
member at a detention center where he 
was being held until his mother could 
pick him up. Many years later, he had 
no recollection of the incident or the 
charges, but his SSI benefits were 
stopped nonetheless. 

Is that really how we want to pay for 
home visitations: Impoverishing one 
person to help another? 

That is why I worked to curb this 
bill’s negative effects, by offering 
amendments that would protect those 
with dementia or keep it from increas-
ing homelessness. Unfortunately, Re-
publicans rejected both my amend-
ments on a party line basis, so now we 
are stuck with this overly broad puni-
tive bill that I cannot support. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, taxpayers should not be 
subsidizing those who have felony war-
rants for their arrest or violating pa-
role and probation. 

I wanted to remind everyone today 
that in 1996, the same provision was 
amended into other programs that we 
have at the Federal Government level. 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Fami-
lies—cash welfare—has these same pro-
visions included in that program. 

Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program—SNAP or food stamps—has 
these same provisions in the program. 
Housing programs, such as public hous-
ing, Section 8 vouchers, project-based 
Section 8, all have these same provi-
sions in that program. 

In addition, there are similar provi-
sions added to Social Security dis-
ability and retirement programs, and 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
benefits has this same provision that 
we are putting back into statute today 
when it comes to SSI payments. 

Mr. Speaker, you can clearly see that 
this is bringing this program up to the 
same level of accountability to tax-
payers and not subsidizing those who 
commit crimes against innocent indi-
viduals, and is an entirely appropriate 
debate here today. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, may I ask how much time I 
have left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois has 15 minutes re-
maining, and the gentlewoman from 
South Dakota has 18 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER). 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to H.R. 2792, the hopelessly 
misnamed Control Unlawful Fugitive 
Felons Act. 

As has become sadly routine in this 
Chamber under Republican rule, this 
bill considers those merely accused of a 
crime as if they were convicted felons 
without bothering with little niceties 
like due process. Having dispensed with 
basic constitutional protections, the 
bill then cuts off vital government as-
sistance to some of the most vulner-
able people in our society. 

Under current law, the Social Secu-
rity Administration helps law enforce-
ment track down individuals with an 
outstanding arrest warrant for an al-
leged felony or an alleged violation of 
probation or parole. Those who are ac-
tively fleeing law enforcement can also 
have their Supplemental Security In-
come, or SSI, benefits terminated. 
Under this bill, however, SSI benefits, 
which serve as a lifeline for low-income 
seniors and people with disabilities, 
would be terminated, whether or not 
people are actually attempting to 
evade justice. 

The mere issuance of a warrant or an 
alleged parole violation with no arrest, 
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no trial, and no conviction would be 
enough to cut off vital benefits to the 
neediest among us. This is not just un-
constitutional, it is inhumane. The bill 
would ensure that many low-income 
seniors and people with disabilities will 
lose their benefits unfairly and unnec-
essarily. 

The vast majority of people affected 
by this bill have outstanding warrants 
that law enforcement chooses not to 
bother serving, often because they are 
for very old or minor offenses. Many 
people do not even know that an arrest 
warrant has been issued for them, but 
this bill would consider them as felons 
fleeing justice. 

Many warrants are issued on the 
basis of mistaken identity, inaccura-
cies, or paperwork errors. It can take 
months to resolve such errors, which 
might involve traveling to a distant ju-
risdiction, hiring an attorney, and 
working through an overloaded court 
system. 

And supporters of this bill expect 
people living on less than $750 a month 
to do all of this: to go to a different ju-
risdiction, to hire an attorney, to do 
all of this while the benefits they rely 
on to subsist are cut off? 

That is outrageous. 

b 1000 
We heard from the gentlewoman from 

South Dakota about various exceptions 
to the bill, you can go through this 
process and that process. With what at-
torney? With what money? Does this 
bill have an appropriation in it to sup-
ply attorneys for people faced with this 
cutoff, people who, by definition, are 
the poorest people, who can’t afford an 
attorney? 

This legislation is a blatant violation 
of due process, and it will cause untold 
suffering to the people who need our 
help the most. At a time when Repub-
licans are unveiling their proposal for 
massive tax cuts for the wealthy, this 
bill is a shameful illustration of the 
majority’s priorities. 

It is also a shameful illustration of 
something we have seen on this floor 
too often, and that is the assumption 
that anyone accused of something is 
guilty and that we don’t have to bother 
with a trial, we don’t have to bother 
with proof, and we don’t have to bother 
with due process. That eviscerates 
much of the reason for the existence of 
this country, to vindicate due process, 
to give people rights and not to assume 
that anyone who a judge or someone 
thinks may have committed a crime is 
automatically guilty. We believe in due 
process in this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge this bill’s defeat. 
Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. SMITH), the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Human Re-
sources. I thank him for his leadership 
on this issue. 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of H.R. 2792 
and to thank the gentlewoman from 
South Dakota for her tremendous ef-
fort on this piece of legislation. 

This is a good bill which improves ex-
isting law and sends an important mes-
sage: taxpayers should not provide ben-
efits to individuals wanted by the po-
lice under outstanding warrants or pa-
role violations for felonies or other se-
rious crimes. Let me say that again. 
This improves existing, actually, bipar-
tisan law, and it is not a new concept. 
It only applies to individuals with out-
standing warrants for serious crimes. 

The bill provides 4 years for the So-
cial Security Administration to imple-
ment this law and to ensure benefits 
are not unfairly or improperly discon-
tinued. 

It also provides a process under 
which SSA notifies beneficiaries of 
issues with an outstanding warrant or 
parole violation and provides time for 
them to address the concern with law 
enforcement. 

In addition, SSA is empowered to 
provide compassionate allowances for 
those with serious disabilities or med-
ical concerns who are unable to clear 
their warrant in a timely fashion. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a narrow bill 
which protects both law-abiding bene-
ficiaries and taxpayers. It is important 
that we have these funds to help the 
needy families who are benefiting from 
the MIECHV program, the home visita-
tion program, a unique Federal pro-
gram that actually shows that it 
makes a positive difference in the lives 
of young people and young families. 

Mr. Speaker, it is important that we 
look at the entire issue in a fiscally re-
sponsible way, where we have the funds 
through this bill to pay for the needs 
among needy families across America. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE). 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, first, let me 
thank the gentleman from Illinois for 
yielding and for his tireless leadership 
for families everywhere. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 2792, the so-called Control 
Unlawful Fugitive Felons Act. This 
cruel and misguided bill would termi-
nate Supplemental Security Income 
benefits for vulnerable seniors and peo-
ple with disabilities who have an out-
standing warrant. 

Let me be clear. This is a horrible 
bill. It is mean-spirited and it is unfair. 
Despite this bill’s misleading title, 
Americans who would be harmed by 
this bill are not felons and they are not 
fugitives. 

In reality, this bill would rip benefits 
from individuals who haven’t been ar-
rested, tried, or even convicted. They 
have only been accused. This violates 
the basic principle of innocent until 
proven guilty, and it would terminate 
benefits without due process. 

What is worse, most of these out-
standing warrants are decades old and 
involve minor infractions when people 
are unable to pay for court fines and 
fees. This is awful. 

This bill criminalizes families living 
in poverty, and it disproportionately 

harms communities of color. One in 
five SSI recipients are African Ameri-
cans. Without this critical program, 
believe you me, African Americans will 
struggle even more. 

Make no mistake; cutting off SSI 
benefits would put all families at risk 
of being unable to keep a roof over 
their heads, put food on the table, and 
meet other basic needs. And for what? 
To pay for the Maternal, Infant, and 
Early Childhood Home Visiting pro-
gram. 

We know that this is an important 
program and helps millions of strug-
gling families, but we cannot afford to 
rob Peter to pay Paul. Lives are at risk 
here. This is as sinister as it gets. 

Taking an ax to these lifesaving ben-
efits is cruel and heartless. That is why 
120 civil rights, disability, and retire-
ment organizations oppose this, includ-
ing the NAACP, the Leadership Con-
ference on Civil and Human Rights, the 
League of United Latin American Citi-
zens, the National Council of Churches, 
and the National Committee to Pre-
serve Social Security and Medicare. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. I 
yield an additional 30 seconds to the 
gentlewoman. 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, this should 
really be a wake-up call to this Cham-
ber to defeat this bill immediately. In-
stead of ramming through a bill that 
would push more people into poverty, 
we should be working to create good- 
paying jobs and expand opportunities 
for all. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this mean-spirited and 
heartless bill. 

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

I just want to remind everyone that 
the bill we are debating here today 
would suspend SSI benefits for those 
who have felony warrants for their ar-
rest and those who have violated pro-
bation or parole. That is the discussion 
that we are having here today. And 
let’s go back over, in summary, what 
the policy actually does and says. 

This policy should not be thought of 
in isolation. This is part of a larger ef-
fort to reauthorize the evidence-based, 
outcome-focused Maternal, Infant, and 
Early Childhood Home Visiting pro-
gram. 

H.R. 2824, which passed this Chamber 
on Tuesday, will be joined with this 
bill upon passage. It helps to improve 
the lives of families in at-risk commu-
nities, focusing on the first years of a 
child’s life. 

Unlike most Federal social programs, 
MIECHV funding is tied to real results, 
which ensures limited taxpayer dollars 
are actually delivering the intended re-
sults and helping those that are most 
in need. 

Under current law, the program is 100 
percent federally funded, but H.R. 2824 
introduces a Federal match similar to 
what States must already do in other 
social programs, such as foster care, 
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Medicaid, child support enforcement, 
childcare, and others. The rest of the 
package ensures this program remains 
a shining example of evidence-based 
policy by expecting the program to 
continue to demonstrate effective out-
comes. That reauthorization is fully 
offset by the bill that we are consid-
ering here today, H.R. 2792. 

Instead of focusing on our Nation’s 
debt, we should be doing more of what 
we are doing right here in these bills: 
prioritizing Federal spending and fo-
cusing on what works by improving the 
integrity of one program to provide 
funding for another. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois for yielding and the gen-
tlewoman from South Dakota for man-
aging this bill. 

The crux of this bill, however, is, 
again, to support and fund the multi-
trillion-dollar tax cuts that have just 
been introduced, that will give mil-
lions, if not billions, if not trillions, to 
the richest of Americans, and that is a 
very sad commentary. 

I oppose the Control Unlawful Fugi-
tive Felons Act because it is not that. 
It will terminate essential benefits for 
poor people, deprive poor people of due 
process, and increase mass incarcer-
ation. 

If the Rules Committee had simply 
taken my amendment, it would have 
remedied these criminal justice de-
fects, which struck the arrest warrant 
language because it recklessly targets 
vulnerable people. This bill deprives 
citizens of due process, particularly 
where many poor individuals are com-
pletely unaware of a pending warrant. 

Let me be very clear. What you have 
is a situation where you may have a 
mentally ill individual in a nursing 
home who now has a warrant that they 
are not aware of. You will then cut off 
their benefits. 

What does that do to those families. 
Prohibiting SSI payments to individ-

uals with an outstanding warrant or 
parole or probation violation without 
due process is simply inhumane. This 
bill would terminate those benefits 
from very low-income seniors and peo-
ple with disabilities. They may not 
even know that they have these war-
rants. 

Now, I am a strong supporter of the 
Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood 
Home Visiting program, and I tell you 
that the Democrats on the Ways and 
Means Committee had an amendment 
to pay for a 5-year reauthorization of 
that program, doubling the funding, by 
closing a tax loophole. They were not 
allowed to even vote on that amend-
ment. 

What does that say? This is a con-
spiracy. 

There are 110 organizations that are 
against this, including the Alliance for 

Retired Americans, the NAACP Legal 
Defense and Educational Fund, Hand in 
Hand: The Domestic Employers Net-
work, and the Coalition on Human 
Needs. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a document with the names of all of 
these organizations. 

JUNE 26, 2017. 
DEAR MEMBERS OF CONGRESS: On behalf of 

the 119 undersigned organizations, we urge 
you to oppose efforts to cut Supplemental 
Security Income (SSI) to offset the costs of 
the Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood 
Home Visiting Program (MIECHV program). 

H.R. 2824 would reauthorize the MIECHV 
program, which funds voluntary, evidence- 
based home visiting programs for at-risk 
pregnant women and parents with young 
children up to kindergarten entry. The cur-
rent MIECHV program has demonstrated 
beneficial outcomes associated with im-
proved maternal and child health, including 
increased access to screening and early 
intervention for childhood disabilities. 

Unfortunately, H.R. 2824 proposes to pay to 
extend this valuable maternal and child 
home visiting program by cutting off SSI en-
tirely for certain adolescents and adults with 
disabilities, as well as seniors. 

H.R. 2824 would revive an old, failed policy 
that had catastrophic effects for many peo-
ple with disabilities and seniors, employing 
procedures that did not withstand judicial 
scrutiny. The Social Security Act currently 
prohibits SSI payments to individuals flee-
ing from law enforcement to avoid prosecu-
tion or imprisonment. The existing system is 
already working to ensure that those who 
shouldn’t be paid SSI benefits don’t receive 
them. 

The proposed cut, Section 201 of H.R. 2824, 
would bar payment of SSI benefits to people 
with an outstanding arrest warrant for an al-
leged felony or for an alleged violation of 
probation or parole. Most of the warrants in 
question are decades old and involve minor 
infractions, including warrants routinely 
issued when a person was unable to pay a 
fine or court fee, or a probation supervision 
fee. 

Based on prior experience with SSA’s 
failed former policy, the people who would be 
affected are those whose cases are inactive 
and whom law enforcement is not pursuing. 
Many people are not even aware that a war-
rant was issued for them, as warrants are 
often not served on the individual. A very 
high percentage of people who would lose 
benefits have mental illness or intellectual 
disability. Many are unaware of the viola-
tion, may not have understood the terms of 
parole or probation, or may have other mis-
understandings about their case. 

Warrant databases are notoriously inac-
curate. Fourteen percent of the arrest war-
rants processed by the federal Warrant Infor-
mation Network in 2004 were later dismissed 
by the court or returned unexecuted. The 
state of Alabama, even with an audit mecha-
nism in place, reported a 13% error rate in 
its arrest warrant databases. Due to these 
kinds of inaccuracies, some people will have 
their SSI benefits cut off as a result of mis-
taken identity, or paperwork errors, which 
can take months or even years to resolve. 

When this failed policy was previously im-
plemented by SSA, many of those who had 
their benefits cut off had no arrest warrant 
outstanding against them. For example, 
Rosa Martinez, the lead plaintiff in Martinez 
v. Astrue was, in 2008, a 52-year old woman 
who received notice from SSA that she was 
losing her disability benefits because of a 
1980 arrest warrant for a drug offense in 
Miami, Florida. Ms. Martinez had never been 
to Miami, never been arrested, never used il-

legal drugs, and is eight inches shorter than 
the person described in the warrant. Despite 
an obvious case of mistaken identity, Ms. 
Martinez was left without her sole source of 
income. It was only after filing a lawsuit in 
federal court that Ms. Martinez was able to 
have her benefits restored. 

Resolving outstanding warrants can be 
very difficult and costly. People often must 
go before a judge in the issuing jurisdiction, 
and typically need counsel to assist them in 
navigating the process. Often, people have 
moved in the intervening years and live far 
away from the issuing jurisdiction. The pro-
posed offset would cut off all SSI income. 
Losing this income will cause many people 
to become homeless and unable to meet their 
basic needs, much less resolve a warrant, a 
case of mistaken identity, or an error in the 
warrant database. Completely cutting off 
SSI benefits will leave people with little re-
course to resolve an outstanding warrant, 
representing a step backward in bipartisan 
efforts towards criminal justice reform. 

By relying on databases of outstanding ar-
rest warrants, this proposal seeks to punish 
people by presuming their guilt, under-
mining the presumption of innocence that is 
the bedrock of our criminal justice system. 
The existence of an arrest warrant does not 
establish that any criminal conduct has oc-
curred. Many arrests do not result in crimi-
nal charges, or the charges are eventually 
dismissed. Even if an individual is charged 
and subsequently prosecuted, he or she is 
presumed innocent until proven guilty. 

The proposed offset also will have a dis-
proportionate impact on people of color. 
People who are on probation are particularly 
susceptible to having an outstanding arrest 
warrant. Parolees and probationers are dis-
proportionately people of color—in 2015, 13% 
of adults on probation were Hispanic, and 
30% of adults on probation were African 
American. 

Finally, the proposed offset could harm 
some of the very same children who we seek 
to help through home visiting. In any given 
month, approximately 2.7 million children 
are estimated to live with a family member 
who is a senior or adult with a disability who 
receives SSI. These children’s families are 
overwhelmingly the same types of families 
served by the MIECHV program: over 3 in 5 
families with a SSI recipient age 18 or older 
have a total family income below 150% of the 
federal poverty level, and SSI makes up on 
average about 40 percent of these families’ 
income. Cutting off SSI income would put 
families at risk of being unable to keep a 
roof over their heads, put food on the table, 
and meet other basic needs—including chil-
dren’s and mothers’ health needs. 

H.R. 2824 would also harm Social Security 
beneficiaries—since over half of SSI recipi-
ents who are elderly, and almost one-third of 
SSI recipients with disabilities, are Social 
Security beneficiaries. 

In closing, we reiterate that although the 
MIECHV program has demonstrated bene-
ficial outcomes, and reauthorization must be 
a priority, it should not come at the expense 
of cuts to SSI, which would harm seniors, 
adolescents and adults with disabilities, and 
their families, and should not be raided as a 
pay-for for an unrelated program. We urge 
the U.S. Congress to reject any proposals to 
offset the costs of reauthorizing the MIECHV 
program by cutting SSI benefits. 

Sincerely, 
NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 

AFL–CIO; AFSCME; Aging Life Care Asso-
ciation; Alliance for Children’s Rights; Alli-
ance for Retired Americans; American Acad-
emy of Pediatrics; American Psychological 
Association; Association of Jewish Aging 
Services; Association of University Centers 
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on Disabilities; Bazelon Center for Mental 
Health Law; Center for American Progress; 
Center for Law and Social Policy (CLASP); 
Coalition on Human Needs; Consortium for 
Citizens with Disabilities Social Security 
Task Force; Defending Rights and Dissent; 
Easterseals; Economic Policy Institute Pol-
icy Center; FedCURE; FORGE, Inc.; Gray 
Panthers. 

Hand in Hand: The Domestic Employers 
Network; Harm Reduction Coalition; Insti-
tute for Science and Human Values; Justice 
in Aging; Justice Strategies; Latinos for a 
Secure Retirement; Leadership Conference 
on Civil and Human Rights; League of 
United Latin American Citizens; Legal Serv-
ices for Prisoners with Children; Lutheran 
Services in America Disability Network; 
NAACP; NAACP Legal Defense and Edu-
cational Fund, Inc.; National Alliance on 
Mental Illness; National Association of Dis-
ability Representatives; National Black Jus-
tice Coalition; National Center for Lesbian 
Rights; National Center for Transgender 
Equality; National Committee to Preserve 
Social Security and Medicare; National 
Council of Churches; National Disability 
Rights Network. 

National Employment Law Project; Na-
tional LGBTQ Task Force Action Fund; Na-
tional Organization for Women; National Or-
ganization of Social Security Claimants’ 
Representatives (NOSSCR); National Wom-
en’s Law Center; Paralyzed Veterans of 
America; People Demanding Action; 
PolicyWorks, Inc.; Polio Survivors Associa-
tion; Prison CONversation; Rainbow PUSH 
Coalition; Resources for Independent Living; 
Root & Rebound; Sargent Shriver National 
Center on Poverty Law; Service Employees 
International Union; Social Security Works; 
StoptheDrugWar.org; The Arc of the United 
States; Union for Reform Judaism. 

STATE/LOCAL ORGANIZATIONS 
2–1–1 California; ABD Productions/ 

Skywatchers; ADAPT Montana; Alameda 
County Community Food Bank; Berkeley 
Food Network; BNICEH (Black Network In 
Children’s Emotional Health); California As-
sociation of Food Banks; California Associa-
tion of Public Authorities for In-Home Sup-
portive Services; California Church IMPACT; 
California Council of the Blind; California 
Food Policy Advocates; California In-Home 
Supportive Services Consumer Alliance; 
California Office of the State Long-Term 
Care Ombudsman; California OneCare; Cali-
fornia Partnership; Californians for Dis-
ability Rights, Inc.; Californians for SSI; 
Center for Independence of the Disabled, NY; 
Coalition of California Welfare Rights Orga-
nizations; Columbia Legal Services. 

Community Legal Services of Philadel-
phia; Community Service Society of New 
York; Communities Actively Living Inde-
pendent & Free; Disability Law Center, Mas-
sachusetts; Disability Law Center, Utah; 
Disability Policy Consortium of Massachu-
setts; Disability Rights California; Dis-
Ability Rights Idaho; Disability Rights New 
Jersey; Disability Rights North Carolina; 
Disability Rights Wisconsin; Empire Justice 
Center; Friends In Deed; GetTogether Adult 
Day Health Care Center; Homeboy Indus-
tries; Hunger Action Los Angeles; IMPRUVE 
(Independent Movement of Paratransit Rid-
ers for Unity, Vehicles, Equality); Jewish 
Family Service of Los Angeles; Kentucky 
Protection and Advocacy; Legal Aid Society 
of San Mateo County. 

Legal Council for Health Justice; Little 
Tokyo Service Center; MFY Legal Services, 
Inc.; National Association of Social Workers, 
California Chapter; Northern California 
ADAPT; Ohio Association of Local Reentry 
Coalitions; Personal Assistance Services 
Council; Public Counsel; PUEBLO People 

United For a Better Life in Oakland; Push-
ing Limits Radio (KPFA); Rubicon Pro-
grams; San Francisco Senior & Disability 
Action; Senior and Disabled Fund of San 
Bernardino County; Senior Services Coali-
tion of Alameda County; Sonoma County 
Homeless Action!; St. Anthony Foundation; 
St. Mary’s Center; UC Hastings Community 
Justice Clinics’ Individual Representation 
Clinic; Urban Justice Center; Western Center 
on Law and Poverty. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. In addition, let 
me share with you the reality of this: 
Rosa Martinez. Yes, the Social Secu-
rity Administration was doing this be-
fore, but they had to stop it. 

We are now reigniting it because 
Rosa Martinez filed a suit in 2008. She 
was a 52-year-old disabled woman from 
Redwood, California, who received a 
notice from SSA last December that 
she was losing her only source of in-
come, her disability benefits, because 
of a 1980 arrest warrant for a drug of-
fense in Miami, Florida. 

Ms. Martinez has never been to 
Miami, has never been arrested, and 
has never used illegal drugs. In addi-
tion, she is 8 inches shorter than the 
Rosa Martinez identified in the war-
rant. 

Do you want this random, reckless 
cutting off of SSI benefits because of 
misidentification? Identity theft is 
rampant. So this bill is failed, it is a 
failure, and it has a number of Achil-
les’ heels that will not work. 

The bill will also increase mass in-
carceration. We should allow law en-
forcement to do their job. I don’t mind 
giving them the tools that they need, 
but I refuse to allow individuals to suf-
fer because of this very abusive bill. 

I kneeled on this floor because of in-
justice. This is a bill that is full of in-
justices. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to H.R. 
2792. 

I oppose this bill for the following reasons: 
SSI is a needs-based program for people 

with limited income and resources. 
It will terminate essential benefits of poor 

people. 
It will deprive poor people of due process. 
It will increase mass incarceration. 
My amendment would have remedied these 

criminal justice defects in H.R. 2792, which 
struck the arrest warrant language because 
(1) it recklessly targets vulnerable and inno-
cent individuals; (2) this bill deprives citizens 
of due process, particularly where many poor 
individuals are completely unaware of any 
pending warrant, and (3) there have been 
cases in which warrants were either decades 
old or, in many instances, it was a matter of 
a mistaken identity. 

The bill amends the Social Security Act 
(SSA) to make certain revisions that limit pay-
ment of benefits to fugitive felons under titles 
II, VIII, and XVI of the (SSA), by prohibiting 
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payments 
to individuals with an outstanding felony war-
rant or parole or probation violation. 

‘‘Almost none of the individuals who would 
be affected by this provision are actual fugi-
tives from justice and most of the warrants in 
question are many years old and involve 
minor infractions,’’ the Consortium for Citizens 
with Disabilities said in a letter to Senators 
who tried to implement this policy. 

This bill is merely a continuation of Presi-
dent Trump’s $1.7 trillion budget cuts of pro-
grams designed to help the millions of poor 
and low-income families that need these pro-
grams for survival. 

Plainly stated, this bill will terminate SSI 
benefits of very low-income seniors and peo-
ple with disabilities, because SSI is granted 
based on financial need. 

In creating this bill, the sponsors essentially 
agree that it is best to incarcerate economi-
cally vulnerable people in order to fund the 
Maternal Infant Early Childhood Home Visiting 
program (MIECHV). 

As the Center for Law and Social Policy, a 
nonprofit group focused on low-income Ameri-
cans, previously reported of the Trump’s budg-
et scheme, this bill would likewise, create an 
overall assault on a wide range of ordinary 
Americans for the purpose of providing tax 
cuts to the wealthiest. 

My Democratic colleagues on Ways and 
Means offered amendments to fully pay for a 
5-year reauthorization of the MIECHV program 
and doubling the funding by closing a tax 
loophole called the ‘‘stretch IRA’’. Republicans 
however, would not let my colleagues vote on 
those amendments. 

My amendment and those of my colleagues 
would have made this bad bill a lot more pal-
atable. 

Instead, the Republicans have chosen, once 
again, to lock people up, and do so in a man-
ner that deprives poor people of their sole 
source of income, while purporting to safe-
guard against fugitive felons that are recipients 
of these SSI benefits. 

This bill is unnecessary because under cur-
rent law, SSI and Social Security payments 
are already prohibited to people fleeing pros-
ecution or confinement. 

Most alarming, this bill will terminate these 
benefits without any judicial determination of 
guilt, and thus, usurping recipients’ rights to 
due process. 

The presumption of ‘‘innocent until proven 
guilty’’ is the constitutional principle at the bed-
rock of our criminal justice system. This prin-
ciple guarantees that the government cannot 
deprive citizens of their rights without due 
process of the law. 

The bill maintains that payments could be 
immediately restored once the individual re-
solves any outstanding issues, a potentially 
lengthy and time-consuming process. 

Ask the thousands of individuals swept 
under this broad policy if that is true. SSA al-
ready tried to implement this very ill-advised 
policy and it resulted in thousands of court 
challenges in 2009 forcing the agency to 
repay billions of dollars it had withheld from 
people deemed fugitives. 

For example, Miami resident Joseph 
Sutrynowics’ Social Security Disability Insur-
ance benefits were halted in 2008 because of 
a bad check he’d written to cover groceries in 
Texas more than a decade earlier. 

Under this policy, SSA agreed to repay 
$700 million in benefits that were withheld 
from 80,000 people whose benefits have been 
suspended or denied since January 1, 2007 in 
the Martinez v. Astrue case. SSA could also, 
reportedly, repay close to $1 billion in benefits 
to 140,000 individuals in the Clark v. Astrue 
case. 

We have already tried this before and failed 
miserably. Let us not waste tax payers’ money 
in litigation, while causing poor folks to go 
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hungry. As the old adage says: ‘‘don’t con-
tinue to do the same thing and expect a dif-
ferent result, that’s insanity’’. 

Past experiences proved that this policy was 
detrimental then, and it is so now. It will fur-
ther exacerbate the epic tragedy of mass in-
carceration, and the attendant costs incurred 
by taxpayers, particularly in the well-docu-
mented higher cost of incarcerating the elderly 
and those in poor health. 

Even conservative coalitions like Freedom 
Works, American Conservative Union Founda-
tion, Generation Opportunity, and Taxpayers 
Protection Alliance agreed that mass incarcer-
ation is extremely costly to taxpayers. 

In addition to tax dollars in litigation fees, in-
carceration cost taxpayers $407.58 per person 
per day and $148,767 per person per year. 

Criminalizing poor individuals, depriving 
them of their social security income benefits, 
and increasing the incarceration rate in this 
fashion will NOT solve the fugitive problem 
this bill purports it will do. 

In fact, this bill will expand existing problems 
of mass incarceration by increasing the likeli-
hood for recidivism. Statistics show that incar-
ceration does not serve as deterrence, nor 
does it keep our communities safe. 

For the reasons stated above, I oppose this 
bill. 

Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentlewoman from Alabama 
(Ms. SEWELL), a member of the Ways 
and Means Committee. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, today I rise in opposition to H.R. 
2792, the misleadingly titled Control 
Unlawful Fugitive Felons Act of 2017, 
which would prohibit the payment of 
Supplemental Security Income benefits 
to anyone with an unresolved arrest 
warrant for an alleged violation of a 
condition of probation or parole or an 
alleged felony offense. 

H.R. 2792’s title falsely claims to tar-
get fugitive felons. In fact, fugitive fel-
ons are already prohibited from receiv-
ing benefits under current law. If this 
bill were enacted, some of our coun-
try’s most vulnerable low-income sen-
iors and disabled Americans, who are 
neither fugitives nor felons, would not 
be able to get their SSI benefits. 

While proponents of H.R. 2792 con-
tinue to claim that the bill only tar-
gets violent fugitive felons, H.R. 2792 
threatens many other individuals, like 
those who received arrest warrants be-
cause of an inability to pay court fines 
or fees. Just last week, the United 
States Commission on Civil Rights 
published a report, titled, ‘‘Targeted 
Fines and Fees Against Low-Income 
Communities of Color: Civil Rights and 
Constitutional Implications,’’ which 
found that many local jurisdictions 
rely on court fees or other fines to sup-
port their municipal budgets, including 
fees charged to those under court su-
pervision. 

Some of the people charged with 
these fees are elderly or disabled SSI 
beneficiaries who are unable to work 
and have no way to pay court costs. 
When they cannot pay, a warrant is 

routinely issued for their arrest. If this 
bill were enacted, these people would 
lose their SSI benefits, which is the 
only source of income for many of 
these low-income disabled individuals. 

During the markup of H.R. 2792, I of-
fered a commonsense amendment 
which would have prevented SSI bene-
fits from being cut off if the result 
would be the loss of benefits for indi-
viduals whose arrest warrants were 
issued for nonpayment of court costs. 
Unfortunately, my Republican col-
leagues rejected the amendment, as 
well as all other Democratic amend-
ments to this bill. 

I stand united with over 119 national, 
State, and local organizations who op-
pose efforts to cut SSI benefits, and I 
urge opposition to the final passage of 
this bill. 

Further, I would like to go on the 
record to say that we should have a 
clean reauthorization of the Maternal, 
Infant, and Early Childhood Home Vis-
iting program, MIECHV, which expires 
on September 30. The majority’s deci-
sion to tie home visiting to this harm-
ful cut for our most vulnerable citizens 
only makes this harder to accomplish. 

MIECHV programs are proven pro-
grams, evidence-based programs that 
work. We actually should reauthorize 
these programs, but we should not tie 
it to this horrible bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge opposition to the 
bill. 

b 1015 

Mrs. NOEM. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
other speakers, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2792 is a harsh, un-
fair bill. It would undermine the foun-
dation of American justice, innocent 
until proven guilty, and it would do so 
for Americans who are impoverished 
and already at a severe disadvantage 
because of age, disability, education, 
race, and ethnicity. It would strip peo-
ple of basic income, in many cases all 
they have to live on, based on a mere 
accusation. 

I reject the majority’s contention 
that people in nursing homes, people 
with dementia and cognitive impair-
ments, and others with nowhere else to 
turn will not be harmed by this bill be-
cause of the very limited authority 
current law gives the Social Security 
commissioner to issue good cause ex-
emptions. 

We know the good cause process is 
complicated and very difficult to navi-
gate. Not surprisingly, the last time 
the policy was in effect, only a tiny 
fraction of the people who lost their 
basic income were able to follow the 
instructions in the six-page letter from 
SSA and apply for relief, the good 
cause process that the majority repeat-
edly touts, as few as 10 days before ben-
efit termination. SSI recipients have 
extremely limited financial resources 
and are severely disabled, elderly. 

Resolving errors within the criminal 
justice system is a long process that 
typically must be done in the geo-
graphic jurisdiction of the court and 
necessitates legal costs. 

The goal of H.R. 2792 is the same: 
raise $2.1 billion by cutting off benefits 
for tens of thousands of impoverished, 
elderly, and disabled people, be they 
cognitively impaired, victims of mis-
taken identity, facing homelessness, 
those who committed minor offenses, 
or those who are too poor to pay their 
court fees and fines. 

Mr. Speaker, there are no protections 
in this bill. There is no reason, no ra-
tional benefit, but there are instances 
where individuals will be forced to suf-
fer even more than they currently do, 
so let’s not cut off their Social Secu-
rity Income benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, in closing, the CUFF 
Act is commonsense. The American 
taxpayer should not subsidize individ-
uals who are fleeing from law enforce-
ment. 

Because the Social Security Admin-
istration already possesses in place 
processes that will ensure due process 
and protect beneficiaries, claims about 
this bill are overblown and, quite 
frankly, they are wrong. 

I am proud that this bill is supported 
by the Fraternal Order of Police, the 
National Sheriffs’ Association, and the 
South Dakota Sheriffs’ Association. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

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

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 533, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

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

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3823) to 
amend title 49, United States Code, to 
extend authorizations for the airport 
improvement program, to amend the 
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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, will now resume. 

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

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I have a 
motion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Nadler moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 3823 to the Committee on Ways and 
Means with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 58, strike lines 6 through 13, and in-
sert the following: 

(1) PAYMENTS TO POSSESSIONS.— 
(A) UNITED STATES VIRGIN ISLANDS.—The 

Secretary of the Treasury shall pay to the 
United States Virgin Islands amounts equal 
to 400 percent of the loss in revenues to the 
United States Virgin Islands by reason of 
this title (determined without regard to this 
subsection and subsection (e)). Such amounts 
shall be determined by the Secretary of the 
Treasury based on information provided by 
the United States Virgin Islands. 

(B) COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO.—The 
Secretary of the Treasury shall pay to the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico amounts 
equal to the per capita equivalent of 
amounts paid to the United States Virgin Is-
lands under subparagraph (A). For purposes 
of the preceding sentence, the term ‘‘per cap-
ita equivalent’’ means the ratio of— 

(i) the population of the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, determined on the basis of the 
most recent census estimate released by the 
Bureau of Census before September 4, 2017, 
divided by 

(ii) the population of the United States 
Virgin Islands, as so determined. 

(C) USE OF FUNDS.—Subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) shall apply only to the extent that the 
United States Virgin Islands or the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, as the case may be, 
has a plan, which has been approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under which pos-
session will use such amounts for one or 
more of the following purposes: 

(i) Repair or surface infrastructure, includ-
ing roads, bridges, and tunnels. 

(ii) Repair of water and sewage systems. 
(iii) Repair and replacement of electric 

transmission and distribution systems, tele-
communications infrastructure, cellular net-
works, and broadband infrastructure. 

(iv) Repair and replacement of hospitals. 
(v) Repair and replacement of elementary 

and secondary schools. 
(vi) Repair, replacement, and creation of 

residential housing. 
(vii) Environmental remediation. 
(viii) Health care costs of individuals. 

The preceding sentence shall not apply to so 
much of the amounts paid to the United 
States Virgin Islands as do not exceed 100 
percent of the loss in revenues described in 
subparagraph (A). 

Page 59, line 10, insert ‘‘(and by reason of 
such possession having a mirror code tax 
system)’’ after ‘‘by reason of this title’’. 

Page 59, after line 13, insert the following: 
(e) EXTENSION OF APPLICATION TO PUERTO 

RICO OF DEDUCTION FOR INCOME ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO DOMESTIC PRODUCTION ACTIVI-
TIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 199(d)(8)(C) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘first 11 taxable years’’ and 
inserting ‘‘first 16 taxable years’’, and 

(B) by striking ‘‘January 1, 2017’’ and in-
serting ‘‘January 1, 2023’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to tax-
able years beginning after December 31, 2016. 

(f) SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING ECO-
NOMIC SUPPORT FOR U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS AND 
PUERTO RICO THROUGH LONG-TERM EXTENSION 
OF RUM COVER OVER.—It is the sense of Con-
gress that, as soon as possible, section 
7652(f)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
should be extended retroactively, and for no 
fewer than five years, to support the long- 
term economic recovery of the United States 
Virgin Islands and the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. 

Page 59, after line 23, insert the following: 
SEC. 506. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ES-

TIMATED TAXES. 
Notwithstanding section 6655 of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986, in the case of a 
corporation with assets of not less than 
$1,000,000,000 (determined as of the end of the 
preceding taxable year)— 

(1) the amount of any required installment 
of corporate estimated tax which is other-
wise due in July, August, or September of 
2018 shall be increased by 1.75 percent of such 
amount (determined without regard to any 
provision of law which is not included in the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986), and 

(2) the amount of the next required install-
ment after an installment referred to in 
paragraph (1) shall be appropriately reduced 
to reflect the amount of the increase by rea-
son of such paragraph. 
SEC. 507. EXPENSING OF QUALIFIED DISASTER 

EXPENSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Part VI of subchapter B 

of chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by inserting after section 198 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 198A. EXPENSING OF QUALIFIED DISASTER 

EXPENSES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A taxpayer may elect to 

treat any qualified disaster expenses which 
are paid or incurred by the taxpayer as an 
expense which is not chargeable to capital 
account. Any expense which is so treated 
shall be allowed as a deduction for the tax-
able year in which it is paid or incurred. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED DISASTER EXPENSE.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘qualified 
disaster expense’ means any expenditure— 

‘‘(1) which is paid or incurred in connection 
with a trade or business or with business-re-
lated property, 

‘‘(2) which is— 
‘‘(A) for the abatement or control of haz-

ardous substances that were released on ac-
count of a federally declared disaster occur-
ring during the period beginning— 

‘‘(i) after December 31, 2007, and before 
January 1, 2010, or 

‘‘(ii) after December 31, 2011, and before 
January 1, 2016, 

‘‘(B) for the removal of debris from, or the 
demolition of structures on, real property 
which is business-related property damaged 
or destroyed as a result of a federally de-
clared disaster occurring during any such pe-
riod, or 

‘‘(C) for the repair of business-related prop-
erty damaged as a result of a federally de-
clared disaster occurring during any such pe-
riod, and 

‘‘(3) which is otherwise chargeable to cap-
ital account. 

‘‘(c) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this section— 

‘‘(1) BUSINESS-RELATED PROPERTY.—The 
term ‘business-related property’ means prop-
erty— 

‘‘(A) held by the taxpayer for use in a trade 
or business or for the production of income, 
or 

‘‘(B) described in section 1221(a)(1) in the 
hands of the taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 
term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given such term by section 
165(i)(5)(A). 

‘‘(d) DEDUCTION RECAPTURED AS ORDINARY 
INCOME ON SALE, ETC.—Solely for purposes of 
section 1245, in the case of property to which 
a qualified disaster expense would have been 
capitalized but for this section— 

‘‘(1) the deduction allowed by this section 
for such expense shall be treated as a deduc-
tion for depreciation, and 

‘‘(2) such property (if not otherwise section 
1245 property) shall be treated as section 1245 
property solely for purposes of applying sec-
tion 1245 to such deduction. 

‘‘(e) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROVI-
SIONS.—Sections 198, 280B, and 468 shall not 
apply to amounts which are treated as ex-
penses under this section. 

‘‘(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the pur-
poses of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part VI of subchapter B of chap-
ter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 198 the following item: 
‘‘Sec. 198A. Expensing of qualified disaster 

expenses.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2011, in 
connection with disasters declared after such 
date. 
SEC. 508. INCREASED LIMITATION ON CHARI-

TABLE CONTRIBUTIONS FOR DIS-
ASTER RELIEF. 

(a) INDIVIDUALS.—Paragraph (1) of section 
170(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by redesignating subparagraphs (F) 
and (G) as subparagraphs (G) and (H), respec-
tively, and by inserting after subparagraph 
(E) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any qualified disaster 

contribution shall be allowed to the extent 
that the aggregate of such contributions 
does not exceed the excess of 80 percent of 
the taxpayer’s contribution base over the 
amount of all other charitable contributions 
allowable under this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) CARRYOVER.—If the aggregate amount 
of contributions described in clause (i) ex-
ceeds the limitation under clause (i), such 
excess shall be treated (in a manner con-
sistent with the rules of subsection (d)(1)) as 
a charitable contribution to which clause (i) 
applies in each of the 5 succeeding years in 
order of time. 

‘‘(iii) COORDINATION WITH OTHER SUBPARA-
GRAPHS.—For purposes of applying this sub-
section and subsection (d)(1), contributions 
described in clause (i) shall not be treated as 
described in subparagraph (A) and such sub-
paragraph shall be applied without regard to 
such contributions. 

‘‘(iv) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
For purposes of this subparagraph, the term 
‘qualified disaster contribution’ means any 
charitable contribution if— 

‘‘(I) such contribution is for relief efforts 
related to a federally declared disaster (as 
defined in section 165(h)(3)(C)(i)), 
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‘‘(II) such contribution is made during the 

period beginning on the applicable disaster 
date with respect to the disaster described in 
subclause (I) and ending on December 31, 
2015, and 

‘‘(III) such contribution is made in cash to 
an organization described in subparagraph 
(A) (other than an organization described in 
section 509(a)(3)). 

Such term shall not include a contribution if 
the contribution is for establishment of a 
new, or maintenance in an existing, donor 
advised fund (as defined in section 4966(d)(2)). 

‘‘(v) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—For pur-
poses of clause (iv)(II), the term ‘applicable 
disaster date’ means, with respect to any 
federally declared disaster described in 
clause (iv)(I), the date on which the disaster 
giving rise to the Presidential declaration 
described in section 165(i)(5)(A) occurred. 

‘‘(vi) SUBSTANTIATION REQUIREMENT.—This 
paragraph shall not apply to any qualified 
disaster contribution unless the taxpayer ob-
tains from such organization to which the 
contribution was made a contemporaneous 
written acknowledgment (within the mean-
ing of subsection (f)(8)) that such contribu-
tion was used (or is to be used) for a purpose 
described in clause (iv)(III).’’. 

(b) CORPORATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 

170(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by redesignating subparagraph (C) 
as subparagraph (D) and by inserting after 
subparagraph (B) the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(C) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any qualified disaster 

contribution shall be allowed to the extent 
that the aggregate of such contributions 
does not exceed the excess of 20 percent of 
the taxpayer’s taxable income over the 
amount of charitable contributions allowed 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(ii) CARRYOVER.—If the aggregate amount 
of contributions described in clause (i) ex-
ceeds the limitation under clause (i), such 
excess shall be treated (in a manner con-
sistent with the rules of subsection (d)(1)) as 
a charitable contribution to which clause (i) 
applies in each of the 5 succeeding years in 
order of time. 

‘‘(iii) QUALIFIED DISASTER CONTRIBUTION.— 
The term ‘qualified disaster contribution’ 
has the meaning given such term under para-
graph (2)(F)(iv). 

‘‘(iv) SUBSTANTIATION REQUIREMENT.—This 
paragraph shall not apply to any qualified 
disaster contribution unless the taxpayer ob-
tains from such organization to which the 
contribution was made a contemporaneous 
written acknowledgment (within the mean-
ing of subsection (f)(8)) that such contribu-
tion was used (or is to be used) for a purpose 
described in paragraph (1)(F)(iv)(III).’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Subparagraph (A) of section 170(b)(2) of 

such Code is amended by striking ‘‘subpara-
graph (B) applies’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) apply’’. 

(B) Subparagraph (B) of section 170(b)(2) of 
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘subpara-
graph (A)’’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs (A) 
and (C)’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
arising in taxable years ending after Decem-
ber 31, 2011. 
SEC. 509. LOSSES ATTRIBUTABLE TO DISASTERS 

IN 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 165(h) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as para-
graphs (4) and (5), respectively, and by in-
serting after paragraph (2) the following: 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR LOSSES IN FEDER-
ALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If an individual has a 
net disaster loss for any taxable year, the 
amount determined under paragraph 
(2)(A)(ii) shall be the sum of— 

‘‘(i) such net disaster loss, and 
‘‘(ii) so much of the excess referred to in 

the matter preceding clause (i) of paragraph 
(2)(A) (reduced by the amount in clause (i) of 
this subparagraph) as exceeds 10 percent of 
the adjusted gross income of the individual. 

‘‘(B) NET DISASTER LOSS.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (A), the term ‘net disaster loss’ 
means the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the personal casualty losses— 
‘‘(I) attributable to a federally declared 

disaster occurring during the period begin-
ning after December 31, 2007, and before Jan-
uary 1, 2010, or during the period beginning 
after December 31, 2011, and before January 
1, 2016, and 

‘‘(II) occurring in a disaster area, over 
‘‘(ii) personal casualty gains. 
‘‘(C) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—For 

purposes of this paragraph— 
‘‘(i) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 

term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given such term by subsection 
(i)(5)(A). 

‘‘(ii) DISASTER AREA.—The term ‘disaster 
area’ has the meaning given such term by 
subsection (i)(5)(B).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(4) of section 165(h) of such Code, as so redes-
ignated, is amended by striking ‘‘paragraph 
(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (2) and (3)’’. 

(c) LOSS ALLOWED WHETHER OR NOT INDI-
VIDUAL ITEMIZED DEDUCTIONS.—Section 62(a) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting after paragraph (21) 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(22) DISASTER CASUALTY LOSSES.—Any net 
disaster loss (as defined in section 
165(h)(3)(B)).’’. 

(d) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Subparagraph 
(A) of section 165(i)(5) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘‘major’’ after ‘‘means any’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2011. 

(f) USE OF AMENDED INCOME TAX RETURNS 
TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT RECEIPT OF CERTAIN 
CASUALTY LOSS GRANTS BY DISALLOWING 
PREVIOUSLY TAKEN CASUALTY LOSS DEDUC-
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, if a taxpayer— 

(A) claims a deduction for any taxable year 
with respect to a casualty loss to a principal 
residence (within the meaning of section 121 
of such Code) resulting from any federally 
declared disaster (as defined in section 
165(h)(3)(C) of such Code) occurring during 
the period beginning after December 31, 2011, 
and before January 1, 2016, and 

(B) in a subsequent taxable year receives a 
grant under any Federal or State program as 
reimbursement for such loss, 

such taxpayer may elect to file an amended 
income tax return for the taxable year in 
which such deduction was allowed (and for 
any taxable year to which such deduction is 
carried) and reduce (but not below zero) the 
amount of such deduction by the amount of 
such reimbursement. 

(2) TIME OF FILING AMENDED RETURN.—Para-
graph (1) shall apply with respect to any 
grant only if any amended income tax re-
turns with respect to such grant are filed not 
later than the later of— 

(A) the due date for filing the tax return 
for the taxable year in which the taxpayer 
receives such grant, or 

(B) the date which is 1 year after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(3) WAIVER OF PENALTIES AND INTEREST.— 
Any underpayment of tax resulting from the 
reduction under paragraph (1) of the amount 
otherwise allowable as a deduction shall not 
be subject to any penalty or interest under 
such Code if such tax is paid not later than 
1 year after the filing of the amended return 
to which such reduction relates. 
SEC. 510. NET OPERATING LOSSES ATTRIB-

UTABLE TO DISASTERS IN 2012, 2013, 
2014, AND 2015. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 172(b)(1) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(G) CERTAIN LOSSES ATTRIBUTABLE FEDER-
ALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.—In the case of a 
taxpayer who has a qualified disaster loss (as 
defined in subsection (i)), such loss shall be a 
net operating loss carryback to each of the 5 
taxable years preceding the taxable year of 
such loss.’’. 

(b) RULES RELATING TO QUALIFIED DISASTER 
LOSSES.—Section 172 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by redesignating 
subsection (i) a subsection (j) and by insert-
ing after subsection (h) the following: 

‘‘(i) RULES RELATING TO QUALIFIED DIS-
ASTER LOSSES.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified dis-
aster loss’ means the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) the losses allowable under section 165 

for the taxable year— 
‘‘(I) attributable to a federally declared 

disaster (as defined in section 165(i)(5)(A)) oc-
curring during the period beginning after De-
cember 31, 2007, and before January 1, 2010, or 
during the period beginning after December 
31, 2011, and before January 1, 2016, and 

‘‘(II) occurring in a disaster area (as de-
fined in section 165(i)(5)(B)), and 

‘‘(ii) the deduction for the taxable year for 
qualified disaster expenses which is allow-
able under section 198A(a) or which would be 
so allowable if not otherwise treated as an 
expense, or 

‘‘(B) the net operating loss for such taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION WITH SUBSECTION (b)(2).— 
For purposes of applying subsection (b)(2), a 
qualified disaster loss for any taxable year 
shall be treated in a manner similar to the 
manner in which a specified liability loss is 
treated. 

‘‘(3) ELECTION.—Any taxpayer entitled to a 
5-year carryback under subsection (b)(1)(G) 
from any loss year may elect to have the 
carryback period with respect to such loss 
year determined without regard to sub-
section (b)(1)(G). Such election shall be made 
in such manner as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary and shall be made by the due date 
(including extensions of time) for filing the 
taxpayer’s return for the taxable year of the 
net operating loss. Such election, once made 
for any taxable year, shall be irrevocable for 
such taxable year. 

‘‘(4) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘qualified dis-
aster loss’ shall not include any loss with re-
spect to any property described in section 
1400N(p)(3).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to losses 
arising in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2011, in connection with disasters 
declared after such date. 
SEC. 511. WAIVER OF CERTAIN MORTGAGE REV-

ENUE BOND REQUIREMENTS FOL-
LOWING 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (13) of section 
143(k) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by striking ‘‘before January 1, 
2010’’ in subparagraphs (A)(i) and (B)(i) of 
such paragraph and inserting ‘‘during the pe-
riod beginning after December 31, 2007, and 
before January 1, 2010, or during the period 
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beginning after December 31, 2011, and before 
January 1, 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
occurring after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 512. INCREASED EXPENSING AND BONUS 

DEPRECIATION FOR QUALIFIED DIS-
ASTER ASSISTANCE PROPERTY FOL-
LOWING 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclause (I) of section 
168(n)(2)(A)(ii) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘before Janu-
ary 1, 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘during the period 
beginning after December 31, 2007, and before 
January 1, 2010, or during the period begin-
ning after December 31, 2011, and before Jan-
uary 1, 2016’’. 

(b) REMOVAL OF EXCLUSION.—Section 
168(n)(2)(B)(i) of such Code is amended by in-
serting ‘‘and’’ at the end of subclause (I), by 
striking ‘‘, and’’ at the end of subclause (II) 
and inserting a period, and by striking sub-
clause (III). 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to property 
placed in service after December 31, 2011, 
with respect to disasters declared after such 
date. 
SEC. 513. INCREASE IN NEW MARKETS TAX CRED-

IT FOR INVESTMENTS IN COMMU-
NITY DEVELOPMENT ENTITIES 
SERVING 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 
DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (f) of section 
45D of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) INCREASED SPECIAL ALLOCATION FOR 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ENTITIES SERVING 
DISASTER AREAS WITH RESPECT TO DISASTERS 
OCCURRING IN ANY OF CALENDAR YEARS 2012 
THROUGH 2015.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of each cal-
endar year which begins after 2012 and before 
2017, the new markets tax credit limitation 
shall be increased by an amount equal to 
$500,000,000, to be allocated among qualified 
community development entities to make 
qualified low-income community invest-
ments within any covered federally declared 
disaster area. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF INCREASE.—The 
amount of the increase in limitation under 
subparagraph (A) shall be allocated by the 
Secretary under paragraph (2) to qualified 
community development entities and shall 
give priority to such entities with a record of 
having successfully provided capital or tech-
nical assistance to businesses or commu-
nities within any covered federally declared 
disaster area or areas for which the alloca-
tion is requested. 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION OF CARRYFORWARD.— 
Paragraph (3) shall be applied separately 
with respect to the amount of any increase 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(D) COVERED FEDERALLY DECLARED DIS-
ASTER AREA.—For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘covered federally declared disaster 
area’ means any disaster area resulting from 
any federally declared disaster occurring 
after December 31, 2011, and before January 
1, 2016. For purposes of the preceding sen-
tence, the terms ‘federally declared disaster’ 
and ‘disaster area’ have the meanings given 
such terms in section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to calendar 
years beginning after 2012. 
SEC. 514. SPECIAL RULES FOR USE OF RETIRE-

MENT FUNDS IN CONNECTION WITH 
FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTERS 
IN 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015. 

(a) TAX-FAVORED WITHDRAWALS FROM RE-
TIREMENT PLANS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
72(t) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 

amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(H) DISTRIBUTIONS FROM RETIREMENT 
PLANS IN CONNECTION WITH FEDERALLY DE-
CLARED DISASTERS DURING IN ANY CALENDAR 
YEARS AFTER 2011.—Any qualified disaster re-
covery distribution.’’. 

(2) QUALIFIED DISASTER RECOVERY DISTRIBU-
TION.—Section 72(t) of such Code is amended 
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(11) QUALIFIED DISASTER RECOVERY DIS-
TRIBUTION.—For purposes of paragraph 
(2)(H)— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the term ‘qualified dis-
aster recovery distribution’ means, with re-
spect to any federally declared disaster oc-
curring in any calendar year beginning after 
2011 and before January 1, 2016, any distribu-
tion from an eligible retirement plan made 
on or after the applicable disaster date and 
before the date that is 1 year after the appli-
cable disaster date, to an individual whose 
principal place of abode on the applicable 
disaster date, is located in the disaster area 
and who has sustained an economic loss by 
reason of such federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(B) DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, the aggregate amount of distribu-
tions received by an individual with respect 
to any federally declared disaster occurring 
during in any calendar year beginning after 
2011 shall not exceed $100,000. 

‘‘(ii) TREATMENT OF PLAN DISTRIBUTIONS.— 
If a distribution to an individual would 
(without regard to clause (i)) be a qualified 
disaster recovery distribution, a plan shall 
not be treated as violating any requirement 
of this title merely because the plan treats 
such distribution as a qualified disaster re-
covery distribution, unless the aggregate 
amount of such distributions from all plans 
maintained by the employer (and any mem-
ber of any controlled group which includes 
the employer) to such individual with re-
spect to any federally declared disaster oc-
curring in any calendar year beginning after 
2011 exceeds $100,000. 

‘‘(iii) CONTROLLED GROUP.—For purposes of 
clause (ii), the term ‘controlled group’ means 
any group treated as a single employer under 
subsection (b), (c), (m), or (o) of section 414. 

‘‘(C) AMOUNT DISTRIBUTED MAY BE REPAID.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Any individual who re-

ceives a qualified disaster recovery distribu-
tion may, at any time during the 3-year pe-
riod 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 
distribution to an eligible retirement plan of 
which such individual is a beneficiary and to 
which a rollover contribution of such dis-
tribution could be made under section 402(c), 
403(a)(4), 403(b)(8), 408(d)(3), or 457(e)(16), as 
the case may be. 

‘‘(ii) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS OF DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLANS 
OTHER THAN IRAS.—For purposes of this title, 
if a contribution is made pursuant to clause 
(i) with respect to a qualified disaster recov-
ery distribution from an eligible retirement 
plan other than an individual retirement 
plan, then the taxpayer shall, to the extent 
of the amount of the contribution, be treated 
as having received the qualified disaster re-
covery distribution in an eligible rollover 
distribution (as defined in section 402(c)(4)) 
and as having transferred the amount to the 
eligible retirement plan in a direct trustee 
to trustee transfer within 60 days of the dis-
tribution. 

‘‘(iii) TREATMENT OF REPAYMENTS FOR DIS-
TRIBUTIONS FROM IRAS.—For purposes of this 
title, if a contribution is made pursuant to 
clause (i) with respect to a qualified disaster 

recovery distribution from an individual re-
tirement plan (as defined by section 
7701(a)(37)), then, to the extent of the 
amount of the contribution, the qualified 
disaster recovery distribution shall be treat-
ed as a distribution described in section 
408(d)(3) and as having been transferred to 
the eligible retirement plan in a direct trust-
ee to trustee transfer within 60 days of the 
distribution. 

‘‘(D) INCOME INCLUSION SPREAD OVER 3-YEAR 
PERIOD.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any quali-
fied disaster recovery distribution, unless 
the taxpayer elects not to have this para-
graph apply for any taxable year, any 
amount required to be included in gross in-
come for such taxable year shall be so in-
cluded ratably over the 3-taxable-year period 
beginning with such taxable year. 

‘‘(ii) SPECIAL RULE.—For purposes of clause 
(i), rules similar to the rules of subparagraph 
(E) of section 408A(d)(3) shall apply. 

‘‘(E) OTHER DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(i) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-

ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs. 

‘‘(iii) ELIGIBLE RETIREMENT PLAN.—The 
term ‘eligible retirement plan’ shall have the 
meaning given such term by section 
402(c)(8)(B). 

‘‘(F) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(i) EXEMPTION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM 

TRUSTEE TO TRUSTEE TRANSFER AND WITH-
HOLDING RULES.—For purposes of sections 
401(a)(31), 402(f), and 3405, qualified disaster 
recovery distributions shall not be treated as 
eligible rollover distributions. 

‘‘(ii) QUALIFIED DISASTER RECOVERY DIS-
TRIBUTIONS TREATED AS MEETING PLAN DIS-
TRIBUTION REQUIREMENTS.—For purposes of 
this title, a qualified disaster recovery dis-
tribution shall be treated as meeting the re-
quirements of sections 401(k)(2)(B)(i), 
403(b)(7)(A)(ii), 403(b)(11), and 457(d)(1)(A).’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this subsection shall apply to dis-
tributions with respect to disaster declared 
after December 31, 2011. 

(b) LOANS FROM QUALIFIED PLANS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (p) of section 

72 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) INCREASE IN LIMIT ON LOANS NOT TREAT-
ED AS DISTRIBUTIONS WITH RESPECT TO DISAS-
TERS IN ANY CALENDAR YEAR AFTER 2011.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any loan 
from a qualified employer plan to a qualified 
individual made during the applicable pe-
riod— 

‘‘(i) clause (i) of paragraph (2)(A) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘$100,000’ for ‘$50,000’, 
and 

‘‘(ii) clause (ii) of such paragraph shall be 
applied 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’. 

‘‘(B) DELAY OF REPAYMENT.—In the case of 
a qualified individual with an outstanding 
loan on or after the applicable disaster date 
from a qualified employer plan— 

‘‘(i) if the due date pursuant to subpara-
graph (B) or (C) of paragraph (2) for any re-
payment with respect to such loan occurs 
during the 1-year period beginning on the ap-
plicable disaster date, such due date shall be 
delayed for 1 year, 

‘‘(ii) any subsequent repayments with re-
spect to any such loan shall be appropriately 
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adjusted to reflect the delay in the due date 
under clause (i) and any interest accruing 
during such delay, and 

‘‘(iii) in determining the 5-year period and 
the term of a loan under subparagraph (B) or 
(C) of paragraph (2), the period described in 
clause (i) shall be disregarded. 

‘‘(C) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
paragraph— 

‘‘(i) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘qualified individual’ means, with respect to 
any federally declared disaster occurring 
during in any calendar year beginning after 
2011, an individual whose principal place of 
abode on the applicable disaster date is lo-
cated in the disaster area and who has sus-
tained an economic loss by reason of such 
federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—The applicable 
period is the period beginning on the applica-
ble disaster date and ending on December 31, 
2016. 

‘‘(iii) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(iv) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs.’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this subsection shall apply to loans 
made with respect to disaster declared after 
December 31, 2011. 

(c) 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 
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, or amend-
ment made by, this section, or pursuant to 
any regulation issued by the Secretary or 
the Secretary of Labor under any provision 
of, or amendment made by, this section, and 

(ii) on or before the last day of the first 
plan year beginning on or after January 1, 
2016, or such later date as the Secretary may 
prescribe. 

In the case of a governmental plan (as de-
fined in section 414(d)), 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 the provi-

sions of, and amendments made by, this sec-
tion or the regulation described in subpara-
graph (A)(i) takes effect (or in the case of a 
plan or contract amendment not required by 
the provisions of, or amendments made by, 
this section or such regulation, the effective 
date specified by the plan), and 

(II) 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. 515. ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION FOR HOUSING 

QUALIFIED DISASTER DISPLACED 
INDIVIDUALS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 151 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION FOR CERTAIN 
DISASTER-DISPLACED INDIVIDUALS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-
able year beginning in any calendar year be-
ginning after 2011, there shall be allowed an 
exemption of $500 for each qualified disaster- 
displaced individual with respect to the tax-
payer for the taxable year. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) DOLLAR LIMITATION.—The exemption 

under paragraph (1) shall not exceed $2,000, 
reduced by the amount of the exemption 
under this subsection for all prior taxable 
years. 

‘‘(B) INDIVIDUALS TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT ONLY 
ONCE.—An individual shall not be taken into 
account under paragraph (1) if such indi-
vidual was taken into account under this 
subsection by the taxpayer for any prior tax-
able year. 

‘‘(C) IDENTIFYING INFORMATION REQUIRED.— 
An individual shall not be taken into ac-
count under paragraph (1) for a taxable year 
unless the taxpayer identification number of 
such individual is included on the return of 
the taxpayer for such taxable year. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED DISASTER-DISPLACED INDI-
VIDUAL.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘qualified disaster-dis-
placed individual’ means, with respect to any 
taxpayer for any taxable year, any qualified 
individual if such individual is provided 
housing free of charge by the taxpayer in the 
principal residence of the taxpayer for a pe-
riod of 60 consecutive days which ends in 
such taxable year. Such term shall not in-
clude the spouse or any dependent of the tax-
payer. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘qualified individual’ means any individual 
who— 

‘‘(i) on the date of a federally declared dis-
aster occurring in calendar years beginning 
after 2011 and before 2016 maintained such in-
dividual’s principal place of abode in the dis-
aster area declared with respect to such dis-
aster, and 

‘‘(ii) was displaced from such principal 
place of abode by reason of the federally de-
clared disaster. 

For purposes of the preceding sentence, the 
terms ‘federally declared disaster’ and ‘dis-
aster area’ have the meanings given such 
terms in section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(4) COMPENSATION FOR HOUSING.—No de-
duction shall be allowed under this sub-
section if the taxpayer receives any rent or 
other amount (from any source) in connec-
tion with the providing of such housing.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 516. EXCLUSIONS OF CERTAIN CANCELLA-

TIONS OF INDEBTEDNESS BY REA-
SON OF 2012, 2013, 2014, AND 2015 DIS-
ASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 108 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) DISCHARGE OF INDEBTEDNESS FOR INDI-
VIDUALS AFFECTED BY DISASTERS IN ANY CAL-
ENDAR YEAR AFTER 2011.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), gross income shall not include 
any amount which (but for this subsection) 
would be includible in gross income by rea-
son of any discharge (in whole or in part) of 
indebtedness of a natural person described in 
paragraph (3) by an applicable entity (as de-
fined in section 6050P(c)(1)) during the appli-
cable period. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTIONS FOR BUSINESS INDEBTED-
NESS.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any 
indebtedness incurred in connection with a 
trade or business. 

‘‘(3) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A natural person 
is described in this paragraph if the principal 

place of abode of such person on the applica-
ble disaster date was located in the disaster 
area with respect to any federally declared 
disaster occurring during any calendar year 
beginning after 2011 and before 2016. 

‘‘(4) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this subsection, the term ‘applicable period’ 
means the period beginning on the applicable 
disaster date and ending on the date which is 
14 months after such date. 

‘‘(5) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this subsection— 

‘‘(A) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to dis-
charges made on or after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 517. SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 

EARNED INCOME OF INDIVIDUALS 
AFFECTED BY FEDERALLY DE-
CLARED DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 32 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(n) SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 
EARNED INCOME OF TAXPAYERS AFFECTED BY 
FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
individual with respect to any federally de-
clared disaster occurring during any cal-
endar year beginning after 2011, if the earned 
income of the taxpayer for the taxable year 
which includes the applicable disaster date is 
less than the earned income of the taxpayer 
for the preceding taxable year, the credit al-
lowed under this section and section 24(d) 
may, at the election of the taxpayer, be de-
termined 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. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED INDIVIDUAL.—For purposes 
of this subsection, the term ‘qualified indi-
vidual’ means, with respect to any federally 
declared disaster occurring during in any 
calendar year beginning after 2011 and before 
2016, any individual whose principal place of 
abode on the applicable disaster date, was lo-
cated— 

‘‘(A) in any portion of a disaster area de-
termined by the President to warrant indi-
vidual or individual and public assistance 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act by reason of 
the federally declared disaster, or 

‘‘(B) in any portion of the disaster area not 
described in subparagraph (A) and such indi-
vidual was displaced from such principal 
place of abode by reason of the federally de-
clared disaster. 

‘‘(3) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of 
this paragraph— 

‘‘(A) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs. 

‘‘(4) 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 disaster 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 
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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 section 24(d) and 
this section. 

‘‘(C) ERRORS TREATED AS MATHEMATICAL 
ERROR.—For purposes of section 6213, an in-
correct use on a return of earned income pur-
suant to paragraph (1) shall be treated as a 
mathematical or clerical error. 

‘‘(D) NO EFFECT ON DETERMINATION OF 
GROSS INCOME, ETC.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this subsection, this title shall be 
applied without regard to any substitution 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) CHILD TAX CREDIT.—Section 24(d) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting after paragraph (2) the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING EARNED 
INCOME OF TAXPAYERS AFFECTED BY FEDER-
ALLY DECLARED DISASTERS.—For election by 
qualified individuals with respect to certain 
federally declared disasters to substitute 
earned income from the preceding taxable 
year, see section 32(n).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 518. INCREASE IN REHABILITATION CREDIT 

FOR BUILDINGS IN 2012, 2013, 2014, 
AND 2015 DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 47 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULE FOR EXPENDITURES 
MADE IN CONNECTION WITH CERTAIN DISAS-
TERS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of qualified 
rehabilitation expenditures paid or incurred 
during the applicable period with respect to 
any qualified rehabilitated building or cer-
tified historic structure located in a disaster 
area with respect to any federally declared 
disaster occurring in, subsection (a) shall be 
applied— 

‘‘(A) by substituting ‘13 percent’ for ‘10 per-
cent’ in paragraph (1) thereof, and 

‘‘(B) by substituting ‘26 percent’ for ‘20 per-
cent’ in paragraph (2) thereof. 

‘‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section— 

‘‘(A) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(B) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—The term ‘appli-
cable period’ means the period beginning on 
the applicable disaster date and ending on 
December 31, 2015. 

‘‘(C) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The term 
‘applicable disaster date’ means, with re-
spect to any federally declared disaster, the 
date on which such federally declared dis-
aster occurs.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 519. ADVANCED REFUNDINGS OF CERTAIN 

TAX-EXEMPT BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 149(d) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
redesignating paragraph (7) as paragraph (8) 
and by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) SPECIAL RULE WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN 
NATURAL DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a bond 
described in subparagraph (C), one additional 
advance refunding after the date of the en-
actment of this paragraph and before Janu-
ary 1, 2018, shall be allowed under the rules 
of this subsection if— 

‘‘(i) the Governor of the State designates 
the advance refunding bond for purposes of 
this subsection, and 

‘‘(ii) the requirements of subparagraph (E) 
are met. 

‘‘(B) CERTAIN PRIVATE ACTIVITY BONDS.— 
With respect to a bond described in subpara-
graph (C) which is an exempt facility bond 
described in paragraph (1) or (2) of section 
142(a), one advance refunding after the date 
of the enactment of this paragraph and be-
fore January 1, 2018, shall be allowed under 
the applicable rules of this subsection (not-
withstanding paragraph (2) thereof) if the re-
quirements of clauses (i) and (ii) of subpara-
graph (A) are met. 

‘‘(C) BONDS DESCRIBED.—A bond is de-
scribed in this paragraph if, with respect to 
any federally declared disaster, such bond— 

‘‘(i) was outstanding on the applicable dis-
aster date, and 

‘‘(ii) is issued by an applicable State or a 
political subdivision thereof. 

‘‘(D) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—The maximum ag-
gregate face amount of bonds which may be 
designated under this subsection by the Gov-
ernor of a State shall not exceed 
$4,500,000,000. 

‘‘(E) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—The re-
quirements of this subparagraph are met 
with respect to any advance refunding of a 
bond described in subparagraph (C) if— 

‘‘(i) no advance refundings of such bond 
would be allowed under this title on or after 
the applicable disaster date, 

‘‘(ii) the advance refunding bond is the 
only other outstanding bond with respect to 
the refunded bond, and 

‘‘(iii) the requirements of section 148 are 
met with respect to all bonds issued under 
this paragraph. 

‘‘(F) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
subsection— 

‘‘(i) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER; DIS-
ASTER AREA.—The terms ‘federally declared 
disaster’ and ‘disaster area’ have the mean-
ings given such terms under section 165(i)(5). 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE DISASTER DATE.—The 
term ‘applicable disaster date’ means, with 
respect to any federally declared disaster, 
the date on which such federally declared 
disaster occurs. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE STATE.—The term ‘appli-
cable State’ means, with respect to any fed-
erally declared disaster, any State in which 
a portion of the disaster area is located.’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to bonds 
issued after the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 520. QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOVERY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part IV of 

subchapter B of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after section 146 the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 146A. QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOV-

ERY BONDS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this 

title, any qualified disaster area recovery 
bond shall— 

‘‘(1) be treated as an exempt facility bond, 
and 

‘‘(2) not be subject to section 146. 
‘‘(b) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOVERY 

BOND.—For purposes of this section, the 
term ‘qualified disaster area recovery bond’ 
means any bond issued as part of an issue 
if— 

‘‘(1) 95 percent or more of the net proceeds 
of such issue are to be used for qualified 
project costs, 

‘‘(2) such bond is issued by a State or any 
political subdivision thereof any part of 
which is in a qualified disaster area, 

‘‘(3) the Governor of the issuing State des-
ignates such bond for purposes of this sec-
tion, and 

‘‘(4) such bond is issued after the date of 
the enactment of this section and before 
January 1, 2017. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF BONDS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The maximum aggregate 
face amount of bonds which may be des-
ignated under this section by any State shall 
not exceed $10,000,000,000. 

‘‘(2) MOVABLE PROPERTY.—No bonds shall 
be issued which are to be used for movable 
fixtures and equipment. 

‘‘(3) TREATMENT OF CURRENT REFUNDING 
BONDS.—Paragraph (1) shall not apply to any 
bond (or series of bonds) issued to refund a 
qualified disaster area recovery bond, if— 

‘‘(A) the average maturity date of the issue 
of which the refunding bond is a part is not 
later than the average maturity date of the 
bonds to be refunded by such issue, 

‘‘(B) the amount of the refunding bond does 
not exceed the outstanding amount of the re-
funded bond, and 

‘‘(C) the net proceeds of the refunding bond 
are used to redeem the refunded bond not 
later than 90 days after the date of the 
issuance of the refunding bond. 

For purposes of subparagraph (A), average 
maturity shall be determined in accordance 
with section 147(b)(2)(A). 

‘‘(d) QUALIFIED PROJECT COSTS.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘qualified 
project costs’ means the cost of acquisition, 
construction, reconstruction, and renovation 
of— 

‘‘(1) residential rental property (as defined 
in section 142(d)), 

‘‘(2) nonresidential real property (including 
fixed improvements associated with such 
property), 

‘‘(3) a facility described in paragraph (2) or 
(3) of section 142(a), or 

‘‘(4) public utility property (as defined in 
section 168(i)(10)), 
which is located in a qualified disaster area 
and was damaged or destroyed by reason of a 
federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying this title 
to any qualified disaster area recovery bond, 
the following modifications shall apply: 

‘‘(1) Section 147(d) (relating to acquisition 
of existing property not permitted) shall be 
applied by substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘15 
percent’ each place it appears. 

‘‘(2) Section 148(f)(4)(C) (relating to excep-
tion from rebate for certain proceeds to be 
used to finance construction expenditures) 
shall apply to the available construction pro-
ceeds of bonds issued under this section. For 
purposes of the preceding sentence, the fol-
lowing spending requirements shall apply in 
lieu of the requirements in clause (ii) of such 
section: 

‘‘(A) 40 percent of such available construc-
tion proceeds are spent for the governmental 
purposes of the issue within the 2-year period 
beginning on the date the bonds are issued. 

‘‘(B) 60 percent of such proceeds are spent 
for such purposes within the 3-year period 
beginning on such date. 

‘‘(C) 80 percent of such proceeds are spent 
for such purposes within the 4-year period 
beginning on such date. 

‘‘(D) 100 percent of such proceeds are spent 
for such purposes within the 5-year period 
beginning on such date. 

‘‘(3) Repayments of principal on financing 
provided by the issue— 

‘‘(A) may not be used to provide financing, 
and 

‘‘(B) must be used not later than the close 
of the first semiannual period beginning 
after the date of the repayment to redeem 
bonds which are part of such issue. 

The requirement of subparagraph (B) shall be 
treated as met with respect to amounts re-
ceived within 5 years after the date of 
issuance of the issue (or, in the case of a re-
funding bond, the date of issuance of the 
original bond) if such amounts are used by 
the close of such 5 years to redeem bonds 
which are part of such issue. 
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‘‘(4) Section 57(a)(5) shall not apply. 
‘‘(f) SEPARATE ISSUE TREATMENT OF POR-

TIONS OF AN ISSUE.—This section shall not 
apply to the portion of an issue which (if 
issued as a separate issue) would be treated 
as a qualified bond or as a bond that is not 
a private activity bond (determined without 
regard to paragraph (1)), if the issuer elects 
to so treat such portion. 

‘‘(g) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA; FEDERALLY 
DECLARED DISASTER.— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA.—The term 
‘qualified disaster area’ means any area de-
termined to warrant individual or individual 
and public assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment under the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
by reason of a federally declared disaster oc-
curring during the period beginning after De-
cember 31, 2011, and before January 1, 2016. 

‘‘(2) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 
term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given to such term under section 
165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter B of chapter 1 of such Code is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to 
section 146 the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 146A. Qualified disaster area recovery 

bonds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 521. ADDITIONAL LOW-INCOME HOUSING 

CREDIT ALLOCATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (3) of section 

42(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
(relating to limitation on aggregate credit 
allowable with respect to projects located in 
a State) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(J) INCREASE IN STATE HOUSING CREDIT FOR 
STATES DAMAGED BY NATURAL DISASTERS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of calendar 
year 2016, the State housing credit ceiling of 
each State any portion of which includes any 
portion of a qualifying disaster area shall be 
increased by so much of the aggregate hous-
ing credit dollar amount as does not exceed 
the applicable limitation allocated by the 
State housing credit agency of such State for 
such calendar year to buildings located in 
qualifying disaster areas. 

‘‘(ii) APPLICABLE LIMITATION.—For purposes 
of clause (i), the applicable limitation is the 
greater of— 

‘‘(I) $8 multiplied by the population of the 
qualifying disaster areas in such State, or 

‘‘(II) 50 percent of the State housing credit 
ceiling (determined without regard to this 
subparagraph) for 2015. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of this section, the applicable percent-
age with respect to any building to which 
amounts allocated under clause (i) shall be 
determined under subsection (b)(2), except 
that subparagraph (A) thereof shall be ap-
plied by substituting ‘January 1, 2016’ for 
‘January 1, 2015’. 

‘‘(iv) ALLOCATIONS TREATED AS MADE FIRST 
FROM ADDITIONAL ALLOCATION AMOUNT FOR 
PURPOSES OF DETERMINING CARRYOVER.—For 
purposes of determining the unused State 
housing credit ceiling under subparagraph 
(C) for any calendar year, any increase in the 
State housing credit ceiling under clause (i) 
shall be treated as an amount described in 
clause (ii) of such subparagraph. 

‘‘(v) QUALIFYING DISASTER AREA.—For pur-
poses of this subparagraph, the term ‘quali-
fying federally declared disaster area’ 
means— 

‘‘(I) each county which is determined to 
warrant individual or individual and public 
assistance from the Federal Government 
under a qualifying natural disaster declara-
tion described in clause (vi)(I), and 

‘‘(II) each county not described in sub-
clause (I) which is included in the geo-
graphical area covered by a qualifying nat-
ural disaster declaration described in sub-
clause (II) or (III) of clause (vi). 

‘‘(vi) QUALIFYING NATURAL DISASTER DEC-
LARATION.—For purposes of clause (v), the 
term ‘qualifying natural disaster declara-
tion’ means— 

‘‘(I) a federally declared disaster (as de-
fined in section 165(i)(5)) occurring during 
the period beginning after December 31, 2011, 
and before January 1, 2016, 

‘‘(II) a natural disaster declared by the 
Secretary of Agriculture in 2011 due to dam-
aging weather and other conditions relating 
to Hurricane Irene or Tropical Storm Lee 
under section 321(a) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1961(a)), or 

‘‘(III) a major disaster or emergency des-
ignated by the President in 2011 due to dam-
aging weather and other conditions relating 
to Hurricane Irene or Tropical Storm Lee 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 
5121 et seq.).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 522. FACILITATION OF TRANSFER OF WATER 

LEASING AND WATER BY MUTUAL 
DITCH OR IRRIGATION COMPANIES 
IN DISASTER AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (12) of section 
501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(I) TREATMENT OF MUTUAL DITCH OR IRRI-
GATION COMPANIES IN CERTAIN DISASTER 
AREAS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a qualified 
mutual ditch or irrigation company or like 
organization, subparagraph (A) shall be ap-
plied without taking into account any in-
come received or accrued during the applica-
ble period— 

‘‘(I) from the sale, lease, or exchange of fee 
or other interests in real property, including 
interests in water, 

‘‘(II) from the sale or exchange of stock in 
a mutual ditch or irrigation company or like 
organization or contract rights for the deliv-
ery or use of water, 

‘‘(III) from the investment of proceeds 
from sales, leases, or exchanges under sub-
clauses (I) and (II), or 

‘‘(IV) from the United States, or a State or 
local government, resulting from the feder-
ally declared disaster, 

except that any income received under sub-
clause (I), (II), (III), or (IV) which is distrib-
uted or expended for expenses (other than for 
operations, maintenance, and capital im-
provements) of the qualified mutual ditch or 
irrigation company or like organization 
shall be treated as nonmember income in the 
year in which it is distributed or expended. 

‘‘(ii) QUALIFIED MUTUAL DITCH OR IRRIGA-
TION COMPANY OR LIKE ORGANIZATION.—For 
purposes of this paragraph— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified mu-
tual ditch or irrigation company or like or-
ganization’ means any mutual ditch or irri-
gation company or like organization that di-
verted, delivered, transported, stored, or 
used its water for agricultural irrigation 
purposes on its own or through its share-
holders in a qualified disaster area during 
any of calendar years 2012 through 2015. 

‘‘(II) QUALIFIED ASSET.—The term ‘quali-
fied asset’ means any real property or tan-
gible personal property used in the mutual 
ditch or irrigation company’s (or like orga-
nization’s) system. 

‘‘(III) MULTIPLE AREAS.—Under regula-
tions, if the qualified assets of any mutual 
ditch or irrigation company or like organiza-

tion are located in more than 1 qualified dis-
aster area, all such areas shall be treated as 
1 area and if more than 1 federally declared 
disaster is involved, the date on which the 
last of such disasters occurred shall be the 
date used for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE PERIOD.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘applicable period’ 
means the taxable year in which the feder-
ally declared disaster occurred and the 5 fol-
lowing taxable years. 

‘‘(iv) OTHER DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(I) QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA.—The term 

‘qualified disaster area’ means any area de-
termined to warrant individual or individual 
and public assistance from the Federal Gov-
ernment under the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
by reason of a federally declared disaster oc-
curring during the period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 2012, and ending on December 31, 2015. 

‘‘(II) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—The 
term ‘federally declared disaster’ has the 
meaning given to such term under section 
165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 2011. 
SEC. 523. EXCLUSION FOR DISASTER MITIGATION 

PAYMENTS RECEIVED FROM STATE 
AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section 
139(g) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, or any other 
amount which is paid by a State or local 
government or agency or instrumentality 
thereof,’’ after ‘‘(as in effect on such date)’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to payments 
received after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 524. NATURAL DISASTER FUNDS. 

(a) NATURAL DISASTER FUND.—Subpart C of 
part II of subchapter E of chapter 1 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting after section 468B the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 468C. SPECIAL RULES FOR NATURAL DIS-

ASTER FUNDS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If a qualified taxpayer 

elects the application of this section, there 
shall be allowed as a deduction for any tax-
able year the amount of payments made by 
the taxpayer to a natural disaster fund dur-
ing such taxable year. 

‘‘(b) NATURAL DISASTER FUND.—The term 
‘natural disaster fund’ means a fund meeting 
the following requirements: 

‘‘(1) DESIGNATION.—The taxpayer des-
ignates— 

‘‘(A) the fund as a natural disaster fund in 
the manner prescribed by the Secretary, and 

‘‘(B) the line or lines of business to which 
the fund applies. 

‘‘(2) SEGREGATION.—The assets of the fund 
are segregated from other assets of the tax-
payer. 

‘‘(3) INVESTMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) The assets of the fund are maintained 

in one or more qualified accounts and are in-
vested only in— 

‘‘(i) deposits with banks whose deposits are 
insured subject to applicable limits by the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, or 

‘‘(ii) in stock or other securities in which 
the fund would be permitted to invest if it 
were a capital construction fund subject to 
the investment limitations of paragraphs (2) 
and (3) of section 7518(b)(2). 

‘‘(B) All investment earnings (including 
gains and losses) from investments of the 
fund become part of the fund. 

‘‘(4) CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE FUND.—The fund 
does not accept any deposits (or other 
amounts) other than cash payments with re-
spect to which a deduction is allowable 
under subsection (a) and earnings (including 
gains and losses) from fund investments. 
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‘‘(5) PURPOSE.—The fund is established and 

maintained for the purposes of covering 
costs, expenses, and losses (including busi-
ness interruption losses) resulting from a 
Federally declared natural disaster to the 
extent such costs are not covered by insur-
ance. 

‘‘(6) MAXIMUM BALANCE.—The balance of 
the fund does not exceed the lesser of— 

‘‘(A) the sum of— 
‘‘(i) 150 percent of the maximum deduct-

ible, and 
‘‘(ii) 100 percent of the maximum co-insur-

ance (to the extent not taken into account in 
clause (i)), 

that, in the case of a Federally declared nat-
ural disaster resulting in losses, the tax-
payer could be expected to pay with respect 
to property and business interruption insur-
ance maintained by the taxpayer for the line 
of business to which the fund applies and 
that would cover losses resulting from a Fed-
erally declared natural disaster, and 

‘‘(B) the maximum loss under any insur-
ance coverage that the taxpayer could rea-
sonably expect to occur for the line of busi-
ness in the case of a severe natural disaster. 

‘‘(7) FINANCIAL STATEMENTS.—The fund or 
the balance of the fund is recorded in the 
taxpayer’s financial statements in accord-
ance with generally accepted accounting 
principles and not as a current asset and the 
footnotes to the taxpayer’s financial state-
ments include a short description of the fund 
and its purposes. 

‘‘(8) INSURANCE.—The taxpayer property in-
surance maintained by the qualified tax-
payer applies to 75 percent or more of the 
property used— 

‘‘(A) in the qualified taxpayer’s line of 
business to which the fund relates, and 

‘‘(B) in the United States. 
‘‘(c) QUALIFIED TAXPAYER.—For purposes of 

this section, the term ‘qualified taxpayer’ 
means any taxpayer that— 

‘‘(1) actively conducts a trade or business, 
and 

‘‘(2) maintains property insurance with re-
spect to such trade or business that insures 
against losses in natural disasters. 

‘‘(d) FAILURE TO MEET REQUIREMENTS.—If a 
fund that was a natural disaster fund ceases 
to meet any of the requirements of sub-
section (b) or a taxpayer who has a natural 
disaster fund ceases to meet the requirement 
of subsection (c), the entire balance of the 
fund shall be deemed distributed in a non-
qualified distribution at the time the fund 
ceases to meet such requirements. 

‘‘(e) TAXATION OF FUND.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The earnings (including 

gains and losses) from the investment and 
reinvestment of amounts held in the fund 
shall not be taken into account in deter-
mining the gross income of the taxpayer 
that owns the fund. 

‘‘(2) NOT A SEPARATE TAXPAYER.—A natural 
disaster fund shall not be considered a sepa-
rate taxpayer for purposes of this subtitle. 

‘‘(f) TAXATION OF DISTRIBUTIONS FROM THE 
FUND.— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFIED DISTRIBUTIONS.—For pur-
poses of this chapter, qualified distributions 
shall be treated in the same manner as pro-
ceeds from property or business interruption 
insurance. 

‘‘(2) NONQUALIFIED DISTRIBUTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any tax-

able year for which there is a nonqualified 
distribution— 

‘‘(i) such nonqualified distributions shall 
be excluded from the gross income of the 
taxpayer, and 

‘‘(ii) the tax imposed by this chapter (de-
termined without regard to this subsection) 
shall be increased by the product of the 
amount of such nonqualified distribution and 

the highest rate of tax specified in section 1 
(section 11 in the case of a corporation). 

‘‘(B) TAX BENEFIT RULE; COORDINATION WITH 
DEDUCTION FOR NET OPERATING LOSSES.— 
Rules similar to the rules of subparagraphs 
(B) and (C) of section 7518(g)(6) shall apply 
for purposes of this paragraph. 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL TAX.—The tax imposed by 
this chapter for any taxable year on any tax-
payer that a owns natural disaster fund shall 
be increased by the greater of— 

‘‘(A) 20 percent of the amount of any non- 
qualified distributions from the fund in the 
taxable year, and 

‘‘(B) an amount equal to interest, at the 
underpayment rate established under section 
6621, on the nonqualified distribution from 
the time the amount is added to the fund to 
the time the amount is distributed. 

‘‘(4) INTEREST CALCULATION.—For purposes 
of calculating interest under paragraph 
(3)(B)— 

‘‘(A) all investment earnings (including 
gains or losses) in taxable year shall be 
treated as added to the fund on the last day 
of the taxable year, and 

‘‘(B) amounts distributed from the fund 
shall be treated as distributed on a first-in, 
first-out basis. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) FEDERALLY DECLARED NATURAL DIS-
ASTER.—The term ‘Federally declared nat-
ural disaster’ means a natural disaster that 
is determined by Presidential declaration 
under the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to warrant 
individual or individual and public assist-
ance under such Act. 

‘‘(2) NONQUALIFIED DISTRIBUTION.—The 
term ‘nonqualified distribution’ means a dis-
tribution from a natural disaster fund other 
than a qualified distribution. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED ACCOUNT.—The term ‘quali-
fied account’ means an account with a bank 
(as defined in section 581) or a brokerage ac-
count but only if the investments of such ac-
counts are limited to those permitted by 
subsection (b)(3) and no investments are 
made in a related person (as defined in sec-
tion 465(b)(3)(C)) to the taxpayer. 

‘‘(4) QUALIFIED DISTRIBUTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified dis-

tribution’ means with respect to natural dis-
aster fund an amount equal to the excess 
of— 

‘‘(i) costs, expenses, and losses (including 
losses of a type reimbursable by proceeds of 
business interruption insurance) incurred by 
the taxpayer as a result of the Federally de-
clared natural disaster with respect to the 
line or lines of business for which the fund 
was designated, over 

‘‘(ii) the proceeds of property and business 
interruption insurance paid for the benefit of 
the taxpayer with respect to costs, expenses, 
and losses described in clause (i). 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—A distribution from a 
natural disaster fund shall not be treated as 
a qualified distribution if such distribution 
is allocated to a Federally declared natural 
disaster occurring more than 3 years before 
the date of such distribution. 

‘‘(h) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) NO DOUBLE COUNTING.—Any portion of 
any deductible or coinsurance taken into ac-
count under subsection (b)(6) in determining 
the maximum balance for a natural disaster 
fund shall not be taken into account in de-
termining the maximum balance for another 
natural disaster fund. 

‘‘(2) EXCESS BALANCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the balance of a nat-

ural disaster fund exceeds the maximum bal-
ance permitted by subsection (b)(6) by reason 
of investment earnings or a reduction in the 
maximum balance, the account shall not 

cease to be a natural disaster fund as the re-
sult of exceeding such limit if the excess is 
distributed within 120 days of the date that 
such excess first occurred. 

‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF DISTRIBUTIONS OF EX-
CESS BALANCE.—In the case of any distribu-
tion of the excess balance of a natural dis-
aster fund within 120 days of the date that 
such excess first occurred— 

‘‘(i) paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (f) 
shall not apply to the distribution of such 
excess if distributed within such period, and 

‘‘(ii) the amount of such distribution shall 
be included in the gross income of the tax-
payer in the year such distribution was 
made. 

‘‘(C) ANTI-ABUSE RULE.—Subparagraph (B) 
shall not apply in the case of any reduction 
in the maximum balance resulting from any 
action of the taxpayer the primary purpose 
of which was to reduce the maximum bal-
ance to enable a distribution that would not 
be subject to the maximum tax rate calcula-
tion or the additional tax. 

‘‘(3) CERTAIN ASSET ACQUISITIONS.—The 
transfer of a natural disaster fund (or the 
portion of a natural disaster fund) from one 
person to another person shall not constitute 
a nonqualified distribution if— 

‘‘(A) such transfer is part of a trans-
action— 

‘‘(i) to which section 381 applies, 
‘‘(ii) the transferee acquires substantially 

all of the assets of the transferor used in the 
line or lines of business for which the fund 
was designated, 

‘‘(iii) the transferee acquires substantially 
all of the assets of the transferor used in one, 
but not all, of the lines of business for which 
the fund was designated, or 

‘‘(iv) the transferee acquires substantially 
all of the transferor’s assets located in a geo-
graphical area and used in a line of business 
for which the fund was designated, and 

‘‘(B) the transferee elects to treat the ac-
quired natural disaster fund (or portion 
thereof) as a natural disaster fund for the 
line of business for which the transferor had 
previously designated the fund and as a con-
tinuation of the fund (or pro rata portion 
thereof) for purposes of determining the ad-
ditional tax imposed by subsection (f)(4). 

‘‘(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary or appropriate to carry out the provi-
sions of this section.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart C of part II of sub-
chapter E of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after the item relating to section 468B the 
following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 468C. Special rules for natural disaster 

funds.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2014. 
SEC. 525. INCREASE PROPERTY REPLACEMENT 

PERIOD TO 5 YEARS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1033(a)(2) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(F) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of converted 

property that is located in the disaster area 
of a federally declared disaster occurring 
during a calendar year beginning after 2011 
and that is damaged or destroyed by the fed-
erally declared disaster, subparagraph (B)(i) 
shall be applied by substituting ‘5 years’ for 
‘2 years’. 

‘‘(ii) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER AND 
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of clause (i), 
the terms ‘federally declared disaster’ and 
‘disaster area’ have the meanings given such 
terms under section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1033(h)(1)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
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1986 is amended by striking ‘‘4 years’’ and in-
serting ‘‘5 years’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 526. WAGE CREDIT FOR SPECIFIED DIS-

ASTER-DAMAGED BUSINESSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45S. WAGE CREDIT FOR SPECIFIED DIS-

ASTER-DAMAGED BUSINESSES. 
‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—For purposes of sec-

tion 38, in the case of an eligible employer, 
the specified disaster-damaged business wage 
credit for any taxable year is an amount 
equal to 40 percent of the qualified wages for 
such year. 

‘‘(b) QUALIFIED WAGES DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this section— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘qualified 
wages’ means, with respect to any covered 
employee, wages paid or incurred by the eli-
gible employer to the employee who is not 
able to work at the disaster-damaged busi-
ness of the employer during an inoperability 
period because of a federally declared dis-
aster. Such term shall not include amounts 
paid or incurred for overtime compensation. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) LIMITATION ON WAGES TAKEN INTO AC-

COUNT.—The amount of the qualified wages 
with respect to any individual which may be 
taken into account with respect to a feder-
ally declared disaster shall not exceed $6,000. 

‘‘(B) INOPERABILITY PERIOD.—The inoper-
ability period with respect to a federally de-
clared disaster is the period beginning with 
the first day the trade or business is ren-
dered inoperable due to damage from the fed-
erally declared disaster and ending on the 
earlier of— 

‘‘(i) the last day on which the trade or 
business is inoperable, or 

‘‘(ii) 16 weeks after the first day of such 
disaster. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE EMPLOYER.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible em-

ployer’ means, with respect to any taxable 
year, any employer which— 

‘‘(i) employed an average of less than 200 
employees on business days during such tax-
able year, and 

‘‘(ii) has a disaster-damaged business. 
‘‘(B) DISASTER-DAMAGED BUSINESS.—The 

term ‘disaster-damaged business’ means a 
place of business within a disaster area 
which is rendered inoperable due to damage 
from the federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(C) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—For purposes of 
this section, all persons treated as a single 
employer under subsection (b), (c), (m), or (o) 
of section 414 shall be treated as a single em-
ployer. 

‘‘(2) COVERED EMPLOYEE.—The term ‘cov-
ered employee’ means, with respect to an eli-
gible employer, an individual— 

‘‘(A) whose principal place of employment 
is in a disaster area with respect to a feder-
ally declared disaster, and 

‘‘(B) who has been employed by the em-
ployer for more than 30 days before the first 
day of the federally declared disaster. 

‘‘(3) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER AND 
DISASTER AREA.—For purposes of clause (i), 
the terms ‘federally declared disaster’ and 
‘disaster area’ have the meanings given such 
terms under section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) ALLOWANCE AS GENERAL BUSINESS CRED-
IT.—Section 38(b) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 is amended by striking ‘‘plus’’ at 
the end of paragraph (35), by striking the pe-
riod at the end of paragraph (36) and insert-
ing ‘‘, plus’’, and by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(37) the specified disaster-damaged busi-
ness wage credit determined under section 
45S(a).’’. 

(c) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—Sub-
section (a) of section 280C of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
‘‘45S(a),’’ after ‘‘45P(a)’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents for subpart D of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45S. Wage credit for specified disaster- 

damaged businesses.’’. 
(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 527. DISASTER-RELATED MEDICAL EX-

PENSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 213 of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) DISASTER-RELATED MEDICAL EX-
PENSES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of expenses 
directly related to an injury caused by a fed-
erally declared disaster occurring during the 
taxable year or the preceding taxable year, 
there shall be allowed a separate deduction 
under this section, which shall be deter-
mined under this section (without regard to 
this subsection), except that— 

‘‘(A) subsection (a) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘zero percent’ for ‘10 percent’, and 

‘‘(B) subsection (f) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘zero percent’ for ‘7.5 percent’. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION.—Any expense taken 
into account under paragraph (1) shall not be 
treated as an expense taken into account 
under this section (without regard to this 
section). 

‘‘(3) FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTER.—For 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘feder-
ally declared disaster’ shall have the mean-
ing given such term under section 165(i)(5).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re-
spect to disasters occurring after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 528. EXPENSING OF QUALIFIED DISASTER 

EXPENSES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 198A(b)(2)(A)(ii) 

of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
added by section 101 of this Act, is amended 
by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 2016,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to amounts 
paid or incurred after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 529. LOSSES ATTRIBUTABLE TO DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 165(h)(3)(B)(i)(I) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended by section 103 of this Act, is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the period beginning after 
December 31, 2011, and before January 1, 
2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘any period beginning 
after December 31, 2011,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2015. 
SEC. 530. NET OPERATING LOSSES ATTRIB-

UTABLE TO DISASTERS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 172(i)(1)(A)(i)(I) of 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 2016,’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to disasters 
declared in taxable years beginning after De-
cember 31, 2015. 
SEC. 531. SPECIAL RULES FOR USE OF RETIRE-

MENT FUNDS IN CONNECTION WITH 
FEDERALLY DECLARED DISASTERS. 

(a) WITHDRAWALS.—Section 72(t)(11)(A) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amend-
ed by section 108 of this Act, is amended by 
striking ‘‘2011 and before January 1, 2016,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2011,’’. 

(b) LOANS.—Section 72(p)(6)(C)(ii) of such 
Code is amended by striking ‘‘and ending on 
December 31, 2016’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to distribu-
tions with respect to disaster declared after 
December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 532. ADDITIONAL EXEMPTION FOR HOUSING 

QUALIFIED DISASTER DISPLACED 
INDIVIDUALS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 151(f)(3)(B)(i) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amend-
ed by section 109 of this Act, is amended by 
striking ‘‘and before 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 533. EXCLUSIONS OF CERTAIN CANCELLA-

TIONS OF INDEBTEDNESS BY REA-
SON OF DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 108(j)(3) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended by 
section 110 of this Act, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and before 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to dis-
charges made on or after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 534. SPECIAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 

EARNED INCOME OF INDIVIDUALS 
AFFECTED BY FEDERALLY DE-
CLARED DISASTERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 32(n)(2) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended by 
section 111 of this Act, is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘and before 2016’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 535. QUALIFIED DISASTER AREA RECOVERY 

BONDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 146A(b)(4) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended 
by section 114 of this Act, is further amended 
by striking ‘‘and before January 1, 2017’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall apply to obliga-
tions issued after December 31, 2015. 
SEC. 536. ADDITIONAL LOW-INCOME HOUSING 

CREDIT ALLOCATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 42(h)(3)(J) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended 
by section 115 of this Act, is amended— 

(1) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘In the case of 
calendar year 2016,’’ and inserting ‘‘In the 
case of a calendar year beginning after 
2015,’’, 

(2) in clause (ii)(II) by striking ‘‘2015’’ and 
inserting ‘‘the preceding calendar year’’, and 

(3) in clause (iii) by striking ‘‘substituting 
‘January 1 of the calendar year in which the 
taxable year ends’ for ‘January 1, 2015’ ’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

Mr. NADLER (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading. 

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

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

tleman from New York is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
this motion to recommit on behalf of 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. This is the final 
amendment to the bill, which will not 
kill the bill or send it back to com-
mittee. If adopted, the bill will imme-
diately proceed to final passage, as 
amended. 

It is unfortunate that we are here 
today debating inadequate policies 
while our fellow Americans in Puerto 
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Rico and the U.S. Virgin Islands are 
hurting. 

While I do not doubt the underlying 
bill was made with good intentions, it 
is not just inadequate for all the vic-
tims of the hurricanes, and it is insult-
ing to the people of Puerto Rico. They 
are hurting. They have no food, no 
water, no power. They need our help. 

Estimates suggest the storm caused 
$40 billion to $85 billion in insurance 
claims throughout the Caribbean, with 
85 percent of those losses in Puerto 
Rico. Nearly all of the island is with-
out power, and 85 percent of cell towers 
were knocked out. The hurricane rav-
aged 80 percent of the crop value in 
Puerto Rico—a $780 million loss. This 
will result in higher food prices at a 
time when Puerto Rico faces shortages. 

These are only the initial estimates. 
Each day we learn more about the 
scale of devastation, and likely won’t 
know the measure of damage for some 
time. 

FEMA has indicated that it has ‘‘pro-
vided more than 1.5 million meals, 1.1 
million liters of water, nearly 300 in-
fant and toddler kits, and nearly 12,000 
emergency roofing kits to the U.S. Vir-
gin Islands and Puerto Rico since Hur-
ricane Maria’s landfall.’’ That is a 
quote from FEMA. 

Yet the total population of American 
citizens in Puerto Rico is 3.4 million. 
The total in the U.S. Virgin Islands is 
over 100,000. It has been 7 days since 
the storm. The math simply doesn’t 
add up, and neither does the bill as it 
is written. 

This motion to recommit would do 
more for the people of Puerto Rico and 
the Virgin Islands than the underlying 
bill. Unlike the underlying bill, this 
motion will give them funds to help 
them rebuild. The dollars are directed 
for rebuilding and other economic sup-
port. 

It considers specific provisions to en-
sure long-term growth is capable on 
the island, and it strives to treat dis-
aster victims equally. By taking the 
politics out of natural disasters, all of 
our constituents, from New York, and 
Puerto Rico, to Florida, Louisiana, and 
Texas, will automatically have the 
necessary aid to rebuild. Giving them 
this peace of mind will give them the 
ability to focus on what matters: their 
families and communities. 

Rather than putting forth a fig leaf 
to offer themselves cover, as the under-
lying bill does, this motion would pro-
vide immediate, greater benefits to the 
people of Puerto Rico and the Virgin 
Islands. They cannot wait for assist-
ance. 

By voting for this motion, you would 
be voting to help our fellow Americans. 
I urge all Members to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

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

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in opposition to the motion to 
recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I believe in bipartisanship, which 

means that oftentimes I am dis-
appointed in this institution, but today 
I am not disappointed, I am shocked. I 
am shocked that some would politicize 
such a sensitive, desperate situation 
that so many Americans, from Texas 
to Puerto Rico, are facing at this hour. 

My colleagues say they want to help 
the people of Puerto Rico, the people of 
the Florida Keys in my district, and 
others throughout the country. A lot of 
them have come here boasting about 
the fact that they have never opposed a 
disaster relief package, yet they are 
willing to do so today. Why? To try to 
attempt to score political points. 

I think that is wrong, and I can’t 
help but take it personally, because my 
constituents really need this help. 

The people of Puerto Rico, by the 
way, the person they elected to this 
chamber, JENNIFFER GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN, 
supports this legislation; STACEY 
PLASKETT of the Virgin Islands, our 
colleague, put her name to this legisla-
tion as well; Chairman BRADY, whose 
constituents are trying to recover in 
the Houston area, is asking for passage 
of this legislation, yet people from 
other parts of the country are coming 
to this floor saying: No, that is not 
good enough for your constituents. 

So if my constituents get nothing, I 
should tell them: That is right. Some-
one from elsewhere said that because 
this wasn’t good enough, you get noth-
ing. 

That is just wrong. This is an impor-
tant first step that we have to take to 
help people in all of these jurisdictions, 
especially the people of Puerto Rico, 
because we know that the situation 
there is in no way comparable to any-
thing that has happened on the main-
land. 

It is personal for me in that sense as 
well, because guess what? When my 
wife’s family was exiled from Cuba, 
they went to Puerto Rico and they 
were welcomed there. My wife’s two 
elder brothers were born in Puerto 
Rico. My wife still has family in Puer-
to Rico, and I know that this legisla-
tion would improve their situation. 

Can we do more? Should we do more? 
Should we work together to do more in 
the future? Yes, we should and we will, 
but that is no excuse to vote against 
this legislation, that is no excuse to le-
verage the suffering of these people to 
try to achieve a political objective or 
even to advance different legislation. 

I respectfully ask all my colleagues, 
Republicans and Democrats, and I 
thank the 26 Democrats who stood with 
us on Monday, and I ask them to do it 
again today and for more to join us, to 
send a strong message of national 
unity for the people of Florida, Texas, 
Louisiana, the U.S. Virgin Islands, and, 
yes, Puerto Rico. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on the motion to 
recommit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on: 

Passage of the bill, if ordered; 
Passage of H.R. 2792; and 
Agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 

the Journal, if ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 188, nays 
227, not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 541] 

YEAS—188 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Rosen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—227 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 

Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barr 
Barton 
Bergman 

Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
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Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 

Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
LoBiondo 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—18 

Barletta 
Bishop (UT) 
Bridenstine 
Granger 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Johnson, Sam 
Long 
Pascrell 
Richmond 
Rooney, Francis 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Scalise 
Smith (NJ) 
Tiberi 
Wagner 
Walz 
Wilson (FL) 

b 1051 

Messrs. NORMAN, DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee, PITTENGER, LUCAS, 
MCCAUL, MCCLINTOCK, PALAZZO, 
and BRADY of Texas changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Messrs. SERRANO 
and HUFFMAN changed their vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to 

mark the return to the Chamber of our 
dear friend and colleague from Lou-
isiana, Mr. STEVE SCALISE. 

Our prayers have been answered. His 
bravery and his family’s strength have 
been such an inspiration to this House 
and to the people it serves. America is 
grateful for this moment. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. SCALISE 
was allowed to speak out of order.) 

EXPRESSING APPRECIATION FOR SUPPORT 
DURING MY RECOVERY 

Mr. SCALISE. Wow. Mr. Speaker, 
you have no idea how great this feels 
to be back here at work in the people’s 
House. 

As you can imagine, these last 31⁄2 
months have been pretty challenging 
times for me and my family. But if you 
look at the outpouring of love, of 
warmth, of prayer, my gosh, Jennifer 
and I have been overwhelmed with all 
of that outpouring. It has given us the 
strength to get through all of this and 
to get to this point today, and it starts 
with God. 

When I was laying out on that ball 
field, the first thing I did once I was 
down and I couldn’t move anymore is, 
I just started to pray. And I will tell 
you, it gave me an unbelievable sense 
of calm knowing that at that point it 
was in God’s hands. 

But I prayed for very specific things, 
and I will tell you, pretty much every 
one of those prayers was answered. 
There were some pretty challenging 
prayers I was putting in God’s hands, 
but He really did deliver for me and my 
family. And it just gives you that re-
newed faith and understanding that the 
power of prayer is something that you 
just cannot underestimate. So I am 
definitely a living example that mir-
acles really do happen. 

The first place I want to go to thank 
true angels along the way starts with 
the United States Capitol Police. When 
I was elected majority whip, as you 
know, the elected leadership has a se-
curity detail, and if anybody ever won-
dered why we are assigned security de-
tail, I surely found out that day. 

Let me tell you, I want to specifi-
cally mention Crystal Griner and 
David Bailey. Crystal and David were 
assigned to my security detail that 
morning. Day in and day out, they are 
part of our family. Jennifer and I truly 
do treat them as part of our family be-
cause they are with us everywhere we 
go. On that day, it was no different. 

On June 14, they came at 6:30 in the 
morning. We arrived at the baseball 
field just to play and practice for a 
game of charity baseball. Nobody 
would have suspected what ensued, and 
yet, as soon as those shots were fired— 
I will tell you, when I was laying on 
the ground, one of the things I prayed 
for was that David and Crystal would 
be successful in carrying out their du-
ties. 

Both David and Crystal are incred-
ibly well-trained and incredibly profes-
sional. But when I was laying there, 

not long after the first couple of shots 
were fired, I could hear a different cal-
iber of weapon. That told me that they 
had immediately engaged the shooter. 
Let me tell you, if they didn’t act so 
quickly—even after being shot both 
themselves, they continued to engage 
the shooter and ultimately got him 
down, which not only saved my life, 
but saved the lives of a lot of other 
people that are here in this Chamber 
today. 

Crystal couldn’t be with us today, 
but David Bailey is with us. David, you 
are my hero. You saved my life. Thank 
you so much. Tiger blood. 

I also owe thanks to a lot of the peo-
ple who were on the field with me. 
Right after the shooter was down, a lot 
of my colleagues came and ran to come 
check on me. One I want to mention in 
particular is one of those things that 
Jennifer and I call the little miracles 
that happened that day and throughout 
the next few months of our recovery. 

We happened to have BRAD WENSTRUP 
on the field that day, and he was one of 
the first to come to my side. As you 
know, BRAD is not only a doctor, but he 
is a decorated Army Ranger who served 
in combat. And one of his roles and 
missions was to take care of people 
that were wounded before they went off 
on the helicopter to go get prepared. 
Who would have thought that God 
would have put BRAD out there on that 
field with me because the tourniquet 
he applied, many will tell you, saved 
my life so that I could actually make it 
to the hospital in time with all of the 
blood loss. So, BRAD, where are you at? 
Right down in front. 

Once I arrived at MedStar Wash-
ington Hospital Center, I was a little 
bit out of it at that point. But luckily, 
I ended up in the trusted hands of Dr. 
Jack Sava and his great team over at 
MedStar. They gave me a second 
chance at life. Through many, many 
surgeries, where my life was truly in 
the balance in a few of those, they did 
a wonderful job at making sure that I 
was well taken care of and, ultimately, 
made it through that point so I could 
get to Dr. Golden and his team who ac-
tually put me back together again, 
which was quite a task, to the point 
where I am actually able to relearn 
how to walk again. So, Dr. Sava, Dr. 
Golden, thank you for being here and 
thanks for your team’s work. 

Above all else, I want to thank my 
lovely wife, Jennifer. Those of you who 
know her know how strong Jennifer is. 
She is an incredibly warm and loving 
wife, and she is an incredible mother to 
our children. Somehow, through the 
late nights and the surgeries and all of 
the other things, she managed to hold 
our family together, to make sure that 
Harrison and Madison were cared for as 
well. Still, to this day, she is not only 
by my side, but she is also serving as a 
great mother. I am lucky to have you. 
Thanks for being here. I love you, 
Sweetheart. 

While it has been a challenging time 
for my family, the thing that really 
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overwhelmed us from the start was the 
outpouring of love and warmth and 
prayers. From southeast Louisiana, the 
district that I represent, we saw blood 
drives at St. Catherine of Siena Parish. 
We saw prayer groups at First United 
Methodist Church in Slidell. 

But what we also saw were prayer 
groups and well-wishes being given 
from people that we never met before 
throughout all of your districts. You 
shared it with me, and it was one of 
those things that was hard for us to 
completely comprehend that you had 
people from all walks of life that had 
never met me before, and yet, they saw 
what had happened and they just want-
ed to offer prayers. 

Let me tell you, to each and every 
one of you—and please convey it to 
your constituents, and I sure convey it 
to my constituents back home—that 
warmth and love gave us just incred-
ible strength that you can’t imagine 
during some really, really difficult 
times. So that is one more example of 
the power of prayer. 

Something else I saw firsthand 
wasn’t a surprise to me, but it was the 
outpouring of love from you, my col-
leagues, both Republican and Demo-
crat. I know right after the shooting— 
we were practicing on the Republican 
side and the Democrats were practicing 
too—my colleague and friend, and 
sometimes archrival in baseball from 
back home in New Orleans—unfortu-
nately, the star of the game too many 
times—CEDRIC RICHMOND somehow fig-
ured out which hospital I was sent to, 
and he got there. He was probably the 
first person there on the scene, in his 
baseball uniform, to check on me. 

So many others of you, again, both 
Republican and Democrat, reached out 
in ways that I can’t express the grati-
tude and how much it means to me, 
Jennifer, and our whole family. It real-
ly does show the warm side of Congress 
that very few people get to see. 

I want to thank each and every one 
of you for that. You don’t know how 
much it meant to me. When I came 
back into this Chamber here today, 
just seeing the faces of all of you, it 
just means more to me than you can 
imagine. So thanks for all of that love 
and support. 

A lot of people ask: Did the event 
change you? And I think those of you 
who know me know I am an optimistic 
person. I am just a fun-loving person. I 
am from south Louisiana, and we be-
lieve you work hard and you play hard 
and joie de vivre. 

Is an event like this really going to 
change that? The first thing I can tell 
you is, yes, it changed me, but not in 
the ways you might think. It has only 
strengthened my faith in God, and it 
has really crystallized what shows up 
as the goodness in people. I got to see 
that goodness in people. 

While some people might focus on a 
tragic event and an evil act, to me, all 
I remember are the thousands of acts 
of kindness and love and warmth that 
came out of this and kept me going 

through all of it and, again, just reem-
phasized just how wonderful most peo-
ple are and how much compassion 
there is out there. 

Finally, I want to talk about some-
thing that I guess hit me and probably 
struck me more than anything that I 
was not expecting, and that was the 
outpouring of love and support from 
world leaders, people I have met and 
have known. Benjamin Netanyahu and 
I have had some incredible conversa-
tions from the hospital. And Theresa 
May, King Abdullah of Jordan—leaders 
that so many of us have met—reached 
out. But other world leaders also 
reached out, people I had never met be-
fore. 

That touched me in a different way 
because each and every one of us, we 
come here and we fight for the things 
that we believe in. I have passionate 
beliefs. For some reason, some of you 
don’t agree with all of those. But it is 
so important that we come up here. We 
are the people’s House. This is the 
place where these ideas are supposed to 
be debated, and we fight through those 
issues. But, ultimately, we come to-
gether on whatever the board shows is 
218. If you can put the majority to-
gether, that is what rules the day. It is 
so important that, as we are having 
those political battles, we don’t make 
them personal. 

One of the things I saw—and I guess 
this is the thing that really kept com-
ing back to me—is I tried to make 
sense of all of this. In comprehending 
the outpouring of love that I saw, it 
kept coming back to those world lead-
ers. Why would leaders from around 
the world that I had never met before 
reach out and say: ‘‘Steve, we hope you 
can get back to work. We hope you can 
come through this.’’? 

And what it says is, sure, they cared 
about my wellbeing, but more than 
that, they saw this as an attack on all 
of us. They saw this as an attack on 
the institution of the United States 
Congress and our government. And 
they really count on us to be success-
ful. 

Look, we all know the United States 
is the leader of the free world. It is 
something that we have, frankly, had 
the honor as a country to hold as a dis-
tinction for generations. And yet, when 
you look at that title, what it really 
means is, is that there are people all 
around the world that want freedom, 
maybe that have freedom, but they 
know the United States being strong is 
critical to the rest of the world having 
the opportunity for freedom. 

That is why I am so excited to be 
back because, as we are fighting 
through the issues of the day, let’s just 
keep in mind that we rise above the 
challenges of the day and understand 
that it is not just us and our constitu-
ents and the country, the United 
States, that is counting on our being 
successful. People all around the world 
who believe in freedom are counting on 
us as well, and we will deliver for them. 
That is why I am so honored to be back 
here in the House serving with you. 

God bless each and every one of you, 
and God bless the United States of 
America. 

(By unanimous consent, Ms. PELOSI 
was allowed to speak out of order.) 

ANSWERED PRAYERS 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I join you 
in thanking God for the return of our 
colleague, STEVE SCALISE, and to have 
him do so in such a strong way. 

You were brief, Mr. Speaker, I will be 
even briefer. 

Thank God, our prayers are an-
swered. 

I take great pride in STEVE because 
we are both Italian Americans, and I 
think that is a source of some of his 
strength. 

I, too, want to say how proud we are 
of Jennifer, Harrison, and Madison, of 
your staff, and of our first responders— 
our Capitol Police—who took such 
good care of you. 

But if it is, as you said, an attack on 
you is an attack on all, then we all 
came through this magnificently be-
cause of your strength. So it is the 
power of STEVE SCALISE. 

The day we came to the floor when 
you weren’t here, we were all Team 
Scalise. Today we are Team Scalise. 

Thank you for being so wonderful. 
God bless you. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5- 

minute voting will continue. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. This will be a 5- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 264, nays 
155, not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 542] 

YEAS—264 

Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barr 
Barton 
Bera 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 

Carbajal 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Correa 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crist 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 

Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Garrett 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
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Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Himes 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kihuen 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lawson (FL) 
Lewis (MN) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
MacArthur 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 

Marino 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Norman 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Quigley 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 

Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—155 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 

DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gottheimer 
Graves (LA) 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 

Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 

Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 

Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 

Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—14 

Barletta 
Bishop (UT) 
Bridenstine 
Granger 
Hollingsworth 

Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Long 
Pascrell 
Rooney, Francis 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Tiberi 
Wagner 
Walz 

b 1124 

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

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

CONTROL UNLAWFUL FUGITIVE 
FELONS ACT OF 2017 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FERGUSON). The unfinished business is 
the vote on passage 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 on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

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

question is on the passage of the bill. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 244, nays 
171, not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 543] 

YEAS—244 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks (IN) 
Barr 
Barton 
Bera 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 

Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Correa 
Costello (PA) 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davidson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes (KS) 
Farenthold 
Faso 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 

Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grothman 
Guthrie 
Handel 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kind 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Knight 
Kustoff (TN) 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lewis (MN) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Marshall 
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 
Panetta 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney, Thomas 

J. 
Rosen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce (CA) 
Ruiz 
Russell 
Rutherford 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smucker 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Zeldin 

NAYS—171 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amash 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Butterfield 
Capuano 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crist 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Ellison 

Engel 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Esty (CT) 
Evans 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hanabusa 
Hastings 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Himes 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kihuen 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lieu, Ted 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham, 

M. 
Luján, Ben Ray 

Maloney, 
Carolyn B. 

Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
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Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Vargas 

Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—18 

Barletta 
Bishop (UT) 
Bridenstine 
Buchanan 
Cramer 
Garrett 

Granger 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Larson (CT) 
Long 
Pascrell 

Rooney, Francis 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Scott (VA) 
Tiberi 
Wagner 
Walz 

b 1132 

Mr. RUSH changed his vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WENSTRUP changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I was 

unavoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘Nay’’ on rollcall No. 543. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos. 
542 (passage of H.R. 3823), and 543 (pas-
sage of H.R. 2792) I did not cast my vote. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘Yea’’ 
on both these votes. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday, 
September 28, 2017, I was unable to be 
present for recorded votes. On September 28, 
2017, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘No’’ on rollcall No. 541, the Democratic Mo-
tion to Recommit; I would have voted ‘‘Yes’’ 
on rollcall No. 542, H.R. 3823, the Disaster 
Tax Relief and Airport and Airway Extension 
Act of 2017; I would have voted ‘‘Yes’’ on roll-
call No. 543, H.R. 2792, the Control Unlawful 
Fugitive Felons Act of 2017. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

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

f 

PRIVILEGED REPORT ON RESOLU-
TION OF INQUIRY TO THE PRESI-
DENT 

Mr. GOODLATTE, from the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, submitted an 
adverse privileged report (Rept. No. 
115–335) on the resolution (H. Res. 488) 
of inquiry requesting the President and 
directing the Attorney General to 
transmit, respectively, certain docu-
ments to the House of Representatives 
relating to the removal of former Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation Director 
James Comey, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

b 1145 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the majority leader for the purpose of 
giving us the schedule for the week to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, before I yield, however, 
to the majority leader, I want to join 
all of our colleagues in saying how very 
grateful we are and pleased we are with 
the return of the majority whip, STEVE 
SCALISE. All of us who sat here and 
heard STEVE, our friend and colleague, 
give his reaction not only to the hate-
ful, vicious action that took place as 
he was practicing for the charity base-
ball game where Republicans and 
Democrats come together to raise 
funds for young people and people who 
need help, and they do so together in a 
spirit of good will and common pur-
pose, I think STEVE SCALISE, our ma-
jority whip, spoke movingly, and I am 
sure all Members were impressed with 
his courage and with his comments 
about that which is important. 

He talked about his prayers having 
been answered and the prayers of lit-
erally millions of people around this 
country. And in talking about some of 
the world leaders who called him and 
expressed their concern, because they 
knew, as he said and as Leader PELOSI 
said: An attack on STEVE SCALISE was 
an attack on us all, and it was an at-
tack on our democracy and an attack 
on peacefully resolving differences, no 
matter how strongly they may be 
held—a lesson for all of us. 

I want to congratulate and thank 
Jennifer, his extraordinary wife, who 
shouldered a responsibility and a bur-
den that she did not expect and, as 
STEVE said, did it with great courage 
and great grace. His children, Madison 
and Harrison, and their entire family, I 
know, were responsible for STEVE being 
able to be back here with us, and so we 
thank them. 

He is back with us today, and we look 
forward to him being a vigorous, as he 
was and is, part of the deliberations of 
this House and of reaching decisions in 
a positive, constructive way. 

STEVE and I have a difference of opin-
ion on whose crabs are better. We had 
a crab dinner not too long ago, my 
staff and his staff, and he brought some 
crabs up from Louisiana, I brought 
some crabs from Maryland, and it was 
a split decision as to which were the 
best. It will not surprise you who was 
for which crab. 

Today, we are filled with joy to see 
him back on the floor and on the road 
to full recovery. 

We also continue to be grateful for 
the recovery of U.S. Capitol Police Of-
ficers Crystal Griner and David Bailey. 
I want to join STEVE, and I know all of 
our Members, as we rose and clapped to 
show our respect and our appreciation 
for those in the Capitol Police. 

Some of us are privileged to, as 
STEVE pointed out, have a detail, and 
they become family. We are so im-
pressed with their commitment, their 
talent, the extraordinary training that 
they have received and display every 
day; and, of course, Crystal Griner and 
David Bailey responded and, in re-
sponding, were injured themselves. 
They put their lives at risk for not 
only STEVE SCALISE but for all the 
Members who were on the field at that 
point in time. 

I want to join STEVE, and I know all 
of our colleagues and the majority 
leader, in expressing appreciation and 
great respect for those who serve us in 
the Capitol Police. 

I say to my friend, the majority 
whip—he has left the floor now—we are 
glad to have you back. I wrote him a 
note this morning saying whatever I 
could do to help him, I was available to 
do that. I am sure he took it that that 
did not mean I necessarily would vote 
the way he wants me to vote, nor did I 
think he would vote necessarily the 
way I wanted him to vote, but we will 
continue in this great institution we 
call the House of Representatives, but, 
as STEVE called it and I call it and so 
many of us call it, the people’s House. 

Every 2 years, they send us back here 
to try to make policy to make their 
lives better and our country stronger, 
and, more than the public knows, we 
work together to accomplish that ob-
jective. They see the confrontations, 
but they don’t always see the coopera-
tion. 

Now, at this time, Mr. Speaker, I 
yield to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. MCCARTHY), the majority leader, 
my friend—we cooperate more than 
people will see from time to time, I 
want to thank him for that—for the 
purpose of inquiring of the schedule for 
the week to come. 

(Mr. MCCARTHY asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, before I give the sched-
ule, I do want to say today was a day 
that was very good to see our dear 
friend, STEVE SCALISE, make it back. 

As the gentleman said, an attack on 
him was an attack on the entire insti-
tution. I was there that day in the hos-
pital, my wife and I, and waiting for 
Jennifer to arrive, and STEVE, going 
through those surgeries. The number of 
times we would go back to visit, he is 
the strongest man I have ever known. I 
thought his speech today was fantastic. 

It is from the heart that he first 
would seek God’s guidance. The 
strength of Jennifer—I watched Madi-
son and Harrison spend their entire 
summer in that hospital for their fa-
ther, and for him to be able to walk 
back here as soon as he did and the ex-
citement in his face when he was able 
to cast that vote, I know STEVE is 
going to continue to get stronger as he 
goes, and he thanks everybody for the 
help they provided. 
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We should not forget the spirit that 

this floor had today. We should take 
that spirit into the days forward and 
continue it. We can disagree, but it 
takes an unbelievable terrible situa-
tion, at times, to remind us of the 
human spirit we have for one another, 
and I want to make sure, even for my-
self, that I remember those moments in 
times of the most heated debates. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, the House will meet at noon for 
morning hour and 2 p.m. for legislative 
business. Votes will be postponed until 
6:30. 

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning 
hour and noon for legislative business. 

On Thursday, the House will meet at 
9 a.m. for legislative business. 

Last votes of the week are expected 
no later than 3 p.m. 

And on Friday, no votes are expected 
in the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a number of suspensions next week, a 
complete list of which will be an-
nounced by close of business tomorrow. 

Now, in addition, the House will con-
sider H.R. 36, the Pain-Capable Unborn 
Child Protection Act, also, as I like to 
call it, ‘‘Micah’s Law.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I spent some time on 
Tuesday with a young boy named 
Micah. Micah gave me this bracelet, 
‘‘Miracles for Micah,’’ and I wear it be-
cause Micah was born premature at 20 
weeks. If you look at a picture of 
Micah, he was the size of a bag of 
M&Ms. Today, he is happy, he is 
healthy, he is 5 years old, and no one 
would know the difference. 

Mr. Speaker, all life is a miracle, and 
we have an obligation here to speak for 
those who cannot speak for themselves. 

I look forward to the House passing 
this compassionate bill next week that 
will protect the lives of countless oth-
ers just like Micah. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
take up the FY18 budget resolution. 
Our Republican budget balances within 
10 years, provides for a strong national 
defense, eliminates burdensome regula-
tions, and cracks down on waste, fraud, 
and abuse. Passing this budget will 
also enable tax reform, which is the 
key to economic growth and seeing 
that Americans take home more of 
their hard-earned dollars. 

I thank Chairman BLACK and the en-
tire Budget Committee—and especially 
you, Mr. Speaker—for their hard work 
on this bill. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for the information on the schedule to 
come. 

I want to speak to two things that 
are not on the schedule, Mr. Leader, 
but I know that both of us are focused 
on this and realize that we need to 
move and we need to move quickly. 

First of all, I want to speak of Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands. The leader 
and I, Mr. Speaker, were scheduled to 
try to go to Key West and to Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands this week-
end. I am not sure that that is going to 

be able to happen, given some of the lo-
gistics on the ground, but whether that 
happens or not, Mr. Speaker, I know 
the leader and I are going to work very 
hard on this. 

There is a humanitarian crisis that 
has confronted Puerto Rico and the 
Virgin Islands. Key West, at least you 
can drive to Key West still, and we can 
get relief to Key West and to Florida 
and to victims of Harvey. Obviously, 
our fellow Americans who are residents 
of two islands, or actually more than 
two islands, but that comprise Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands, are in life- 
threatening distress. 

I talked today to Dr. Price, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, 
about the availability of dialysis on 
the island. There are people who have 
already died because they were not 
able to get to dialysis centers, and 
those centers don’t have all the elec-
tricity they need, so there is a humani-
tarian crisis, as I pointed out, Mr. 
Speaker, and I know the leader appre-
ciates this. 

Mr. Leader, I know we don’t have 
anything on the floor with reference to 
additional resources that might be and 
are necessary to meet this humani-
tarian crisis in Puerto Rico and the 
Virgin Islands, but I would urge the 
majority leader, as I have done and I 
think he has done, to be in contact 
with the administration, be in contact 
with FEMA. 

In particular, I was pleased to see 
that General Kim has now been ap-
pointed, as General Honore was for 
New Orleans and Katrina, to coordi-
nate activities. We have extraordinary 
resources in the Armed Forces of the 
United States, and I would urge the 
President, as Commander in Chief, and 
the Department of Defense to allocate 
every resource necessary to get the 
American people who live in Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands to a point 
where communications, the avail-
ability of food, the availability of 
water, the availability of medical serv-
ices are up and running, hopefully, full 
bore by the end of this weekend. This is 
a crisis. 

And I know the majority leader 
shares that view, and if he wants to 
make a comment on that, I yield to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I thank him for his 
interest, and it is true, the gentleman 
and I were hopefully trying to go down 
to Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands 
and Key West to look at some of the 
damage, and, right now, the Coast 
Guard tells us, with the rescue at-
tempts that are ongoing, that we prob-
ably would be taking some equipment 
away from doing that work, and we do 
not want to do any of that. We will be 
able to go a little later when the time 
is right. 

We will continue to work with the 
administration. When you think what 
this country has gone through with 
Hurricanes Harvey, Irma, Maria, I do 
want to give thanks to the work of the 

administration. I have seen some co-
ordination like I have not seen in the 
past. 

We know these are islands. The dam-
age of the two hurricanes they have to 
go through, I have been keeping in con-
stant contact, and just speaking with 
FEMA just recently, they are currently 
coordinating and establishing seven 
temporary hospitals. That was one of 
my concerns with dialysis and others, 
but there is so much more to do to be 
able to move through, and I will work 
with the gentleman, as we have in the 
past, to make sure whatever they need 
will be able to get there. 

b 1200 

And I do want to thank Congressman 
CARLOS CURBELO for his amendment to 
the bill that we just voted on, adding a 
little more resources there to make 
sure, knowing the tax code of Puerto 
Rico is a little different than the one 
we had voted on as we go through, to 
give them greater assistance, and the 
Virgin Islands. 

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

Clearly, this is not a partisan issue 
when an American or a group of Ameri-
cans or a large number—in this case, 
over 3.5 million people, all of them at 
dire risk. We want to act together, we 
want to act quickly, and we do not 
want to fail to deploy any resource 
that is necessary to help our fellow 
Americans. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to bring up an act, which although not 
the crisis that Puerto Rico and the Vir-
gin Islands, in particular, confront us 
with, as did Harvey and Irma in Texas 
and in Florida, but, Mr. Speaker, I no-
tice that the Dream Act is not a part of 
next week’s schedule. 

The leader and I have discussed the 
Dream Act, along with Speaker RYAN. 
I know that the President has said, if 
we pass the Dream Act, he has said 
publicly that he would sign the Dream 
Act. He is obviously concerned with se-
curity at the borders. We share that 
concern about security at the borders. 
But this is an item that, now, one-sixth 
of the time that was available has run, 
and we have 5 months left to go. 

I will tell the majority leader that I 
am very hopeful. I know the majority 
leader and the Speaker have formed 
some task forces to look at this issue, 
but I am very hopeful, Mr. Speaker— 
and I ask the majority leader to per-
haps comment on this—that before the 
end of this work period—there are an-
other 14 days left after this week in 
this work period—that we might be 
able to bring the Dream Act to the 
floor. 

A discharge petition has been filed. I 
would hope that the discharge petition 
not be necessary for either the rule or 
for the Dream Act itself. The discharge 
petition on the Dream Act itself will be 
mature as of October 5, and I expect a 
discharge petition to be filed on that, 
as well. But I am hopeful, Mr. Speaker, 
that that will not be necessary. 
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Given the fact that the President has 

said that he thinks DACA was issued 
beyond the authority of President 
Obama, we disagree with that conclu-
sion. But whether that conclusion is 
correct or not, the President observed 
that we need to fix this legislatively. 

So my question to the majority lead-
er is: How soon does he believe that we 
could address this issue in regular 
order? 

We continue to pursue a discharge 
petition, as we did, frankly, for the Ex- 
Im Bank, which, when it was called to 
the floor, had over 300 votes in favor of 
it, including the majority of the major-
ity party voted for that bill. 

We believe, Mr. Speaker, strongly, 
that if the Dream Act is brought to the 
floor, which over 8 in 10 Americans 
agree with, frankly, we believe large 
numbers on both sides of the aisle 
agree that these young people are not 
to be sent home. 

Lastly, let me just quote Senator 
ORRIN HATCH, who is a senior Member 
in the United States Senate and the 
chairman of the Finance Committee. 
He said: ‘‘I’ve urged the President not 
to rescind DACA. . . .’’ 

He did, and gave us 6 months to solve 
this, legislatively. 

Senator HATCH observed that if 
DACA were rescinded, it would be ‘‘an 
action that would further complicate a 
system in serious need of a permanent, 
legislative solution.’’ 

He was referring then, Mr. Speaker, 
to a comprehensive immigration re-
form. 

‘‘Like the President, I’ve long advo-
cated for tougher enforcement of our 
existing immigration laws. But we also 
need a workable, permanent solution 
for individuals who entered our coun-
try unlawfully as children through no 
fault of their own and who have built 
their lives here. That solution must 
come from Congress.’’ 

And I agree that that decision must 
come from Congress. 

Rush Limbaugh said—and I don’t 
usually agree with statements that Mr. 
Limbaugh makes: ‘‘Nobody’s gonna win 
anything by deporting a bunch of kids 
that we let in, whoever did, Obama, 
whatever. If we can get the strict en-
forcement of existing immigration law 
. . . then the DREAMer thing may be 
an acceptable payoff,’’ he went on to 
say. 

I don’t think this is a payoff. This is 
responding. And that is why the over-
whelming majority of the American 
people support the Dream Act. As I 
say, over 8 out of 10 Americans. 

So I ask the majority—and I know 
that was a relatively long statement. 
This is a critical issue, however, as I 
have expressed in private to the major-
ity leader, because we have but 5 
months left to go. 

Hopefully, we could do this in this 
work period to allay the fears that 
these young people have, who are mak-
ing such a positive contribution to 
America, to their communities, and to 
their families. So I am hopeful that we 

could resolve this issue as soon as pos-
sible. 

I yield to my friend, the majority 
leader. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend for yielding. 

I first want to applaud Speaker RYAN 
for forming a working group on this 
important issue. The gentleman and I 
have met numerous times on this, and 
I have talked to the President about it, 
as well. He has been very clear, and I 
agree with the President’s position, 
courts have shown that the past was 
unconstitutional, and that just means 
the House has to do their job and the 
Senate. The one thing I would hate to 
happen here is that we only do the job 
halfway, and then we have this prob-
lem come back to us. 

The President has asked us about 
border security, as well. I believe we 
can find a solution here, together. I 
look forward to working with Mr. 
HOYER. 

The President has challenged this 
Congress to find a solution, and I be-
lieve we can. We are going to work to 
make sure we get it done. I would like 
to do it sooner than the timeframe the 
President has given us. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I welcome 
the majority leader’s thought that he 
wants to do it sooner rather than later. 
I will support him, of course, in that ef-
fort. 

I would say on his comment, Mr. 
Speaker, with reference to a com-
prehensive solution, we are for a com-
prehensive solution. We would like to 
see that because that is the only way 
we will stop this from coming back. 

The Senate passed a comprehensive 
immigration bill 3 years ago. We have 
not seen that on the floor as of yet. 
Again, we think that that would have a 
substantial vote and, perhaps, I think, 
a majority vote. I am not as confident 
of that as I am with the Dream Act, 
which I think clearly would enjoy the 
majority of the House’s support. 

But I am glad that he wants to move 
this quickly. We will work with him to 
get that, I would hope, as I said, by the 
end of the work period, to allay the 
great fears and anxiety. 

Very frankly, we have had some 
young people thinking of going back to 
a land they do not know, a language 
they do not necessarily speak, and a 
culture they have, as adults, never 
been exposed to and don’t know. 

This, for all intents and purposes, in 
anything other than having the paper 
that says so, is their country. They 
have gone to school here, they work 
here, and they have been positive citi-
zens here. And, hopefully—as the Presi-
dent said, he loved these children—we 
could relieve their fears and, in effect, 
redeem the American Dream for them. 

There are other issues, obviously, 
with which we have to deal, and I 
would urge the majority leader, as 
well, at some point in time, to make a 
path forward for comprehensive immi-
gration reform, because it is a system 
we all agree is broken and needs to be 
fixed and is part of the problem. 

Two more issues, Mr. Speaker. The 
majority leader mentioned the budget 
would be coming to the floor. This is 
the 2018 budget. This is obviously late, 
but, nevertheless, it is being brought to 
the floor, and we will be able to con-
sider it. 

Can the gentleman tell me: Will this 
include reconciliation instructions 
and, if so, what those reconciliation in-
structions will deal with? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding. 
I expect reconciliation in this budget. 

I leave it up to the Rules Committee 
and the Budget Committee when they 
produce it, but on this floor, I believe 
there will be reconciliation. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Leader, will it as-
sume the repeal of the ACA in fiscal 
year ’17 or fiscal year ’18, either one of 
those years, which clearly has not 
seemed possible at this point in time? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank my friend for yielding. 
If the question is have I given up on 

repealing ObamaCare, the answer is no. 
So, yes, this is the budget for the rest 

of the year. We know the harm that 
ObamaCare has brought to many 
Americans. The lack of insurance, 
when you look at the number of coun-
ties, 40 percent of all of the counties in 
America only have one provider, some 
have none. We watched premiums go 
up. 

We want a healthcare system where 
people have choice, that, actually, the 
price is lower and the quality is better. 
That is something I will never give up 
on, so, yes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the majority leader for that observa-
tion. 

Obviously, we disagree, as he knows, 
on the success or failure of the ACA. As 
a matter of fact, every health organiza-
tion in America, every major health or-
ganization in America opposed the re-
peal, a bill that came to the floor. 

Senator MCCAIN, I thought, gave a 
very powerful exhortation to all of us 
when he said, on July 25, we ought to 
do this in a bipartisan way. 

We found, now, three efforts to repeal 
by the majority party, who control all 
three—the Senate, the House, and the 
Presidency—an inability to do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe—and I would 
hope the majority leader would pursue 
efforts, and we would do the same on 
our side. We believe the ACA has been 
working. 

We believe that 20-plus million more 
people are insured under the ACA than 
were insured before the ACA. 

We believe people with preexisting 
conditions were able to get insurance. 
We believe seniors saved substantial 
money in purchasing prescription 
drugs as a result of that. 

We believe that people did not have— 
we know they did not have the specter 
of being canceled because their ex-
penses in any one year were above a 
limit and that their lifetime limits 
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would not be imposed when they get a 
serious critical illness. 

So we think it worked. 
The majority has tried to repeal it. 

They have not succeeded at this point 
in time, but they have created, Mr. 
Speaker, great anxiety and uncertainty 
in the marketplace. 

And to the extent, for instance, that 
premiums have risen in our State, the 
head of Blue Cross/Blue Shield, the 
largest insurer in our State, said the 
reason for at least 50 percent was the 
uncertainty that had been created by 
the administration and by the debates 
that have occurred in this House and 
the proposals that have occurred in 
this House, which have undermined the 
market. 

I talked to him the other day, and he 
said, in fact, if there were stability, he 
believes rates would come down signifi-
cantly because insurance companies, 
providers, would have an opportunity 
to have a stable environment in which 
they could assess the cost of health in-
surance. 

Did the majority leader want to say 
anything? 

I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. Speaker, the only thing I want to 

say, and I know we have debated this 
many times—we can always put an en-
dorsement somewhere and we can al-
ways go back and forth, but I will just 
tell you for my own district—I don’t 
know why anybody would ever say they 
are making a decision based on some-
thing when our bill carries it out an-
other 2 years even, so I don’t believe 
that to be true. 

But I know what is true. Currently, 
30 percent of the people who are on the 
exchange in my district just had some-
body pull out; and they had that health 
insurance, Anthem, so now they don’t. 
They have to go find something else. 
They had doctors who they loved, and 
they were promised that they were 
going to be able to keep them. Well, 
they couldn’t. 

I just look at numbers; and I take 
Republican, Democrat, I take whatever 
name is across from it. Almost twice as 
many people pay the penalty or take a 
waiver as actually make a payment for 
ObamaCare. 

b 1215 

So, yes, this will continue not be-
cause you and I have a disagreement, 
but because people are hurting, pre-
miums are going up, deductibles are 
going up, and people are losing their 
providers. And the providers are not 
leaving because it is staying the same 
way for another 2 years, they are leav-
ing because it is staying there. 

So, yes, I look forward to continuing 
this conversation because we cannot 
allow this harm to continue to go 
through this country. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, we could go on, I pre-
sume, all day, and our friends who 

want to do a 1-minute or a Special 
Order would not be happy with us, and 
they are maybe not happy now, but the 
fact of the matter is that this is a criti-
cally important issue to our country. 
When he talks about providers, the pro-
viders said they didn’t like any of these 
bills. 

We have had three opportunities: one 
that was offered but not put on the 
floor; then one that came to the floor 
and passed this House and then went to 
the Senate, and the majority of the 
Senate has not agreed with any of the 
three alternatives; plus the alternative 
that Senator GRAHAM brought forward 
along with the Senator from Louisiana. 

The majority in the Senate has not 
agreed, and, Mr. Speaker, what that 
has done is provided the insurance in-
dustry, providers, doctors, medical au-
thorities with total lack of confidence 
on what is going to happen tomorrow. 
Nobody in business believes that you 
can have proper pricing if you do not 
know the context in which you are 
pricing your product. So, yes, there has 
been a disruption. 

What we ought to do, as Senator 
MCCAIN said, is come together and 
make sure a system works. We believe 
the ACA is working—not working as 
well as it should right now, it is not 
working as much for the small market 
or people on the exchanges as it should. 
It can. 

Almost every medical provider and 
the majority of the American people 
over these last 8 months has changed 
from not liking the ACA and not think-
ing it is good for them, to where the 
majority of the American people now 
support it, and 7 out of 10-plus want the 
ACA fixed, not repealed. 

So in that context, it seems to me it 
is both good politics and good policy 
for us to come together and to create a 
system that works for the American 
people. We believe that is by fixing the 
ACA, and to that extent, we reflect the 
majority of the American people. 

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, the last issue 
I want to bring up are two items that 
were not included in the FAA bill, but 
which are important programs. One is 
the Perkins Loan Program for stu-
dents. We know that the cost of edu-
cation has skyrocketed and that we 
need to extend that act. That bill, by 
the way, Mr. Speaker, has 226 cospon-
sors, so it is not as if there is not a ma-
jority of the House that already sup-
ports that extension. 

The second thing that needs to be 
done: we need to deal with a com-
prehensive health system in our com-
munities, the Community Health Cen-
ters. We need to deal with the teaching 
hospitals. We need to deal with the dis-
proportionate share of hospitals. 

So there are many things that we did 
not include in the bill that we passed 
today that need to be addressed and 
need to be addressed immediately. 
They are not on the schedule for next 
week. 

Can my friend give me some idea 
when we might consider those, which, 
of course, expire on September 30? 

So September 30 will come and go be-
fore we start next week’s schedule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding. 
You raised a couple issues there. 

When it comes to teaching hospitals, 
that was in the bill you just voted 
against twice this week on the floor. 
So that has been taken care of. 

When you are talking about SCHIP 
and the extension of that, Chairman 
WALDEN actually postponed a markup 
not because he wanted to, but because 
it was requested by the Democrats. So 
he postponed the markup this week in 
continuing bipartisan negotiations. 

This is something I would like to get 
done. I know Chairman WALDEN has 
now scheduled a markup for next week, 
so I am very hopeful that we will get 
this done very soon. I am a big sup-
porter of SCHIP and a lot of the work 
that they do and what it moves forward 
for our healthcare in the future, espe-
cially for the health clinics out there. 
So I look forward to working with you. 

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate that. 
You mentioned SCHIP. Can you refer 

to the Perkins Loan Program? Does 
the gentleman know whether that is 
also moving forward? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend. 
Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman for yielding. 
I apologize. You did mention the Per-

kins Act. I do not have that scheduled 
at the current time, but I will keep you 
abreast when I do. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased that SCHIP is on the commit-
tee’s agenda for next week. Hopefully, 
that can be brought to the floor before 
we leave in this work period, perhaps 
just before or just after the Dream Act 
is brought to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend, the 
majority leader. 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, it is 
our understanding that today could be 
the very last time that Margarita Cur-
tis provides a message to us on this 
floor. 

We would like to thank Margarita 
Curtis. From a very grateful nation, 
thank you for your service. Many 
times the American people see your 
voice, but also the power of what you 
bring back and forth to make this de-
mocracy work. We want to thank you 
for your service, and we wish you all 
the happiness in retirement. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Margarita Curtis has been a longtime 
employee of the United States Senate 
and, as a result, an employee of the 
people of the United States. 

Margarita, you have always done 
your work with great ability and clar-
ity. We very much appreciate your 
service to the Senate, but also to this 
House, to the Congress itself, and to 
the American people. They are grateful 
for all you have done. God speed. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with an 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 2266. An act to amend title 28 of the 
United States Code to authorize the appoint-
ment of additional bankruptcy judges; and 
for other purposes. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMOR-
ROW, AND ADJOURNMENT FROM 
FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 29, 2017, TO 
MONDAY, OCTOBER 2, 2017 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 11:30 a.m. tomorrow; and fur-
ther, when the House adjourns on that 
day, it adjourn to meet on Monday, Oc-
tober 2, 2017, when it shall convene at 
noon for morning-hour debate and 2 
p.m. for legislative business. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

SUICIDE PREVENTION 

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

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
during National Suicide Prevention 
Month to call attention to this tragedy 
that is so prevalent and important 
throughout our Nation. 

Suicide is the tenth leading cause of 
death in the United States, and, on av-
erage, there are 121 suicides per day. 
Far too many Americans, about one in 
five, are suffering from some form of 
mental illness, a problem that has dis-
rupted too many families, caused too 
much violence, pain, and cost too many 
lives. 

In Congress, we are working together 
on a bipartisan basis to bring needed 
reform to our mental healthcare sys-
tem through the passage of the 21st 
Century Cures Act and the Clay Hunt 
Suicide Prevention for American Vet-
erans Act. 

The Central Arkansas Veterans 
Healthcare System, led by Dr. Margie 
Scott, is one of nine systems nation-
wide currently involved in the Clay 
Hunt pilot program. 

This program gives our VA employ-
ees the necessary tools to reach out to 
high-risk veterans and offer guidance 
while providing essential suicide pre-
vention services. Dr. Scott and Central 
Arkansas Veterans Healthcare System 
have made over 200 community connec-
tions throughout Arkansas to assist 
our veterans. 

We all must work together and con-
tinue to move forward in addressing 
the issue of mental health and mental 
health access, and do what we can to 
save the lives of all American citizens 
and reverse this deadly trend of sui-
cides. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR COMMUNITY 
HEALTH CENTERS AND CHIL-
DREN’S HEALTH INSURANCE 
PROGRAM WILL EXPIRE ON SEP-
TEMBER 30 

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

Mr. GOMEZ. Mr. Speaker, I can’t be-
lieve Congress has closed legislative 
business for the week without address-
ing a critical deadline that will impact 
the health of our country. On Sep-
tember 30, authorization for the Com-
munity Health Centers and the Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program— 
CHIP—will expire. 

Well, it is September 28, and we just 
closed legislative business. That means 
funding for this critical program will 
lapse and the health of millions of 
Americans will be in jeopardy. 

Our Nation’s Community Health Cen-
ters have served low-income, rural, and 
underserved communities for more 
than 50 years. In that time, they have 
increased the number of patients they 
serve and the services they offer so 
that they are now the primary 
healthcare option for millions of peo-
ple. 

CHIP is another program that Con-
gress will allow to lapse. 

No matter how big the differences be-
tween Republicans and Democrats, 
when it comes to healthcare, we have 
always come together to ensure our 
Nation’s children do not go without the 
care they need, yet here we are leaving 
D.C. and abandoning the 9 million chil-
dren on CHIP and the millions more at 
the Community Health Centers. 

I ask that we come back into session 
and that we extend these critical pro-
grams. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF MAJOR 
GENERAL TIM LOWENBERG 

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

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor the life and memory of Major 
General Timothy Lowenberg, former 
Adjutant General of the Washington 
State National Guard. 

After attending law school, Tim 
served on Active Duty at McChord Air 
Force Base before joining the Wash-
ington National Guard as a Judge Ad-
vocate Staff Officer. 

He was promoted to Adjutant Gen-
eral, honorably serving Washington 
State and our Nation. He stood up for 
our citizen soldiers, worked to ensure 
that the National Guard had the re-
sources it needed, and oversaw mul-
tiple deployments to the Middle East. 

In addition, Tim established the 
Washington Youth Academy, providing 
an education and opportunity for at- 
risk youth across the State. 

As a member of the Washington leg-
islature, I was pleased to work with 

him on this, a cause that he was very 
passionate about, and was able to see 
his vision become a success. 

Upon retirement, he continued to 
serve his country and community. He 
will be missed by many, but his legacy 
of determination, kindness, and dutiful 
service to Washington and these United 
States lives on. 

Please join me in remembering Major 
General Timothy Lowenberg, my 
friend. 

f 

HONORING THE ANNIVERSARY OF 
THE FOOD STAMP ACT OF 1977 

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

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, today I 
honor the anniversary of the Food 
Stamp Act of 1977. 

Tomorrow, the program we know as 
SNAP—the Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program—turns 40. We also 
know that before the implementation 
of SNAP, families couldn’t afford 
healthy meals and kids were going to 
school on empty stomachs. 

Today, thanks to this program, over 
18,000 families in my district on the 
central coast of California count on 
SNAP benefits to put food on their ta-
bles at home and help their children 
feed their minds at their schools. 

In my district, the number one indus-
try is agriculture. We ship our many 
fresh fruits and vegetables all over the 
country and to even other parts of the 
world. As a representative of this area, 
it is my goal and it is my responsi-
bility to make sure that the families in 
my district have access to the same nu-
tritious produce that is grown in our 
backyard. 

As a member of the House Agri-
culture Committee, under the leader-
ship of Chairman CONAWAY, I look for-
ward to working on the 2018 farm bill 
with my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle so that we can support strong in-
vestments in SNAP. By doing that, we 
will support stronger families and a 
stronger future. 

f 

b 1230 

THE 2018 FISCAL YEAR 

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

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, this 
coming Sunday is new year’s day, the 
start of the Federal Government’s 2018 
fiscal year. 

Several weeks ago, Congress passed 
and the President signed a temporary 
spending bill to carry the government 
through December 8. This temporary 
bill was necessary because, although 
the House passed its spending bills, the 
Senate did not. 

One of the more glaring problems 
with the CR is that it continues the 
years’ long practice of shortchanging 
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our defenses and the men and women in 
our military. Defense spending and de-
fense policy are frozen, and the changes 
this House has insisted on in both the 
Defense Authorization Act and the De-
fense Appropriations bill are stalled, to 
the detriment of our defenses and our 
men and women in uniform. 

Secretary Mattis has written, ‘‘Long- 
term CRs impact the readiness of our 
forces and their equipment at a time 
when security threats are extraor-
dinarily high. The longer the CR, the 
greater the consequences for our 
force.’’ 

The risks are real, Mr. Speaker. We 
see threats growing daily from North 
Korea and Iran. The fight continues 
against ISIS and against terror in Af-
ghanistan, and now we need to deploy 
urgently needed resources to Puerto 
Rico. There is no need to wait until De-
cember 8 to get a full-year Defense Ap-
propriations bill. I call on the Senate 
to act promptly next week even and 
get our troops funded. 

f 

ASSETS NEEDED IN PUERTO RICO 
AND THE U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS 

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am glad 
President Trump listened to Secretary 
Clinton and deployed the U.S. Naval 
Ship Comfort to Puerto Rico, even 
though it was 7 days after Hurricane 
Maria destroyed the island. But Presi-
dent Trump must do more and do it 
now. 

Mr. Speaker, the President of the 
United States has a moral and legal 
duty to protect the well-being of our 
citizens. That is why today, right now, 
the President must order the Depart-
ment of Defense to deploy all available 
assets to Puerto Rico and the Virgin 
Islands to prevent this catastrophe 
from getting worse. 

The thousands of Puerto Ricans and 
all of the Virgin Islanders I represent 
deserve to know that our Nation’s pri-
ority is their well-being, their fami-
lies’, their friends’, and their fellow 
citizens’ as well—American citizens. 

f 

LETTER CARRIER DONTE COTTON 
IS A HERO 

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

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I first 
want to welcome STEVE SCALISE back 
to this House floor. The strength of his 
message shows why he is such a hero to 
us all. 

I also want to tell the story of an-
other hero, one from my congressional 
district in Dayton, Ohio. 

On April 5, 2016, letter carrier Donte 
Cotton saw an overturned car that had 
collided with a pole. The driver told 
Donte her child was inside the car. Act-
ing on immediate instinct, Donte 

crawled through broken glass to rescue 
the baby from the car. Both the mother 
and the child were taken to the hos-
pital and treated for minor injuries. 

In August of last year, Donte again 
found himself in the right place at the 
right time; again, on his letter car-
rying route. 

While on his normal mail delivery 
route, an elderly woman, whose home 
had just been invaded, ran up to Donte 
seeking help. Donte drove the woman 
to a nearby police cruiser, ensuring her 
safety. 

His courage is being rewarded this 
week by the National Association of 
Letter Carriers, which has given Donte 
its 2017 Central Area Hero Award. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
Donte for his acts of true heroism in 
our community. 

f 

PASS THE DREAM ACT 

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

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, Josue 
Fuentes was brought to Hawaii from El 
Salvador when he was 13 years old, 
where he was escaping rampant gang 
violence and domestic abuse at home. 

He went to high school in Honolulu, 
made friends, got a job. But no matter 
what he did, he couldn’t escape the 
dark shadow cast on his future because 
of his immigration status. 

Josue describes DACA as a weight 
lifted from his back. He was empowered 
to apply for college. He bought a home 
and pursued opportunities that any of 
us would want for our children. 

Today, he is a small business owner. 
He owns a landscaping company, he 
volunteers at his local church, and con-
tinues to give back to the Kaneohe 
community that he calls home. 

I urge my colleagues to sign a dis-
charge petition to bring the Dream Act 
to the floor for a vote so we can pass a 
permanent solution for Josue and mil-
lions of DREAMers across the country. 
Our Nation made a promise to these 
young men and women. We must up-
hold that promise. 

f 

CERTIFY THAT IRAN IS IN FULL 
COMPLIANCE WITH THE JCPOA 

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

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to call upon President Trump to 
certify that Iran is in full compliance 
with the JCPOA, otherwise known as 
the Iran nuclear agreement. To decer-
tify at this time will destabilize the 
ability of the United States to engage 
in international agreements, especially 
those we initiated ourselves. 

Our credibility is on the line, espe-
cially given the fact that the IAEA and 
the United Nations and the United 
States Government have certified that 
Iran is in compliance. It is in compli-
ance on its centrifuges, enriched ura-

nium, the production of the plutonium 
reactor itself. 

We want to make sure that we don’t 
have a second nuclear front by decerti-
fying Iran. It is important to the 
United States’ interests, to the secu-
rity of the world, and the security of 
Israel that this agreement be certified 
as in compliance. 

f 

HONORING CHINESE GENERAL SUN 
LI-JEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. KHANNA) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the late Chinese Gen-
eral Sun Li-jen. He was known as the 
ever-victorious general, and fought 
with valor against Axis forces in 
Burma during World War II. 

General Sun’s strategies on the bat-
tlefield were a combination of tradi-
tional Chinese military theory and 
American military training. He was an 
important ally for the United States 
and a popular figure among his people. 

He was born in Anhui, China, and was 
the son of a Confucian scholar. He 
moved to the United States to attend 
Purdue University on a Boxer Indem-
nity Scholarship, and graduated with a 
degree in civil engineering. 

As China fell deeper into political up-
heaval and war, General Sun believed 
he could be more useful as a soldier 
than as an engineer. He went on to at-
tend the Virginia Military Institute, 
where he faced prejudice from other ca-
dets. 

When he returned to China, he ad-
vanced to the rank of colonel. In one of 
his earliest battles in World War II, he 
led troops to the defense of Shanghai 
and was wounded while leading his own 
men to safety. 

After recovering from his injuries, he 
established a military training camp in 
southern China. The men at the camp 
were trained in both Eastern and West-
ern military strategy. 

General Sun is internationally re-
nowned for his extraordinary service 
during the Battle of Yenangyaung in 
1942. He saved the British First Burma 
Division by leading a regiment in a 
flanking maneuver. His bravery pro-
tected Allied forces from encirclement 
by the Imperial Japanese Army. 

During this battle, General Sun was 
also given command of a small group 
from the British Second Royal Tanks, 
making him the first Chinese officer to 
command British troops. 

In recognition of his victory in 
Burma, he was knighted by the United 
Kingdom and awarded the Legion of 
Merit by Franklin Delano Roosevelt. 
He was a friend of American Generals 
MacArthur and Eisenhower. 

In the report that recommended Gen-
eral Sun for the Legion of Merit, the 
U.S. War Department wrote the fol-
lowing: ‘‘For exceptionally meritorious 
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conduct in the performance of out-
standing service during the Burma op-
erations in 1942. Under most trying 
conditions, General Sun displayed high 
qualities of leadership. The First 
Burma Division of the British Force at 
Yenangyaung was extricated by the at-
tack of the 38th Division and saved 
from annihilation. General Sun held 
his unit together at all times during 
the retreat and brought it ready for 
combat to India. His example of cour-
age and leadership reflect great credit 
on Allied Arms.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to thank the 
FDR Library and the Congressional Re-
search Service for finding this docu-
ment. I include this document in the 
RECORD, along with a letter from the 
Virginia Military Institute. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, DC, 20 September 1943. 

Memorandum for General Edwin M. Watson: 
Subject: Awards of the Legion of Merit. 

Submitted herewith for the approval of the 
President are five awards of the Legion of 
Merit in degree of Officer to members of the 
Chinese Army. 

Also enclosed are Certificates of Award for 
the signature of the President. 

The State Department has been consulted 
and has no objection to the awards. 

I recommend that the President give ap-
proval to these awards. 

HENRY L. STIMSON, 
Secretary of War. 

W. D., 
Washington, DC, 11 September 1943. 

REPORT OF DECORATIONS BOARD 
Convened pursuant to Paragraph 47, S. O. 

167–0, War Department, 1921, and paragraph 
1, S. O. 64, War Department, 1942. 

1. The board having been properly con-
vened and organized, has considered the 
record in the case of Sun Li Jen. 

2. By decision of a majority of the board, 
the above-named individual is recommended 
for the award of the LEGION OF MERIT, is 
degree of Officer, with citation substantially 
as follows: 

Major General Sun Li Jen, Commander of 
the New 38th Division of the Chinese Army. 
For exceptionally meritorious conduct in the 
performance of outstanding service during 
the Burma operations in 1942. Under most 
trying conditions General Sun displayed 
high qualities of leadership. The 1st Burma 
Division of the British Force at Yananyanng 
was extricated by the attack of the 38th Di-
vision and saved from annihilation. General 
Sun held his unit together at all times dur-
ing the retreat and brought it ready for com-
bat to India. His example of courage and 
leadership reflect great credit on Allied 
Arms. 

Copy for: The White House. 
Recommendation of the Board APPROVED 

By order of the Secretary of War: E.S. 
Adams, Major General, U.S.A., President. 

Assistant Chief of Staff, G–1: * * *, Colo-
nel, A.G.D., Recorder. 

SUPERINTENDENT, VIRGINIA 
MILITARY INSTITUTE, 

September 22, 2017. 
Congressman RO KHANNA, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN KHANNA: Virginia Mili-
tary Institute is pleased to join you in re-
membering and honoring General Sun Li- 
Jen, VMI Class of 1927. The Institute takes 
great pride in the formative role it played in 
the leadership development of the ‘‘Ever Vic-
torious General.’’ 

When General Sun returned to his native 
country, he implemented training practices 
that would assist in modernizing and pre-
paring China for the challenges of the 1930s 
and 1940s. During those eventful decades, 
General Sun received international atten-
tion as a leader of the Chinese Nationalist 
Army during the Second Sino-Japanese War, 
the Chinese Civil War, and World War II. In 
the latter conflict, he has been credited with 
reclaiming Burma from the Japanese. For 
his leadership in the China-Burma-India 
Theater, Sun was knighted Commander of 
the Order of the British Empire by King 
George VI and awarded the Legion of Merit 
by President Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

One of the general’s uniforms and his offi-
cial portrait are exhibited in the VMI Mu-
seum where they are seen by 40,000 visitors 
annually. Over the years, generations of Chi-
nese students have been inspired by the 
story of General Sun; many have followed 
his example and attended VMI. 

Thank you for gathering to honor this il-
lustrious member of the Class of 1927. 

Sincerely, 
J.H. BINFORD PEAY III ’62, 

General, U.S. Army (Retired). 

Mr. KHANNA. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to read very briefly from that let-
ter from the Virginia Military Insti-
tute, which recognized General Sun for 
his leadership in the China-Burma- 
India theater, and recognize that his 
story has inspired many other Virginia 
Military Institute graduates since 
then. 

General Sun’s legacy lives on 
through his family, including Cali-
fornia Assemblyman Kansen Chu. I am 
pleased to recognize Assemblyman 
Kansen Chu and his wife, Daisy Chu, 
who have joined us here today with his 
family and our honored guests in the 
House gallery. 

The district that Assemblyman Chu 
and I represent are some of the most 
ethnically diverse areas in our country. 
General Sun valued diversity. He found 
greater strength as a leader by com-
bining Eastern and Western ideas. He 
led soldiers with different ethnicities 
and religions. His accomplishments 
demonstrate that we are better when 
we embrace diversity. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage Congress to 
remember the contributions and legacy 
of General Sun and their importance to 
the people of the United States, of 
China, and those of Chinese-American 
ancestry. 

I want to end on this note. Several of 
us went a few days ago to the Library 
of Congress where Graham Allison was 
speaking. Graham Allison has this the-
ory of the Thucydides Trap, which ar-
gues that two powers—when one power 
is rising and another power is estab-
lished—often are likely to face conflict 
and war. He said that Xi Jinping in 
China is familiar with Thucydides 
Trap. 

I would submit that General Sun’s 
story is a reminder for why the United 
States and China can be allies and not 
adversaries. We often forget that China 
was critical in the United States’ ef-
forts in winning World War II, and Gen-
eral Sun’s story is a reminder of that 
and an inspiration for us in this new 
century in finding common ground be-

tween the United States and China to 
help create a more peaceful world. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to avoid references 
to occupants of the gallery. 

f 

TRAVELING BY PRIVATE JET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GALLEGO) is recognized for 
the remainder of the hour as the des-
ignee of the minority leader. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, is Don-
ald Trump running a Cabinet or a 
country club? 

Because every day it is getting hard-
er to tell. Not only is the President 
spending vast sums to ferry himself to 
and from his various golf courses, but 
now it turns out that top leaders in his 
administration have developed a spe-
cial fondness for traveling by private 
jet. 

The Treasury Secretary used a tax-
payer-funded plane to hop down to Fort 
Knox to see the eclipse, for example, 
and he has also asked to use one for his 
honeymoon in Europe. 

Trump’s EPA Administrator, Scott 
Pruitt, spent another $58,000 on private 
jets. But the worst offender is HHS 
Secretary Price, who, in his brief time 
in office, has already chalked up an as-
tonishing 400 grand in flights on pri-
vate aircraft. He flew down to Ten-
nessee for all of 6 hours, much of which 
was spent having lunch with his son. 
That is nice. He also jetted off to an is-
land off the coast of Georgia for a trip 
that apparently featured far more 
recreation than government business. 
Clearly, when it comes to travel on the 
taxpayers’ dime, the price does not 
matter to Tom Price. Ethics and per-
sonal responsibility doesn’t matter to 
Tom Price. Doing what is right doesn’t 
matter to Tom Price, and that is why 
he needs to resign immediately. 

b 1245 

Now, don’t take my word for it. Here 
is what President George W. Bush’s top 
ethics official, Richard Painter, said 
about Price’s travel habits: ‘‘To use a 
charter flight on something that com-
bines personal and government busi-
ness, I think, is highly unprofessional 
and really inappropriate.’’ Those are 
strong words. 

But, Mr. Speaker, you know who 
summed up best how terrible it is for 
someone to use private jets? Tom 
Price, himself. Let’s see what Tom 
Price said. In 2009, he described govern-
ment officials taking private planes as 
‘‘just another example of fiscal irre-
sponsibility run amok.’’ I couldn’t 
agree more, Mr. Speaker. 

Price spent nearly $25,000 to fly from 
D.C. to Philadelphia and back for one 
single day. He could have spent, at last 
minute, $725 to get there on United 
Airlines, or $133 to get there on Am-
trak. 
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Mr. Speaker, I just checked, on my 

phone, that an Uber to Philly right 
now, back and forth, would have cost 
Mr. Price about $450 round trip. That 
means that, for the price of his private 
jet, he could have ordered individual 
cars for himself and his 54 staff mem-
bers. Every American who works and 
pays taxes should find this totally ap-
palling. 

Amtrak was good enough for the Vice 
President of the United States, Joe 
Biden, but, somehow, it is beneath the 
Treasury Secretary and HHS Secretary 
to ride the train. Riding the train is 
apparently even beneath the EPA Ad-
ministrator. 

Here is a good rule of thumb, Mr. 
Speaker: If you are spending more on 
private jets than most American fami-
lies make in 1 year, you are spending 
too much on private jets. 

Tom Price has plenty of time to go 
jetting around the country, but not 
enough time, for example, to ensure 
that millions of kids won’t lose their 
coverage when CHIP expires soon. 

There is apparently plenty of money 
at HHS for private jets, but very little 
to help people sign up for health insur-
ance. That is completely unacceptable. 

Secretary Price says he needs to fly 
around on his jet to connect with ordi-
nary citizens. I am not kidding. His 
press secretary told reporters that 
these outrageous junkets were about 
‘‘getting outside of D.C., making sure 
he is connected with the real American 
people.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, here is how you really 
connect with your fellow Americans: 
don’t take a private plane; fly a middle 
seat in coach. 

Of course, we should have seen this 
coming. News reports earlier this year 
revealed that, when he was a Member 
of Congress, Price was guilty of intro-
ducing legislation to benefit his own 
personal investments. Even more egre-
gious, he traded more than $300,000 in 
healthcare industry stocks based on in-
sider information. 

There is no question Secretary Price 
needs to resign right now, and, if he 
doesn’t, President Trump needs to fire 
him. 

Donald Trump claims that he loves 
firing people. He once said: I love doing 
it if someone really, really, really de-
serves it. 

Mr. Speaker, Secretary Price really, 
really, really deserves it. 

Then again, we all know Trump 
won’t actually do anything. We are all 
familiar with the Trump way of doing 
business with its bad deals and bank-
ruptcies. 

Here’s the Trump way of doing gov-
ernment. 

Number one, hire people proven to be 
corrupt. 

Number two, create an environment 
in which corruption and bad behavior 
are encouraged. 

Number three, do absolutely nothing 
when the corruption and bad behavior 
is exposed. 

This administration talks about put-
ting America first. This administration 

talks about draining the swamp, but 
its Cabinet officials are more inter-
ested in traveling first class. 

This administration talks about 
making America great again, but they 
are really only concerned about never 
ever having to wait at another airport 
gate again. 

This administration talks about 
fighting for working families, but its 
top leaders are only concerned about 
lining their own pockets with tax-
payers’ hard-earned money. 

I am fed up, and so are the American 
people. Let’s bring back government to 
the people, for the people, instead of 
government for the powerful friends of 
Donald Trump. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend 
from California (Mr. TED LIEU). 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank Congressman 
GALLEGO for that terrific presentation. 
We are also joined today by Congress-
man RASKIN, who will be part of our 
dialogue as well. 

Today is Thursday. That means we 
all need to ask: Why does Jared 
Kushner still have a security clear-
ance? He already submitted two false 
ones. But I digress. We are actually 
going to talk about three other prob-
lems in the White House, one of which 
is Secretary Price. 

To my left is a picture of the private 
jet that Secretary Price flew on at tax-
payers’ expense. But in addition to Sec-
retary Price, we also have Secretary 
Mnuchin, who flew on a government jet 
with his wife to Kentucky in order to 
watch the eclipse. Now, I get that was 
a pretty cool thing to do, but you 
shouldn’t be using taxpayer funds to do 
that. 

And then we have got EPA Adminis-
trator Scott Pruitt, which, according 
to media reports, spent $58,000 on non-
commercial flights to go to different 
places. With $58,000, you can do a lot 
with that. VoteVets put out a release 
today saying that with $58,000 you 
could hire a VA spinal cord specialist 
at the Syracuse VA, a nurse for 1 year. 
Then Secretary Price spent over 
$400,000 of your money, and that is a lot 
of spinal cord specialists. 

So we are talking about raiding the 
public funds and raiding the public 
trust. That is why I have introduced 
the SWAMP FLYERS Act, and what 
this act will do is stop this from hap-
pening in the future. It will prohibit 
senior Cabinet officials from using non-
commercial flights, unless they certify, 
under penalty of perjury, that no com-
mercial flights were available. 

So in this case, you had Secretary 
Price, for example, flying from here to 
Nashville. I guarantee you there were 
lots of commercial flights. There was 
no reason he had to take a noncommer-
cial flight. 

In addition to what we are seeing 
with these three Cabinet officials, we 
do have sort of this culture of corrup-
tion that really needs to stop because 
this flows from the top. With the Presi-
dent, what we have now is the Presi-

dent staying at all these properties, 
private properties that are his or 
owned by his family, and then he 
comes with this massive entourage of 
Secret Service and other folks, and 
they are paying money to these prop-
erties to stay there, to eat there, and 
all of that money flows back to the 
Trump organization. So the President 
is enriching himself and his family at 
taxpayers’ expense. It is no wonder 
that we have got these three Cabinet 
officials doing these insane things with 
taxpayers’ funds. 

Now we have got a Republican Con-
gress unwilling to do oversight on this. 
You have got Speaker RYAN recently 
going on TV saying that he thinks that 
the present administration is doing 
great. Well, you can’t have this kind of 
taxpayer waste when you have got the 
public trust at issue. 

We also have responses from these 
departments that are deeply troubling. 
So the Treasury Department, in re-
sponse to what Secretary Mnuchin was 
doing, in addition to his noncommer-
cial travel to Kentucky to watch the 
eclipse, he also asked if the Air Force 
could fly him and his wife on their hon-
eymoon. The answer is no, you can’t do 
that. 

Now the response from the Depart-
ment was, well, he needed to have se-
cure communications. Well, that was 
the wrong response. I can guarantee 
you there are other ways of getting se-
cure communications other than to 
have the Air Force fly you around on 
your honeymoon. 

With Secretary Price, again, the De-
partment gave the wrong response. 
They said, well, Secretary Price needs 
to go around meeting Americans, and 
he shouldn’t be waiting 4 hours at the 
airport. Wrong response. Yes, he should 
be waiting 4 hours at the airport be-
cause that is what other Americans do. 
And I can guarantee you no American 
flies for $25,000 to meet other Ameri-
cans. Again, the wrong response from 
that Department. 

What we need is to have these three 
Cabinet officials apologize. I joined 
with RUBEN GALLEGO, as well as JAMIE 
RASKIN and other Members yesterday 
in a letter to ask for Price to resign, 
and all of us are also coauthors of the 
SWAMP FLYERS Act. 

What we need now is really for the 
public to get engaged because what we 
are seeing is fraud, waste, and abuse 
with multiple members of the Trump 
Cabinet. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the good gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. RASKIN). 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership on 
this essential question of public integ-
rity. I also want to salute my colleague 
from California (Mr. TED LIEU), who 
has been a leading voice in demanding 
real financial accountability in the ad-
ministration. 

I want to underscore some of the 
things that my colleagues have said, 
Mr. Speaker. If there are any Ameri-
cans out there who love to fly wherever 
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they want, whenever they want, at tax-
payer expense, then we have got the 
perfect job for you in President 
Trump’s Cabinet. Now, of course, only 
billionaires and millionaires need 
apply for these jobs, but if you have a 
taste for fancy chartered air travel, 
paid for by hardworking Americans 
across the country, this is undoubtedly 
the job for you. 

My friends, while millions of des-
perate Americans are suffering in the 
sweltering posthurricane conditions of 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Flor-
ida, Texas, and Louisiana, we have got 
Cabinet Secretaries who should be 
doing everything in their power to save 
our people but are, instead, looking out 
for something far more important, ap-
parently, than other Americans’ mere 
survival. They are focused on their own 
first class, private charter, airplane 
flights to cushy destinations, paid for 
by hundreds of thousands of dollars of 
taxpayer money. We kid you not. 

This comes out this week. It comes 
out that Health and Human Services 
Secretary Tom Price is less interested 
in health and human services than he 
is in wealth and valet services. Despite 
the fact that he blasted the use of gov-
ernment-paid jet travel on CNBC just a 
few short years ago, he seems to have 
come down with a severe and chronic 
case of swamp fever, billing you and me 
and millions of other Americans for 26 
customized, deluxe, premier, first 
class, private charter, plane flights at 
taxpayer expense, at an extraordinary 
estimated cost of more than $400,000. 
That is just one Cabinet Secretary. 

Now, I can’t blame him for one of the 
trips that he took in August to the 
beautiful and secluded St. Simons Is-
land in southern Georgia, and another 
trip that enabled him to get to his 
condo in Nashville and to have lunch 
with his son. You can hardly blame 
him for wanting to get out of town and 
to see the family. After all, it was hot 
here in Washington, D.C., as climate 
change sets in across America and the 
world. But as we say on Capitol Hill: 
‘‘It’s not the heat, it’s the stupidity.’’ 

And look at what our Secretary of 
Health and Human Services did, and 
here I will read from Politico, Sep-
tember 26, an article entitled ‘‘Price’s 
private-jet travels included visits with 
colleagues, lunch with son.’’ 

‘‘The HHS Secretary sometimes com-
bined official travel and meetings with 
friends and family. Health and Human 
Services Secretary Tom Price took a 
government-funded private jet in Au-
gust to get to St. Simons Island, an ex-
clusive Georgia resort where he and his 
wife own land, a day and a half before 
he addressed a group of local doctors at 
a medical conference that he and his 
wife have long attended. 

‘‘The St. Simons Island trip was one 
of two taxpayer-funded flights on pri-
vate jets in which Price traveled to 
places where he owns property, and 
paired official visits with meetings 
with longtime colleagues and family 
members. On June 6, HHS chartered a 

jet to fly Price to Nashville, Tennessee, 
where he owns a condominium and 
where his son resides. Price toured a 
medicine dispensary and spoke to a 
local health summit organized by a 
longtime friend. He also had lunch with 
his son. . . . 

‘‘An HHS official said both the Geor-
gia and Tennessee trips were for offi-
cial government business and were paid 
for by the Department.’’ 

It is no problem getting out of town 
and going to see your family but, real-
ly, do the taxpayers have to pay for it? 

If the taxpayers have to pay for trips 
like this, couldn’t Secretary Price at 
least fly on first class commercial air-
planes, rather than jacking up the tax-
payers for tens of thousands of dollars 
to book a private airplane to do it? 

Politico asked the same question. 
Here they said: 

‘‘Like some of the other 26 flights 
that Price took on corporate jets since 
May identified by a Politico review, 
the trip to Tennessee appears to have 
occurred despite the existence of mul-
tiple commercial flight options. The 
trip to Georgia, while less direct, also 
could have been accomplished with a 
routine connecting flight through At-
lanta’s busy international airport. 

‘‘On August 4, Price flew a Dassault 
Falcon 2000 twin jet from Raleigh, 
North Carolina, where he had given a 
speech to a flu vaccine manufacturer, 
to Brunswick Golden Isles Airport, 
which is about a half-hour drive from 
St. Simons Island. It was the same 
plane that had shuttled him between 
five States in four days, one that HHS 
had chartered through Classic Air 
Charter for more than $86,000, accord-
ing to Federal contracts. 

‘‘The plane arrived in Brunswick at 
4:02 p.m. the afternoon before the start 
of the two-day Medical Association of 
Georgia retreat and roughly 40 hours 
before Price addressed the group, ac-
cording to airport records. . . .’’ 
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‘‘At about the same time, there were 
connecting commercial flights from 
Raleigh to Brunswick via Atlanta that 
would have gotten Price to St. Simons 
Island that evening.’’ 

My friends, you can go back and you 
can look. In all of these cases, for ex-
ample, Secretary Price chartered a 
plane for $25,000 of government money 
from Dulles Airport to Philadelphia, a 
distance of a mere 135 miles. That char-
ter flight left 5 minutes after a regular 
flight flew, commercial flight flew, 
from Dulles for a few hundred dollars. 
So he paid $25,000 and left several min-
utes later than he would have left had 
he just taken the commercial flight. 

He also could have taken, of course, 
the Amtrak, which is what most people 
do when they are going to Philadelphia 
from the Washington area, for a mere 
$72. Even the first class Acela would 
have been around $200. He could have 
taken the British Airways—they go 
there—whose slogan is: ‘‘To Fly. To 
Serve.’’ I guess that is not quite right. 

Or he could have taken Southwest Air-
lines. Their slogan is: ‘‘Low fares. 
Nothing to hide.’’ I see that wouldn’t 
have fit. Maybe JetBlue, ‘‘You Above 
All.’’ That could have worked. 

But no, instead, he had to book the 
private jet and fly for $25,000 from here 
to Philadelphia. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an old Wash-
ington story. The people who say they 
are coming to drain the swamp have 
become the swamp. And this is not 
something that affects just one Cabinet 
Secretary. Several Cabinet Secretaries 
are doing this, as my colleagues have 
pointed out. 

With Secretary Price, who seems to 
be the captain of the swamp flyers; 
Secretary Pruitt, who is a frequent 
swamp flyer himself; and Secretary 
Mnuchin, another swamp flyer, we 
have a serious staph infection spread-
ing throughout the Trump administra-
tion. 

And why not, the President seems to 
have evolved a whole new model of gov-
ernment in the 21st century. Govern-
ment is a money-making operation for 
specific families and specific tiny 
groups in the society. And that is the 
message that pervades the Trump ad-
ministration today. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to pass the 
SWAMP FLYERS Act, which is very 
simple. It says that those of us who 
have the honor and the privilege of 
coming to serve the American people 
here in Washington, D.C., should use 
regular commercial air flights unless it 
is a matter of national security, or un-
less there is not a commercial flight 
that will get them to where they need 
to go. 

But the idea that you have Cabinet 
Secretaries who have already taken 
dozens of flights, paid for with hun-
dreds of thousands, or millions of dol-
lars, of taxpayer money when a com-
mercial flight would have done is an 
absolute scandal. Now, it hasn’t gotten 
much attention yet because on the 
scale of the scandals we have seen in 
this administration, I agree, it is a rel-
atively small one. But it is a dramatic 
and vivid illustration of what is going 
on here. 

The people who said they were going 
to drain the swamp became the swamp. 
And now, the swamp pervades every-
thing. Every Cabinet member, all of 
the Secretaries, the entire government 
is engulfed in this kind of corruption. 

It begins right at the top, where 
President Trump has continued to col-
lect hundreds of thousands, or millions, 
of dollars in foreign payments at the 
Trump Hotels, at the Trump office 
tower, and the Trump golf courses 
around the world from foreign govern-
ments, and has not once come to the 
U.S. Congress to ask for our permission 
and consent as is required by Article I, 
section 9, clause 8 of the Constitution, 
which forbids the collection of pre-
sents, emoluments, offices, and titles 
from foreign governments by anybody 
who serves under the United States, 
who holds an office under the United 
States. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:10 Sep 29, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K28SE7.044 H28SEPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7624 September 28, 2017 
This President is not only collecting 

rampant, extreme amounts of money 
through his businesses from foreign 
governments, he is not even asking us 
for our permission or our consent. We 
have got to pass the SWAMP FLYERS 
Act. 

I commend Mr. LIEU for writing this 
immediately when the news broke 
about this rampant abuse of current 
regulations. We need to take a stand as 
a Congress on a bipartisan level. 
Unanimously, we can pass this to say 
that government officials should not be 
flying at taxpayer expense for dubious 
reasons. We should be using coach like 
everybody else, flying commercial like 
everybody else. 

If you have got to fly first class, fine, 
fly first class, but fly commercial un-
less it is a matter of national security, 
or unless there is not a commercial 
flight that will get you there. Is that 
something that we can agree on, on a 
bipartisan basis? 

I just want to say, earlier today we 
saw a magnificent example of real pub-
lic service and public dedication by our 
distinguished colleague, Mr. SCALISE, 
who has returned, thankfully, to this 
body. He demonstrates and embodies 
what is best in terms of public service. 
Unfortunately, we have also seen in 
Washington this week the personifica-
tion of what is the worst in public serv-
ice. We have got to stop taking the 
American taxpayers for a ride. 

Let’s pass the SWAMP FLYERS Act 
immediately. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 32 minutes remaining. 

Mr. GALLEGO. Representative LIEU, 
how often do you fly back, and where 
do you fly back to? 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. I fly 
about three times a month, and I gen-
erally fly from Dulles back to LAX in 
my district, and I fly commercial. 

Mr. GALLEGO. How long is your 
flight? 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. It is 
about 5 hours to 51⁄2 hours, depending 
on the wind. 

Mr. GALLEGO. You and I have been 
Members of Congress since 2015. At any 
point in any of your flights to and from 
your work—I am sorry—from here to 
your home, have you ever used a char-
ter plane? 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. No. 
Mr. GALLEGO. Would you even be 

able to, by law, use a charter plane ac-
cording to the funds we are allowed to 
expense? 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. No. If I 
did that, I would be the subject of an 
immediate congressional ethics inves-
tigation. 

Mr. GALLEGO. So what makes Mr. 
PRICE think that he is somehow above 
the law, that he is allowed to do this, 
considering that he knew, as a Member 
of Congress, that was not allowed and 
that somehow he can just take advan-
tage of the situation now that he has 
suddenly moved up after only just a 

few months of being in Congress, to be 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services? 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. That is 
a great point because what Secretary 
Price, and Mnuchin, and EPA Adminis-
trator Pruitt did was not only dis-
respectful to taxpayers, there were vio-
lations of the Federal regulations. So I 
am just going to read to you what the 
Federal regulation says. It says, ‘‘Your 
agency must select the method most 
advantageous to the government,’’ 
when considering travel. 

Advantageous to the government, 
not to Secretary Price, or Mnuchin, or 
EPA Administrator Pruitt. They vio-
lated that Federal regulation straight 
up. That is why Tom Price is under 
Federal investigation. That is why the 
IG is investigating Treasury Secretary 
Mnuchin, and now we call on an inves-
tigation of EPA Administrator Pruitt 
as well for violating the Federal regu-
lations. 

Mr. GALLEGO. While you were talk-
ing about that actual regulation, and 
to see how well and easy it is not to 
violate the regulation, I literally just 
typed into Google, ‘‘flights to Philadel-
phia.’’ And there is a flight leaving in 
46 minutes. And the cheapest I found 
right now—well, no, I found one for 
$441. I found another one for $447. If you 
want to connect to Philadelphia— 
which I don’t know why you would— 
but if you want to do that, JetBlue will 
take you there for $264. 

So in Secretary Price’s effort to live 
an extravagant lifestyle and basically 
void himself of all commonsense, he 
also violated ethics violations. And 
this is something that we consistently 
see within this Trump administration. 

On the other flip of that, we consist-
ently see a Republican-led Congress 
that is not doing their duty by the Con-
stitution of oversight on the executive. 
Not one, not one movement has been 
done by any Republican, especially Re-
publican leadership, to push back on 
this egregious waste of taxpayer 
money. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to Representa-
tive LIEU. 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Let me 
again conclude by thanking Congress-
man GALLEGO and Congressman RASKIN 
for highlighting this issue with me 
today. This really is an issue about the 
public trust. Taxpayer funds should not 
be used for luxury private jet travel. It 
is a very simple issue. 

Please join us in supporting the 
SWAMP FLYERS Act. Please join Con-
gressman GALLEGO and us in calling for 
the resignation of Secretary Price. 

As Abraham Lincoln said: ‘‘Public 
sentiment is everything. With public 
sentiment, nothing can fail. Without 
it, nothing can succeed.’’ 

Help us change public sentiment and 
help us tell the Trump administration: 
Please stop using taxpayer funds for 
luxury jet travel. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GALLAGHER). The Chair would remind 

Members to direct all remarks to the 
Chair and to formally yield and re-
claim time when under recognition. 

f 

DYNAMIC SCORING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, my 
hope is that you find this as enter-
taining as I did putting some of this to-
gether. Actually, let’s put these boards 
up. We are going to actually do some-
thing that, with the rollout of the tax 
reform mechanics—and I apologize to 
everyone. Some of this is going to be a 
little geeky. But I wanted to try to put 
some things in perspective because I 
have heard some and read some crazy 
stuff the last couple of days. 

So we are going to actually do some 
dynamic scoring 101. And, actually, at 
that moment, I think I just heard 
thousands, if not tens of thousands, of 
C–SPAN watchers just turn their tele-
visions off. But this is actually impor-
tant, because every time we are head-
ing towards working on major tax re-
form or other types of programs that 
actually have big, bold policy built 
within them, we get into this sort of 
debate. 

What are the effects? What are the 
effects on society? What are the effects 
on tax revenue? What are the effects on 
labor participation? What are the ef-
fects on our entitlement programs? 
And there is sort of this intellectual 
duplicity around this body. I know that 
is a little harsh, but we have got to be 
honest about it. If it were the stimulus 
package from President Obama several 
years ago, we had lots of Members on 
this side who actually talked about, 
supported, and thought the dynamic 
scoring models were great. 

But when we actually talk about 
something within the Tax Code, rewrit-
ing the Tax Code, well, then dynamic 
scoring is just unacceptable. So I am 
going to ask everyone to open up your 
minds and first understand, when we 
talk about scoring, what we really 
mean. And we are going to touch on a 
handful of things, and this is going to 
be very elementary, sort of basics. So 
we are going to walk through a number 
of these. 

And then I have a number of slides 
that we will get to in a moment that 
are more about examples of what math 
means when looking at it. And the fact 
of the matter is, there are such things 
as tax cuts that do not pay for them-
selves, but there are also such things, 
actually, as tax policy that do pay for 
themselves. 

You have to just choose and be will-
ing to work through the math, and the 
history of math, and stop being afraid 
of data around this place. 

I get behind this microphone quite 
often and run this joke that this is sort 
of a math-free zone. And I am working 
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really hard to drag my brothers and 
sisters on both sides to understand that 
sometimes the folklore we believe in is 
correct, but a lot of times it just isn’t. 

First off, before we do some of the 
slides, I want to walk through some of 
the terms. How often do you hear us 
talk about the baseline? Okay, we talk 
about it all the time. The baseline is 
this—you do realize, the baseline actu-
ally does have a series of dynamic as-
pects when we build it. Why do you 
think, when we come out here every 
March, or like we did this last March 
and then again in June, all of a sudden 
the numbers have changed? That is a 
case where the world did not stay stat-
ic. We didn’t create a number a year 
ago, and that is what the world stayed. 

Remember, we went through this 
really ugly, uncomfortable thing this 
year, where, in just a few months, the 
deficit actually grew dramatically to 
the point where we are almost bor-
rowing $700 billion this year. And if we 
went back a year and a half, we 
thought this year we might be as low 
as $500 billion, $550 billion. So if we had 
stayed static, we would still be just 
pretending that we were at that num-
ber. 

We recalculate constantly. But it is 
not just calculating, hey, here are the 
tax revenues. It is also, hey, we see this 
trend in number of people taking jobs; 
hey, we see this trend in number of 
people signing up for entitlement bene-
fits. So understand, we already, for 
years, and years, and years, have lived 
in a dynamic scoring sort of model 
right now, and we call it our baseline. 

I also want us to try a couple other 
things. I want us to think about dy-
namic scoring as not that number that 
is given to us but as a way of ranking 
decisions. So if I came to you right now 
and said, ‘‘Hey, we have these things in 
the tax policy, and here are the effects 
we believe we see as we have the infor-
mation today,’’ think of it as a tool for 
making decisions, not that that num-
ber is the same number that it is going 
to actually produce 10 years from now. 

b 1315 

With the best data and information 
we have today, if you as a policy-
maker—if you are blessed to be one of 
us who gets to be in this body saying, 
well, it turns out if I spend the money 
on this type of tax change compared to 
the same money on this type of tax 
change, I get this different effect in the 
size of our economy, in the number of 
our brothers and sisters who have jobs 
and employment opportunities, but 
also in what it effects in tax revenues. 

So I know that is culturally hard for 
a lot of us because we all like to beat 
up CBO and the Joint Committee on 
Taxation. But in all fairness, a dy-
namic scoring model is a ranking 
model. 

What is the real difference? If I asked 
you just to say in a single sentence we 
all had to agree upon a common defini-
tion of here is static, here is dynamic, 
the real difference is a dynamic score 

has calculations that reflect changes to 
the size of our economy, which is really 
important. 

Now I am going to digress to one 
side. About once a month I get behind 
this microphone, and we do a series of 
slide presentations on how much trou-
ble we are in. The fact of the matter is 
that in not that distant of a future, we 
will barely have the revenues to cover 
our entitlement costs. We are living in 
a society right now where about three- 
quarters of our spending is what we 
call mandatory spending—both earned 
and unearned entitlements—your Medi-
care is an earned entitlement. Your So-
cial Security is an earned entitlement. 
But we also have other types that you 
get because you fell below a certain in-
come or you may be part of a certain 
group. 

But the vast majority of what we do 
in this body is not managing the three- 
quarters of our budget that is on auto-
pilot. These are by formula. If you look 
at that sort of remaining 25, 27 percent 
of our budget, well, about a little more 
than half of that is defense, and every-
thing else is what people think of as 
government—that is the FBI, that is 
the National Park Service, that is the 
FDA, and that is education and re-
search. That will continue to shrink, 
and it is going to start shrinking fairly 
dramatically because baby boomers are 
retiring. 

Remember, the peak of the baby 
boomer is only 60 years old right now. 
We have our brothers and sisters whom 
we have made promises to, and this 
body never sat down and did the hard 
math to be prepared for what happens 
when 76 million of our brothers and sis-
ters move into their retirement benefit 
years. 

So one of the critical reasons you do 
tax reform is economic growth, because 
without economic growth, it gets real-
ly ugly in about a decade. 

I continue to be sort of shocked that 
my brothers and sisters, particularly 
on the left, who claim to be sort of 
evangelical advocates for a lot of this 
entitlement spending, aren’t standing 
alongside of us and saying: We need to 
do a major rewrite of our Tax Code. 

That does just a couple of things. It 
makes it fairer, and it makes it more 
simple, but it dramatically—over the 
next 10, 15, 20, 30 years—expands the 
size of this economy, because without 
that expansion, the math is just ugly. 

A great example of this is when we 
talk about dynamic scoring. If you do 
actual dynamic scoring on what is 
about to happen over the next, func-
tionally, 20 years of where we are de-
mographically, the models don’t work. 
The actual computer comes back to 
you and says: Doesn’t work, doesn’t 
work, doesn’t work, because the math 
is impossible. 

Functionally, the amount of debt to 
the size of our economy gets so big 
that the models basically say that soci-
ety has collapsed. You can’t float an-
other bond, and you can’t borrow 
money from anyone else. It comes to 

an end. When the computer tells you 
that, when the computer starts giving 
you a red flashing—maybe if you don’t 
believe those of us who get behind the 
microphone, maybe they will believe 
the data. 

Let’s go ahead and start to walk 
through some of the slides. We are 
going to walk through a series of these 
ideas. I am probably going to say parts 
of this two or three times to have it 
sink in. 

We have already had a number of our 
folks quoted in the press and others 
showing their cynicism towards dy-
namic scoring. But those are some of 
the very same people who actually 
stood in this same well and promoted 
the immigration reform and the dy-
namic scoring that was built into the 
immigration reform. They are the 
same folks who actually promoted the 
dynamic scoring that was built in the 
stimulus bill several years ago. But 
they are also the same folks who actu-
ally believe things like global warming 
mechanisms, which are built on a dy-
namic scoring model, are the absolute 
facts of math. 

You can’t have the intellectual du-
plicity of saying: I believe in this sort 
of modeling math for things I am ideo-
logically comfortable with, but things I 
am ideologically not comfortable with 
is not true. 

It is math. Let’s try one more time 
because if we are going to come to pol-
icy decisions, we have got to stop liv-
ing in sort of a math-free zone. 

I am doing this as more of an exam-
ple. None of this is actually policy in 
the tax reform that those of us on the 
Ways and Means Committee are so in-
credibly blessed to be working on. It 
has been the most interesting year of 
my life grinding out this math. I can’t 
tell you the number of times that I 
thought I had a brilliant idea, you 
work it out, and you find out that the 
really smart people around you had all 
figured out all sorts of ways to get 
around your Tax Code changes. 

So sometimes you have got to be 
humble and just understand that what 
we are doing is tough. It is com-
plicated. If you make one change over 
here in the Tax Code, then it turns out 
it affects over here and creates leakage 
over here. So that is why you have to 
do this unified theory. 

Just so we see this conceptually, if I 
came to you right now and said, Hey, 
we have this much money—I think in 
this model it was $70 billion or $60 bil-
lion. The actual dollar amount isn’t 
that important. 

If I came to you right now and said, 
‘‘You have this much money, you have 
got to make a Tax Code change with 
that money,’’ if we did a static score, 
then the model says it costs you that 
much money. If you spent $60 billion on 
this over the 10 years, then it costs $60 
billion. Then when we do the dynamic 
scoring, it turns out that not all tax 
changes produce the same amount of 
economic growth, even though it may 
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promote fairness, it may promote sim-
plicity, and there may be some things 
we haven’t calculated. 

So on this one, if we take a look over 
here, this was actually something we 
took from the Tax Foundation’s 
website. I encourage you to go there. It 
is a nonpartisan group, and it has some 
really interesting modeling. 

If we functionally doubled the child 
care tax credit to a couple thousand 
dollars, it turns out the model over 10 
years functionally adds almost nothing 
to GDP growth. Now you will want to 
try to model it saying: Does it change 
birthrates? As you know, we are in a 
societal crisis right now where our 
birthrates are falling so low that math-
ematically, in about 20 years, we are 
going to have some real difficulties 
having enough taxpayers moving into 
society’s workforce to actually pay for 
our pay-as-you-go entitlements. 

Social Security and Medicare are 
pay-as-you-go entitlements. Today’s 
workers are paying for today’s retirees. 
If that population mix of workers mov-
ing in gets too out of whack, then the 
math gets really uncomfortable. 

For the same costs, if I came down 
and in this particular model reduced 
marginal tax rates, or we have another 
one where you are going to see we are 
expensing, which is a type of sort of de-
preciation that you can take all at 
once, then all of a sudden this one gets 
me almost no GDP growth. But the 
same dollars at that get me well over a 
point of additional GDP growth. 

If I am standing in an event back in 
Arizona and say, ‘‘We are going to 
spend $60 billion, and we are going to 
double the child care tax credit,’’ that 
helps me get re-elected. But if I come 
and say, ‘‘We are going to spend $60 bil-
lion changing the marginal tax rates 
for corporations, or the exact same 
money for expensing so businesses, par-
ticularly smaller businesses, buy new 
plants and equipment so we get more 
efficient so we have more growth so 
more people have jobs,’’ then intellec-
tually we know this is really important 
for everyone in our society. But this 
one down here is easier to talk about 
and easier to get reelected. 

That is the tough thing here when we 
live in a world of these pithy, little 
sound bites, where we say these quick, 
little simple things then march off and 
the intellectual discourse of, hey, it is 
harder than that, we need to find a way 
to be simpler and fairer, but we also 
have to be rational on what creates the 
next generation of economic growth so 
our brothers and sisters actually have 
jobs, they have chances to save, 
chances to have money to put their 
kids through college, and even their 
own retirements. 

We are going to walk through a few 
more of these examples, and then I 
have some actual data examples of 
where this is actually happening in our 
lives. 

Now, this slide is a little bit on the 
geeky side, so forgive me, but this is 
dynamic scoring 101. All this slide I 

really want you to look at is, when 
modeling, it is not only where the 
money goes, but did it increase the 
capital stock, and, therefore, there is 
more capital in these businesses and in 
these organizations to expand and buy 
equipment and provide employment, or 
did it not? 

But there is also: Did the tax change 
that creates that new capital stock 
stay in our Tax Code long enough that 
the next generation of new, more effi-
cient equipment, new productivity 
moves in? 

We actually have some really inter-
esting examples that have been pro-
duced datawise on what happens if a 
Tax Code change phases out. We see 
this a lot where we have done these, 
hey, this marginal tax rate for business 
is for 5 years, and then it goes back to 
the old higher rate. Or what we are 
struggling through right now is how to 
get as much economic growth as pos-
sible if we create a type of expensing or 
accelerated type of depreciation, and 
what happens in the future of that? 
Does it phase out? And if it does phase 
out, what are the economic effects? 

If you take a look at the green line, 
you can see what it actually meant 
both for GDP growth and also for at-
tached within those numbers are reve-
nues. Do you see the red line? So we 
both have a sympathetic curve here, 
and then the value of that actually 
fades away and actually falls, in some 
occasions, below what would have been 
a static score because you get the spike 
of people saying: We have to invest, we 
have to do this right now, and now we 
have to back off because of next year. 

A good example is if I came to you 
right now and said: Today you have 
this tax rate, but 2 years from now we 
double it, what are you going to do 
with your life? We are going to work 
like crazy this year, and that 2 years 
from now, you are planning on taking 
a vacation year. It is human nature, 
and I think we have to stop pretending 
that the Tax Code somehow operates 
just outside human nature. 

We will grind through some of these 
a little faster. At the end, we are going 
to talk about where you can see all 
these different charts. 

Why this is important is when you 
actually look at the effects of the def-
icit—and where this was interesting is 
this was just revenues taken out of so-
ciety in the ACA, sort of the economic 
effects of what would happen when we 
actually did the microeconomic move-
ment calculations, and you actually 
see if we did repeal those additional 
dollars—because, remember, this is 
costing, there is an additional special 
tax on capital gains and what it is ac-
tually doing in economic growth. 

We have a lot of slides, so I am going 
to try to go through some that are a 
little more entertaining. 

What we are trying to show here is 
what happens when you take, actually, 
the exact same functional cost with dy-
namic effects and static effects. This 
one is from the Tax Foundation. 

The real difference is, remember that 
first slide we walked through where we 
talked about if we doubled the child 
care tax credit? Hey, here is our cost, 
and here is what it actually does. If we 
dynamically score it or if we actually 
static score it, oddly enough, it comes 
out almost identical because there is 
none of that macroeconomic change. 

But if you actually dynamically 
score it, you will see they actually 
have tremendously that same spending 
if it were in corporate tax cuts. It has 
very different economic scores. 

b 1330 

We have another slide. We will show 
on the one down at the end that, at the 
end of 10 years, we actually make rev-
enue. The revenue line goes beyond its 
costs. In the 10 years, the first option 
does not expand. At the end of 10 years, 
it is actually scored as a loss. That 
static score is actually accurate. 

There are a number of these sort of 
examples out there. 

I am going to actually go back. This 
is not being mean. Remember, we are 
operating under a principle that the 
dynamic scoring is as much about the 
money as, hey, we think we are going 
to have this much tax revenue or this 
much tax loss at the end of 10 years or 
the end of the year, but it is also help-
ing us rank. 

These are important. From 2003 to 
2008, we had a tax change, often re-
ferred to as the Bush tax cuts, that was 
going to be $317 billion over 10 years. If 
you looked at the models that were 
generated back there, it was supposed 
to actually cost society, cost the gov-
ernment money. But when we actually 
got to the end of that time, the end of 
the phaseout, it actually produced $77 
billion more than that tax cut actually 
cost. 

That is just in our recent memory, 
but I have a number of charts here that 
actually show over and over and over 
that, if the tax cut is actually put in 
the right place, we get economic 
growth and, therefore, additional rev-
enue from it. 

There are certain things out there 
that do not pay for themselves. That is 
why we have this whole discussion of 
how you find balance if you are work-
ing for fairness, if you are working for 
simplicity, but knowing we must have 
that economic growth if we are going 
to keep our promises here. This is just 
one more example. 

When you actually see something 
like this, this first one is as if we were 
actually to change depreciation tables, 
that function. It ends up taking about 
$308 billion out of GDP if we dynami-
cally score it. 

Each one of these tax policies costs 
$32 billion. That is actually the idea. 
This costs $32 billion to the taxpayers. 

So, if I came right now and said we 
need to raise $32 billion and we intend 
to do it in a change in the Tax Code, 
and then we go out there and say, all 
right, let’s change depreciation tables 
to business and we take in $32 billion of 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:10 Sep 29, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K28SE7.050 H28SEPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7627 September 28, 2017 
additional money, what did we just do 
to the economy? 

In a static score, it says, hey, you 
just got $32 billion. If you do a dynamic 
revenue estimate, which actually does 
have some macro effects in there, we 
actually just lost $38 billion, because 
business slowed down. 

But if you do the dynamic scoring of 
what it does over 10 years to the econ-
omy, that $32 billion of hopeful tax rev-
enue actually shrunk the U.S. economy 
by over $300 billion. When they build 
this model, they are using data going 
back to the 1950s. 

But we have an example on the other 
side. If you go to the far side, what if 
you were to disallow half of State and 
local taxes as a deduction? It turns out 
you would say that we are getting $32 
billion because that is what it is writ-
ten at. You end up bringing in about 
$29 billion, but you only shrink the 
economy by $19 billion. 

Policywise, staticwise, they both say 
$32 billion in new taxes, but they both 
have dramatically different effects on 
the economy. When we actually talk 
about the dynamic scoring, it is both 
actually on the tax-raising side as 
much as the tax-cutting side. 

The same sort of concept here, but 
what if we did it going the other direc-
tion? Actually, the same slide we just 
did, what does that mean in the per-
centage of GDP, if anyone is sort of 
thinking in that fashion. 

The first one, where we actually 
changed the depreciation tables, we 
took away of the ability of businesses— 
particularly, smaller business—to de-
preciate. It ends up shrinking the U.S. 
economy almost two points over those 
10 years. State and local taxes are ac-
tually less than, I think, 0.16 of a per-
cent of GDP over those 10 years. 

So when you actually hear the phrase 
‘‘tax cuts don’t pay for themselves,’’ 
or, ‘‘you don’t get the revenues ex-
pected,’’ that is actually true, except 
for properly designed and properly tar-
geted. 

This is actually the flip side of what 
we just did. Remember, we just did two 
boards that showed both the revenues 
and the actual percent of GDP we raise 
taxes. How about now if we do sort of 
the exact same thing but we do it as a 
tax cut? 

Once again, you are going to actually 
see—and I am sorry, I put additional 
notes to make it understandable—that 
not all tax cuts are the same. In this 
case, I am going from one end to the 
other side. 

So let’s say we go to the full end and 
we did full expensing. So instead of a 
depreciation table where, over the 7 
years, it is this piece of equipment, or 
10 years, whatever it may be, what if 
you could take the value of that al-
most immediately? In a dynamic 
model, it is adding a couple hundred 
billion dollars to the size of the econ-
omy. 

But if those same dollars, the same 
amount was spent on, let’s say, over 
here, we cut the bottom tax rate, that 

might be the appropriate thing to do 
for societal fairness. But we have to be 
cognizant, when we are calculating, 
what that means in GDP growth. You 
can see the blue here in the end, and 
the blue here is positive, but barely. 
That is over 10 years. 

This makes it hard because, so often, 
the very tax policies that are good for 
us in our reelections may not actually 
be best for what is good for society and 
its opportunity for jobs and economic 
growth. 

This is now sort of the exact same 
slide, but in the percentages and sort of 
understanding, when we doubled the 
child care tax credit or we lowered the 
individual brackets, maybe doubling 
the child care tax credit actually has 
an effect on birthrates. That would be 
terrific for society, and particularly for 
the future of our ability to pay into 
our entitlements, but if you are look-
ing for GDP expansion and economic 
growth, it is marginal. 

The expensing or the corporate tax 
cuts, when you see those on there, you 
actually see we have substantially 
more of what they call capital stock. 
That is the money that is used to buy 
new equipment to get more productive, 
to hire more people, to raise their sala-
ries, and for all of us to have more op-
portunity. 

I think we are going to make this our 
last one. This is the easiest one to sort 
of get our heads around, and it is the 
crispest of all. 

Say you are a fellow Member of Con-
gress and I come to you and say we 
have $70 billion, over 10 years, that we 
can plug into on the Tax Code, we have 
that much capacity. Where do we put it 
that is best for our society? 

The initial instinct is to have that 
discussion of, well, what if we were to 
cut the bottom Federal tax rate? It is 
wonderful for our hardworking broth-
ers and sisters who are at the lowest 
tier of income. It would be wonderfully 
fair. How about if we put that into ex-
panding the child care tax credit, ex-
panding that? How about if you put 
that money into expensing? 

If you get in front of an audience and 
we did an audience vote, what do you 
think we would get? 

The fact of the matter is, when you 
look at the models, what we have 
learned from the dynamic scoring, 
some may get almost no economic ex-
pansion. We may get economic fair-
ness, which is a laudable goal. But, ul-
timately, over the next decade, I need 
my brothers and sisters in this country 
to have more job opportunities, more 
ability to be employed, putting that 
money into expensing so we get more 
productive as a society in buying new 
plants and equipment and machinery 
to make us more productive so we can 
pay people more, so we have the ability 
to save for education, for their retire-
ments. That actually has over 5 per-
cent additional expansion of the size of 
our economy. 

These are the types of issues that 
those of us on the Ways and Means 

Committee have been struggling with 
over the last year and are going to 
struggle over the next month as we try 
to find that balance of what is sim-
plicity, what is fairness, but also what 
maximizes economic growth. 

Just as a couple of little last pieces 
here to sort of understand this. 

I am begging for those of us who are 
going to be in this sort of battle, de-
bate, that we do our best to sort of be 
intellectually honest about what we 
are talking about. 

A good example is the number of dol-
lars we are talking about right now in 
rewriting the Tax Code is, I think, 1 
percent or so of GDP, maybe less than 
that. The stimulus from several years 
ago was 7 percent of GDP. 

We have had some folks who are 
criticizing this over here and saying 
you intend to dynamically score that, 
but were almost giddy about spending 
and scoring actual spending over here 
that we learned later did not allocate 
well. 

There is a concept, if I had a dollar, 
where would it be spent best to grow 
society, if I gave it to you as an indi-
vidual, as a businessperson or an entre-
preneur, saying: Where would you put 
that? Would you try and take that dol-
lar and do something with it that 
grows the economy? 

Or we have the other side over here. 
When government spends it, we have 
this bad habit of spending money on 
things that are often politically driven 
and that don’t necessarily have the 
same type of economic expansionary 
effects. It is this thing called price the-
ory, where money gets allocated into 
society. Who is better at allocating 
that dollar? 

I will make you an argument that in-
dividuals in the market actually have a 
long history of doing it much 
healthier, much better. 

As we finish what we will call Dy-
namic Scoring 101, what did we learn? 

The scores are incredibly important 
in making decisions about how you al-
locate resources, both on raising taxes, 
lowering taxes. Where does it have the 
most impact? Where does it do the 
most damage? Where does it do the 
most good? 

Dynamic scoring is actually a rank-
ing mechanism, because the ultimate 
number, we are never going to have 
enough information to be perfect, but 
all we can do is take the information 
we have today and try to find a way to 
say, with today’s information, this use 
of these resources creates this much 
more opportunity in our society than 
spending the same dollars over here. 

So when we are going to get into this 
debate about what the dynamic scoring 
is providing those of us who are mak-
ing the policy, understand, it is some-
times more of choosing A over C, be-
cause A produces more expansion in 
our society, more opportunity, even 
though they cost the same, than some-
times looking at the dollar amounts. 

Often, as we saw on some of these 
boards here, the dollar amounts, if we 
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statically score it, are the same. They 
just have different effects. 

This is really, really important. So 
think of dynamic scoring as just that: 
it is the scorekeeping of how we all do 
this. 

For everyone that is actually inter-
ested in this, I will strongly encourage 
you to go to the Joint Committee on 
Taxation’s website. I believe they actu-
ally have a tab there that actually 
geeks out a little bit on what dynamic 
score is, particularly if you are an ac-
counting or quant major. You will love 
this stuff. 

Also, the Tax Foundation, which is 
nonpartisan. We have actually bor-
rowed lots of information from them. 
They actually have some really great 
examples of, when we, over the years, 
have made certain types of policy deci-
sions, what has been good for society 
and where we have actually missed and 
not gotten near the numbers that we 
have promised. 

Do understand that, when we take a 
look at what we did in 2003, the U.S. 
economy ended up being 4.6 percent 
larger by 2006. So, from 2003 to 2006, we 
actually were 4.6 percent larger—I 
know these are a little bit geeky—than 
the models back then provided for. 

b 1345 

It is not that the models were bad 
and evil. They just didn’t have all the 
data. But they still provided an oppor-
tunity for the policymakers, back in 
2003, to actually make their decisions. 

So I hope—actually, if anyone actu-
ally found this interesting, please write 
and tell us. If you are now bored out of 
your mind and we helped you sleep, 
please let us know. But the reality of it 
is, what is about to happen in the de-
bate over tax reform is going to have a 
lot of really technical, really com-
plicated debating points in it. 

As I learned yesterday, when we were 
rolling out some of the math, some of 
our brothers and sisters who des-
perately do not want us to have a win 
decided that zero was a tax hike. I just 
beg of everyone for at least on this 
issue, if we can sort of pull our par-
tisan rage away and just sort of focus 
on the working population of our soci-
ety and how we help and also how do 
we help for the future so my 2-year-old 
daughter, so your children, so my fam-
ily that may be heading towards retire-
ment, everyone has a fair chance. And 
that fair chance can only happen if we 
really start to grow this economy and 
start to grow it fairly dramatically. 

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

f 

RETURN OF STEVE SCALISE AND 
REPEALING OBAMACARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, this 
has been a day that answered a lot of 

our prayers seeing our good friend 
STEVE SCALISE here, and it brings to 
mind part of the story of that tragic 
morning that I haven’t heard told any-
where else. 

One of our Members, Georgia Con-
gressman BARRY LOUDERMILK, was 
there, and he was—the shooter started 
from behind the third base dugout and 
hit STEVE SCALISE right away. It was 
so deeply touching to hear STEVE’s 
words today. It is just rather emo-
tional seeing so many of our prayers 
answered, seeing STEVE return to the 
House. 

That morning, BARRY was saying 
that he was behind a little closet area, 
and as the shooter was moving toward 
the first base side continuing to shoot, 
Matt Mika had already been shot and 
was down, and BARRY realized that he 
had no place to go. He looked for places 
to run, and there was no place to run. 

The shooting had been going on for a 
while, perhaps 9 or 10 minutes at that 
point. Capitol Police Officer Griner was 
there. She and David Bailey, the other 
Capitol Police officer, were using their 
suburban for cover and shooting at the 
shooter—the hate-filled leftist who felt 
like it was a good idea to kill as many 
Republicans in Congress as he could. 

It was gratifying to hear that admis-
sion from our friend from Maryland, 
former majority leader HOYER, that it 
was hateful. He was full of hate. He was 
a leftist who had supported BERNIE 
SANDERS. It is not BERNIE’s SANDERS’ 
fault. You don’t hear Republicans 
blaming a party or a candidate that a 
hate-filled person supported, but he 
was going to kill people. He was doing 
what he could. 

BARRY had no place to go, and he was 
working his way to where he was 
about—BARRY was going to be in the 
open and could see there was no place 
to go, and he said a prayer. He saw that 
Officer Griner had been shot in the 
ankle, and she was trying to return fire 
but under tremendous amount of pain. 

Just when it looked hopeless, David 
Bailey stepped out, completely uncov-
ering himself. He had no cover at that 
point, and yelled twice: ‘‘Drop your 
weapon. Drop your weapon.’’ And as he 
said those words, the shooter fired 
twice at him. And as soon as he fin-
ished saying, ‘‘Drop your weapon’’ the 
second time, he fired twice and took 
the shooter down. Incredible courage. 

When I saw David Bailey out at the 
hospital a few days after the shooting, 
I said: ‘‘BARRY LOUDERMILK said that 
when it looked pretty hopeless for him, 
you stepped out from behind the subur-
ban completely uncovered, that you 
made yourself a target taking all the 
attention toward yourself. Did you do 
that?’’ 

And David Bailey, a hero in every 
sense of the word, with his normal cas-
ual way of speaking, just said: ‘‘It hit 
me all of a sudden. I had to make it 
him or me. I had to make it him or me. 
That is when I stepped out. And, fortu-
nately, it was him.’’ 

That kind of courage—when a shoot-
er is about to get to a position to take 

out a bunch of defenseless people, some 
lying on the ground in the dugout, if he 
had made it just a little further, there 
would have been a lot of people killed 
that day. 

Crystal Griner shooting as she could 
and David Bailey stepping away from 
any cover, and he just instinctively 
knew, ‘‘I have to make it him or me,’’ 
thank God and thank David Bailey he 
is still here today and the hate-filled 
shooter is not. 

So it was touch and go. The hate that 
filled this leftist shooter almost did in 
a couple of people who day. But by the 
grace of God, the great work of the 
doctors—but as the doctor said out 
there that night after the shooting, 
telling me, the President, Melania, and 
my staff member Andrew Keyes, it 
was—he said he would be on pins and 
needles that night because he just 
didn’t know. 

To see STEVE SCALISE, our dear 
friend, standing right here earlier 
today, is just an answer to prayer, and 
I can’t wait to cook ribs again for my 
friend STEVE SCALISE very soon. 

It is also a good day for America, de-
spite the House passing a bill that 
would have helped Americans by at 
least repealing part of ObamaCare, as 
we had promised, and despite the im-
mense suffering by millions around 
this country who actually became vic-
tims of the lie that if you like your in-
surance, you can keep it; if you like 
your doctor, you can keep him or her— 
well, it turns out those were lies when 
they were spoken, and the people who 
spoke them knew they were lies when 
they spoke them. It was discussed that 
that would not be the case, they 
wouldn’t be able to keep their insur-
ance, and people haven’t. 

It is a bit disingenuous when some of 
the alt-left media boasts that so many 
millions of people have gotten insur-
ance that didn’t have it, because there 
are an awful lot of people in my dis-
trict that had insurance and, because 
of ObamaCare, they lost it, and then 
they were put on Medicaid—not even 
Medicare, but Medicaid. So they lost 
their doctor, they lost the hospital 
that was no longer in the network for 
Medicaid that they had before. 
ObamaCare took their insurance. 

The people who have talked to me in 
east Texas and as I go around in other 
parts of the country, they were des-
perate. They have been desperate. They 
are still desperate. They say: Please, 
you got to give us some help. 

It is tragic when you have some mil-
lionaires in the Senate who can get 
whatever healthcare they want, turn-
ing a cold shoulder to those suffering 
around the country because the count-
less promises they made to repeal 
ObamaCare are being broken every day 
we are in session and the Senate does 
not pass at least some kind of repeal of 
ObamaCare. 

I mean, what kind of person promises 
over and over, ‘‘You elect me, I will re-
peal ObamaCare, I will get it re-
pealed,’’ knowing that there will be a 
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smug and proud vote against any effort 
to repeal, even partially repeal 
ObamaCare? 

You make promises like that know-
ing that, without those promises, you 
would not get elected. People count on 
your promises because they really are 
hurting, they need the medicine that 
they are not getting under the new 
Medicaid, they don’t have the doctor 
that was providing so much help under 
their insurance before ObamaCare took 
it away. And an almost cheerful break-
ing of those promises, it really is trag-
ic. It is simply tragic. 

It is really unfortunate that they 
don’t have the millions, like some Sen-
ators, to get whatever healthcare they 
want, that they make—they could suf-
fer less, perhaps be cured if Republican 
Senators all kept their promises. 

b 1400 

It is just tragic. But despite that, 
this has been a week where the House 
has done what we can under reconcili-
ation. We sent a bill to the Senate. 
They didn’t have to pass that bill, just 
something so that we could have a con-
ference bill to give Americans the help 
they needed. 

We have done what we can there, so 
we are taking up tax reform. And if we 
do the right thing by Americans, they 
will have more money in their pockets. 
If we pass the bill that has just been 
proposed—I don’t have all the details— 
the framework certainly looks like 
something we can really work with 
that will put a lot more money in mid-
dle class pockets. 

It is interesting. I hear some people, 
especially at the other end of the hall 
in the opposite party, opposing party, 
who make efforts to tax the poor in 
order to reward Republican rich 
friends. We saw back in 2008, there were 
apparently a whole lot more rich peo-
ple on Wall Street that supported 
Barack Obama than supported the un-
fortunate losing candidate of the Re-
publican Party that year. 

Yeah, the rich people on Wall Street, 
more of them supported Barack 
Obama. That kind of goes against what 
is thought to be conventional wisdom 
that the Republicans are rich and the 
Democrats are poor when the reports 
we have to file annually indicate that 
some of us came here without anything 
and we sacrificed virtually everything 
we had to run, to try to make a dif-
ference in this country, and we haven’t 
become rich by being here; whereas, 
there are an awful lot of millionaire 
Democrats here in the House and in the 
Senate. 

But if you look at what has been pro-
posed, the lowest tax rate in America 
right now is 10 percent. And it appears, 
we are told, it should be everybody 
paying 10 percent right now should end 
up paying no tax. Well, personally, I 
would rather see us have everybody 
pay something in the way of income 
tax, pay something, the lowest rate 
possible—whether it is 6, 7, or 8 per-
cent, maybe 7 percent, something—so 

that every single American pays an in-
come tax so they understand how im-
portant it is to have a frugal govern-
ment and not just constantly be hand-
ing out welfare, especially in cases that 
involve fraud. 

I had a lady that was telling me 
there in Tyler, Texas, that she used to, 
every spring, work for H&R Block in 
helping people prepare their tax re-
turns. She said she finally had to give 
it up. People would come in and they 
wouldn’t have Social Security num-
bers. They would have tax ID numbers. 

Now, why would they have tax ID 
numbers? Well, even though the law 
says that you are not supposed to be 
filing tax returns because you are not 
supposed to be working if you don’t 
have a Social Security number, the 
IRS assumed—and we know what that 
means, they assumed—that, gee, if we 
give people a tax ID number, then they 
will pay income tax, and that will 
bring in more money to the coffers. 

But, according to this lady, the rea-
son she couldn’t do it anymore was she 
was becoming a nervous wreck because 
so many people were coming in with 
tax identification numbers, not Social 
Security numbers, and they would have 
a list of things that they would want 
her to put in their tax return. And they 
always had, she said, a number of chil-
dren listed that they wanted to claim 
that would ensure that they got more 
money back from an earned income tax 
credit than they even paid in. 

Since she was a senior citizen on a 
fixed income, the little extra help that 
she made helping people prepare tax re-
turns, she gave it up. It was driving her 
a bit crazy to help people get back 
more money than they paid in over and 
over and over again when she under-
stood the law. That is not supposed to 
be what happened. 

So a lot of people say, hey, folks that 
are illegally in the country—and we 
are not talking about any particular 
place, just people illegally here from 
wherever they are—when they file a 
tax return and get more back than 
they paid in, then that is not quite as 
some represent, oh, gee, they pay so 
much money in income tax, they are 
good for the country. 

Well, we know an awful lot of hard 
workers who we have seen—illegal 
aliens. I hear contractors say: I found 
out one of my best workers is not here 
legally. 

But it brings us back to the point: 
Why are such hardworking people espe-
cially coming from south of the border 
into the United States? Well, obvi-
ously, for those type of folks—they 
came in and they are hardworking— 
they came to get jobs. 

But that begs the question: Why are 
they having to come to the United 
States to get jobs? They are hard-
working. Why wouldn’t they find jobs 
in Mexico or El Salvador or Guate-
mala? Why wouldn’t they find jobs in 
these other Central American coun-
tries or Mexico? The answer is obvi-
ously very clear: it is because of all of 
the corruption. 

Even though I understand the Presi-
dent of Mexico recently claimed there 
were no drug cartel murders going on 
at the very time when there were an 
enormous number that happened with-
in the few days of him saying that, we 
know there is murder, there is corrup-
tion, and it is from the drug cartels. 

And the gangs and the coyotes that 
bring people into the United States il-
legally, they answer to the drug car-
tels. It is the Border Patrol that told 
me over and over, every inch of the 
U.S.-Mexico border is spoken for by 
some drug cartel; and if you cross into 
the United States without paying an 
appropriate price or dues to that drug 
cartel, then you are not going to last 
very long because they feel they have 
to make an example of you. 

I saw one estimate of $70 billion or 
$80 billion, somewhere around there, 
estimated to have gone from the 
United States into Mexico, to the drug 
cartels, for illegal drugs. Well, if we 
build a wall where it is appropriate and 
we totally secure our border 100 per-
cent, then that $70 billion, $80 billion 
that is used for the drug cartels in 
their corruption of the Mexican cities 
and federal government and state gov-
ernment, that dries up to nothing. And 
if we could help dry up the $70 billion 
to $80 billion to $70,000 or $80,000 for il-
legal drugs, then, finally, we would 
help Mexico—as the best neighbor Mex-
ico could ever dream of having—to be-
come one of the very top economies in 
the world. 

They ought to be one of the top 10 
economies now, maybe top 5. All the 
massive natural resources that Mexico 
has, they are actually in a better loca-
tion for trade than the United States. 
They are between two continents, 
North and South America. They are be-
tween two oceans like we are, the Pa-
cific and the Atlantic, with, of course, 
the Gulf of Mexico in between. They 
ought to be a top 10 economy, but they 
are not because of corruption from the 
drug money that illegally crosses the 
U.S. border into Mexico. We cut that 
off. 

And then you have all these hard-
working people who just want to help 
their families. They don’t want to have 
to flee the country they love to find a 
job. The jobs would be abounding all 
over Mexico. Isn’t that what a friendly, 
caring neighbor would do for a neigh-
bor? Shouldn’t we want to help Mexico 
stop the corruption? Of course. 

And any Mexican-elected official who 
says that there is no corruption, that 
there is no drug cartel influence, or 
that there is nobody being killed by 
the drug cartels, well, a statement by a 
Mexican-elected official that those 
things are not going on is an indication 
that that elected official is either com-
pletely ignorant of what is going on in 
his or her country or they are, as one 
would suspect, under the finger of the 
drug cartels themselves. 

So I am hopeful we are going to be 
able to get a wall where we need it. 
President Trump and Attorney General 
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Sessions are both doing everything 
they can to help secure the border. We 
need a Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity, and I am sure that will be coming 
quickly. The Democrats will probably 
try to block whoever it is for as long as 
they can, but we need a Secretary of 
Homeland Security; and we need our 
border secured not merely to help us, 
but as being the best possible thing we 
could do as a caring neighbor of Mex-
ico. 

Our Republican Conference we had in 
the House yesterday seemed very pro-
ductive. We had a good discussion 
about the proposed tax reform, and, as 
I was mentioning earlier, you will have 
people who have been paying 10 percent 
will go to paying nothing. Some that 
are paying much higher taxes will be 
cut down to 12 percent, and brackets 
indicating that there is going to be an 
awful lot more money in the pockets of 
people who are working, that will be 
fantastic, because when we leave more 
money in the pockets of those who 
have actually earned it, it gets the 
economy going. 

People, whom I have immense re-
spect for, like Dr. Arthur Laffer, Ste-
phen Moore, Larry Kudlow, it is very 
clear to them, when they run the num-
bers, we could never adequately tax our 
way out of bankruptcy the direction we 
are headed. We couldn’t. We cannot tax 
enough. If you put on too much tax, 
then people quit working. 

But the way to make Social Security 
solvent and to make Medicare solvent 
is if we get the economy growing not at 
the 1.8 percent—I believe that was the 
average for the Obama administra-
tion—but for the good of everybody. 
People keep the money in their pock-
ets. That allows them to spend it, and 
it causes the economy to grow. 

I know, during the Obama adminis-
tration, they saw 3 percent growth in 
the economy as just being virtually im-
possible; and I can understand, because 
their idea was tax, tax, tax, and that 
kills an economy. Whereas, if you 
allow people to have more of their own 
money, they spend more of their 
money. That allows more jobs to be 
created, and there are more people pay-
ing taxes. They begin making more, so 
they are paying higher taxes, even 
though it is at a lower rate. That helps 
stimulate the economy. 

b 1415 
I was really hoping that President 

Trump’s number of 15 percent cor-
porate tax would work out to be our 
number for corporate tax. I was hoping 
that would be for regular C corpora-
tions, as well as a pass-through sub-
chapter S corporation, because Presi-
dent Trump and I and others know that 
if it is a 15 percent corporate tax, then 
we would get back most of the manu-
facturing jobs, which fled America be-
cause of our massive 35 percent tax. 
Actually, by the time you add in all 
the others, it is well over 40 to 50 per-
cent tax on corporations. 

The reason some of us say the cor-
porate tax is one of the most insidious 

taxes there is is because the govern-
ment defrauds Americans into thinking 
they are not paying the corporate tax. 
These evil, rich corporations are pay-
ing those taxes. They are saying: ‘‘We 
are not paying them. Make the evil 
corporations.’’ Whereas, anybody that 
is going to really be honest about it 
would have to say: ‘‘Well, the truth is, 
yeah, it is actually a pass-through 
from the customer, because if the cor-
poration doesn’t pass on that massive 
tax they are paying, they go out of 
business.’’ 

So it is actually an additional tax on 
the little guy. So the middle class, 
lower-income folks are paying the big 
corporate tax. It is not the wealthy. It 
is the customers that are paying all 
that extra corporate tax. 

So if you got the tax rate for cor-
porations down to 15 percent, those 
companies start coming back, the man-
ufacturing jobs come back. 

As I mentioned to the President one 
time: ‘‘Mr. President, you understand 
it because of your great business acu-
men, and I understand it from studying 
history, but any major nation that can-
not manufacture what they need in a 
time of war will not be a major nation 
after the next war.’’ 

The President wants those jobs back. 
It is not 15 percent being proposed. It is 
20 percent. But that will bring back 
jobs. Not as many as if we had a 15 per-
cent corporate tax, but it will bring 
back jobs. 

I know there are those who say: Oh, 
we have evolved in America. We are 
more of a service economy. We don’t 
want to be a manufacturing economy 
with those dirty jobs. 

Yes, we do. We need to have those 
manufacturing jobs. Those are good 
jobs. We have requirements that you 
have to be concerned about the health 
of Americans. And by doing that, we 
bring back the jobs, we help our econ-
omy, and we actually save Social Secu-
rity and Medicare. 

I see my friend, Dr. HARRIS, is here. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
f 

TAX REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2017, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HARRIS) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Texas is absolutely right. 
An important thing happened this 
week. We announced that the Amer-
ican public is going to get a tax cut. 

As I go around my district, as I am 
sure Members when they go around 
their districts, one thing they rarely 
hear is: You know, Washington spends 
their money very efficiently. They do 
everything just right. So why don’t you 
tax me a little bit more? 

We don’t hear that. 
What we hear is that hardworking 

Americans want to keep more of their 
paycheck. They look at what the Fed-

eral Government takes out of their 
paycheck. They don’t think they are 
getting their money’s worth. Honestly, 
Mr. Speaker, once you are around here 
a while, you realize they are probably 
not getting their money’s worth. 

So what we are going to do is we are 
going to follow the President’s lead. 
The President has said that what he 
wants is a tax reform bill that cuts 
taxes in America so that businesses 
come back to America, that our job 
creators get tax relief, and that hard-
working middle class American fami-
lies can keep more of their paychecks. 
And that is exactly what the tax re-
form outline has laid out for the Amer-
ican public this week. 

Now, from the naysayers, you will 
hear the same old lines: tax cuts for 
the rich, blah, blah, blah. 

The bottom line is that we are going 
to relieve the tax burden on American 
businesses that will bring jobs back to 
this country. 

Mr. Speaker, if you look over the 
past 35 years of what has happened, 
from 1980 to 2015, the corporate tax 
rates, back in 1980, the top line of this 
graph is the U.S. tax rate, marginal 
corporate tax rate, which was around 
50 percent at the time. It was just 
about the same as what the worldwide 
average was. 

In the 1980s, the last time we had 
major tax reform under the leadership 
of President Reagan, we dropped the 
corporate tax rate to under 40 percent, 
and at that time, it was right in the 
middle of where the corporate taxes 
were worldwide. So the companies had 
no advantage to take their businesses 
and move it overseas in order to save 
taxes. 

But something very interested hap-
pened. If you look at the top line here, 
since then, our corporate tax rate has 
stayed at right about 40 percent. It is 
now 39.6 when you add in both the Fed-
eral taxes and the State corporate 
taxes, but the worldwide averages have 
fallen. 

Mr. Speaker, other countries around 
the world have figured out that busi-
nesses will go to countries and they 
will create jobs in those areas where 
the taxes are lower. 

So what has happened? 
So if you look at what the corporate 

taxes look like now and what the cor-
porate tax rates are around the world, 
these are the 35 leading nations, our 
competitors in the world. The United 
States now has the highest corporate 
tax rate at 38.9 percent combined. 
Again, the Federal plus the State tax 
rate. France and Belgium, 34 percent. 
Germany, 30 percent. 

But if you look at where we are los-
ing our business to, it turns out that 
very small countries like Ireland, way 
down at the bottom, years ago lowered 
their corporate tax rate to 121⁄2 percent. 

And what happened? 
We moved businesses to Ireland. 
When I worked in the operating 

room—and still do a few days a year— 
I would pick up what is called an endo-
tracheal tube. It is a tube we use when 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:10 Sep 29, 2017 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00040 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K28SE7.056 H28SEPT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7631 September 28, 2017 
we breathe for a patient. It goes into 
their windpipe and they breathe 
through it. I would pick it up—and this 
happened 15 years ago—look at it and 
say: ‘‘Wait a minute. This is made in 
Ireland. How in the world are medical 
items like this made in Ireland?’’ And 
I would look at other items in the oper-
ating room, and they were made in Ire-
land. 

I didn’t know at the time that the 
reason was that Ireland lowered its 
corporate tax rate, and literally many 
things that used to be made in the 
United States, like those endotracheal 
tubes, like other medical devices, were 
now made in Ireland; not by Ameri-
cans, but by people in Ireland. We lost 
those jobs over there, and it was as a 
result of our corporate tax rate. 

So our other competitors, you know, 
we look at car manufacturers, Korea, 
24 percent corporate tax rate. Again, 
ours is at 38.9 percent. We look at other 
places around the world. The United 
Kingdom, Britain, one of our largest 
trading partners and one that certainly 
competes with us for businesses, 
whether it is the pharmaceutical indus-
try or whether it is other businesses, 
they are at 19 percent. We are at 38.9 
percent. 

So what does this tax plan do? 
This tax plan says that for those cor-

porations that are moving businesses 
around the world based on a tax rate, 
we can’t have the highest tax rate in 
the world, because what we have seen 
is the emptying of American manufac-
turing to places around the world 
where the tax rate is lower. 

Mr. Speaker, I would offer that if you 
or I invented something today and we 
looked to manufacture it somewhere, 
where would we go? Would we stay in 
the United States with a 38.9 percent 
combined corporate tax rate? Or would 
we go to Ireland, where it is 121⁄2 per-
cent, where, for every item we make, 
our company can make more money, 
invest that back in the company and 
take profits from it? 

Of course we would go to Ireland. 
So what do we have to do? 
We have to address that. The Presi-

dent has said this is one of his top pri-
orities, because this will bring back the 
jobs that have bled from the United 
States. 

When we looked at what is called a 
corporate inversion, where a company 
looks to buy an American company, 
move its headquarters overseas, it is 
doing it for tax purposes. 

Why should that happen? Why 
shouldn’t we be attracting these com-
panies to the United States? How do we 
do it? 

We do it by lowering the corporate 
tax rate. The plan, the outline that we 
have put forward to the American peo-
ple this week lowers the corporate tax 
rate to 20 percent. Again, from 35 per-
cent, which is the Federal rate, to 20 
percent. It lowers it to the lowest 
among our competitive countries. Now, 
not as low as I would like to see it go, 
not as low as the President would like 

to see it go. The President thinks we 
need to be way down at the bottom of 
that chart. That is how we need to at-
tract businesses back. 

Mr. Speaker, to be honest, if we 
lower the tax rate just to be competi-
tive, we are not competitive anymore. 
Companies will bring their business 
back to the United States for the rea-
sons that a lot of businesses originally 
were in the United States: we have a 
highly trained workforce, we have the 
rule of law, we have a lot of benefits for 
businesses to do business here. 

Now, if Congress agrees, if we can 
come up with this reform plan, we are 
going to be seeing businesses fighting 
each other to come back into the 
United States because they realize this 
is the place they can do business best. 

Mr. Speaker, only a minority of jobs 
are actually produced by those large 
corporations, what we call C corpora-
tions, the ones that paid the ‘‘cor-
porate income tax.’’ 

So the President said he also wanted 
to emphasize that what we need to do 
is lower the tax rate on our small busi-
nesses because, as you know, almost 
two-thirds of the jobs created in this 
country are created by small busi-
nesses. 

So the Unified Tax Reform Frame-
work, our tax plan, limits the max-
imum tax rate for small and family- 
owned businesses to 25 percent. Mr. 
Speaker, today that tax rate is 39.6 per-
cent. Again, this will allow these small 
businesses and our family-owned busi-
nesses to take the money, invest it; 
and then when their businesses make 
money, when they hire workers and 
they make money, they are allowed to 
keep more to put back in those busi-
nesses, to hire more workers. This is 
how we get our economy going again. 

If you talk to, again, these small 
businesses and these family-owned 
businesses, or the larger businesses, 
there are two things that these busi-
nesses say they need in order to suc-
ceed. One is they need a regulatory en-
vironment that is reasonable. 

Mr. Speaker, the last administration 
was strangling American businesses 
through overregulation. So the first 
thing the President did when he came 
into office, to his credit, is say: We 
have to have only reasonable regula-
tions. We can’t overregulate our busi-
nesses. We are stifling them. 

Mr. Speaker, it is amazing that over 
the past 100 years, the average growth 
in what we call the GDP—the gross do-
mestic product—in the United States, 
the average growth in GDP is 3.3 per-
cent over 100 years. 

Now, over the last administration, of 
course, you know it has the dubious 
honor of being the first administration 
where there was never a year of 3 per-
cent growth. In fact, the average 
growth was under 2 percent. The mood 
was so bad in American business and 
the American business climate that the 
economists who would predict how the 
economy was going to operate have ac-
tually lowered their expectations of 

GDP growth to under 2 percent per 
year for the near future. That is not 
the America we know. 

The America we know leads the 
world. When we see 6, 7, and 8 percent 
growth in China, why would we be sat-
isfied with under 2 percent growth? 

There is no need to be satisfied with 
that. 

So we have to go to, again, our small 
businesses and our other businesses 
and ask them: What do you need to 
grow and produce jobs, to bring jobs 
back to this country, to put Americans 
back to work? 

And the answer is: One, relieve us of 
the regulatory burden. 

And from day one, that is what the 
President has done. 

b 1430 

But there is another thing they say. 
We need relief from our tax rate. 
Again, the tax rate was the highest in 
the industrialized world. Our tax rate, 
the highest in the industrialized world. 
Our tax rate on small businesses was 
even higher. 39.6 percent was the high-
est marginal rate. That is not an envi-
ronment where businesses thrive. 

The President is taking care, to a 
large extent, of relieving the regu-
latory burden, the over-regulatory bur-
den, that exists for American busi-
nesses. 

Now Congress needs to turn its atten-
tion to the second leg on that stool, 
which is the tax problems. So the re-
form framework does that, and it does 
it exactly the right way. It says we 
agree with the President. 

Americans are waiting for these jobs 
to come back. They don’t want to see 
the back end of the moving van leaving 
American companies and bringing 
them overseas anymore. They don’t 
like that. I can’t blame them. There is 
no reason why more things can’t be 
made here, more businesses can’t 
thrive here. 

So we need to take those steps, but 
that is only one part of this plan. The 
President said the other thing we need 
to do is return more dollars into the 
pockets of hardworking middle class 
taxpayers. That is exactly what this 
plan does. It does it by simplifying the 
Tax Code, by doubling the standard de-
duction and lowering all the rates. 

The naysayers will say: Well, you 
know, if you lower the rates, you are 
going to increase our debt and our def-
icit. In fact, if you turn on the TV 
right now, that is what all the talking 
heads are complaining about. How 
could those Republicans suggest a plan 
that will increase our deficit? 

Well, Mr. Speaker, if you ask some 
people over at the Congressional Budg-
et Office what happens to revenues if 
you increase the tax rate to 200 percent 
of income, they will say: Oh, it goes up 
200 percent. 

Well, that is ridiculous. At some 
point, overtaxation suppresses eco-
nomic activity, and revenues go down. 

Conversely, both with the tax cuts 
under President Kennedy in the 1960s 
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and the tax cuts with President Reagan 
in the 1980s, what we saw when we low-
ered rates was, in fact, the rejuvena-
tion of the American economy, a stim-
ulation of our GDP, a stimulation of 
our economy, leading to, in fact, in-
creased revenue in both of those in-
stances. 

But in both of those instances, the 
naysayers said: You can’t do this. If 
you are going to cut your taxes, your 
deficits will go up. That just plain 
doesn’t happen. 

So, yes, if you assume, all else being 
equal, that if we lower tax rates that 
revenue will go down, that would be 
true. But we know what happens when 
the American people feel the economy 
is going well, when they are fully em-
ployed, when we bring good-paying jobs 
back to this country and we lower the 
tax burden directly on hardworking 
middle class Americans. We know what 
happens. The economy grows. 

With more money in their pockets, 
people make the decision to buy a car, 
to buy a house, to buy the new washing 
machine, to spend money on things 
that they have been afraid to spend 
money on because of the stagnant 
economy over the past 8 years. 

We will unleash growth like we 
haven’t seen since the 1980s, when, in 
response to the Reagan tax cuts, we 
had GDP growth not of 3 percent, not 
of 4 percent, but of 5 and 6 percent 
after that tax cut. So, in fact, tax cuts 
stimulate the economy, which lifts all 
boats, and it increases revenues. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we have to tackle 
this challenge. 

Now, we know there are a lot of spe-
cial interests there because, when you 
simplify the Tax Code, what happens? 
All the lobbyists come knocking on our 
doors, and they want to maintain their 
little piece of this Tax Code. 

And the Tax Code runs to thousands 
and thousands of pages. Very knowl-
edgeable people can’t even fill out their 
tax returns anymore, they are so com-
plicated. Or they are worried they 
filled it out wrong. 

Or, Mr. Speaker, the best thing—or 
the worst thing—the funniest thing 
that I hear is that, if you have a tax 
question and you can’t figure out ex-
actly how to do it and you call the IRS, 
if you call two or three times, you are 
likely to get two or three different an-
swers about how to fill out that form 
and how much tax you have to pay. 

Well, when you get to that situation, 
you have gone way too far, and, Mr. 
Speaker, that is where we are. We are 
at that situation that a reasonable 
American can’t even fill out their own 
taxes it has become so complicated. 

So, as part of this framework, if we 
can simplify it the way this framework 
says, 90 percent of Americans will lit-
erally be able to fill out their taxes on 
something the size of a postcard. That 
is what we need to get back to, that 
kind of simplification. 

But again, the road won’t be easy be-
cause we will have all the special inter-
ests here in this town, and we know 

there are a lot of them. We will have 
all of those special interests knocking 
on our doors, saying: Please preserve 
our little carve-out. 

But every little carve-out makes the 
Tax Code more complicated. Every 
complication means that hardworking 
Americans don’t get to keep as much 
in their pockets, and that is what we 
have to solve. We have to solve this 
problem. It has been getting worse 
now. 

Again, the last time we dealt with 
the Tax Code in a comprehensive way 
was 30 years ago. To its credit, at the 
time, we reduced rates, we stimulated 
the economy, but we really didn’t sim-
plify the Tax Code as much as we 
would like to at this point. 

So it is going to be hard, it is going 
to take months, and it is going to take 
a lot of people looking past the 
naysayers, past the people who say this 
can’t be done, past the people who say 
the sky is falling, because we have 
heard this all before. 

I am old enough to have heard it in 
the 1980s. That is when I started work-
ing. That is when I started bringing 
home a paycheck. That is the time 
when I started realizing what Federal 
taxation was. 

I always tell the story of my oldest 
daughter, who trained to become a 
nurse, and she went and got hired. The 
first time she brought her paycheck—a 
real paycheck, a full-time job paycheck 
from the hospital—home, she said: Dad, 
what is going on here? I thought I was 
making this amount of money, and this 
is the amount I bring home. 

We all know what happened. You saw 
all those lines: The Federal tax taken 
out; the State tax taken out; the local 
tax taken out; the Social Security tax 
taken out; the Medicare. You saw all 
the taxes that were taken out. 

So what we have to do is we have to 
simplify the Code, bring those tax rates 
down, put more of that money in the 
pockets of hardworking middle class 
Americans. We owe them that. Part of 
that is simplifying that Tax Code. Now, 
once we do this and we stimulate the 
economy, we get the economy going 
again, our deficits will come down. 

Look, we have to control spending. 
There is no question about it. Spending 
in this town is out of control. There is 
no question about it. Our deficit will 
exceed $700 billion a year. 

To put that in perspective, that is 20 
times the size of my State’s entire 
budget, and that is the amount that we 
are going to borrow this year. 

When people say that we need money 
for this and we need money for that, 
every time we ask that question, you 
know, can we afford it, we have to ask: 
Can we afford passing this debt on to 
future generations? 

I have five children, now, six grand-
children. My children will never pay off 
this debt. Those listening at home, if 
they don’t believe me, go and look at 
the Federal Budget website and look at 
the projection of Federal debt. It never 
goes to zero. It never, ever goes to 

zero—ever—not in my children’s lives, 
not in my grandchildren’s lives, not in 
my great-grandchildren’s lives. That is 
just not the way we ought to run a gov-
ernment. 

So once we tackle this tax reform, 
once we get our economy booming 
again with businesses vying to come 
into this country—not to go to some 
other country, but to come into Amer-
ica to do business—then we have to 
turn our attention to securing the fu-
ture for future generations, to making 
certain that our Social Security sys-
tem, which our seniors depend on, will 
not only be here for the seniors now, 
but for when my children and grand-
children reach their old age; that the 
Medicare system, which is scheduled 
now to be bankrupt in 10 years, that 
the Medicare system that our seniors 
depend on will not be there just for my 
generation, not just for my children’s 
generation, but for my grandchildren. 

We have to make sure that this coun-
try remains the strongest, most power-
ful country on Earth, a force for good 
and freedom throughout the world. We 
have to restore our defense budget. 
This President, to his credit, has called 
for that. 

But as we restore our defense budget, 
we do have to redefine our spending 
priorities, because we don’t—or, I 
guess, maybe we do, print money here, 
but it is not the right thing to do. We 
shouldn’t be borrowing from future 
generations to take care of these prior-
ities. 

We have to get our economy going, 
make sure our revenues increase, and 
then turn our attention to making sure 
those revenues are spent wisely and 
that we define the future for our chil-
dren and grandchildren, a future that 
they can be proud of in a country that 
remains, as Majority Whip SCALISE 
said on this floor today, standing at 
this podium, a country that the world 
can look toward for leadership, the 
country that, for now over a century, 
the world has looked toward for leader-
ship to be the beacon of freedom, to be 
what President Reagan called the 
‘‘shining city on the hill.’’ Mr. Speak-
er, we do that by restoring the health 
of our economy. 

We took a big step toward that this 
week with our tax reform framework. 
We are setting the country up for an 
economic rejuvenation, for a restora-
tion, for those companies that have 
gone overseas to come back home. Let 
our great American workers make 
their products. Come back home to the 
greatest country this world has ever 
known. 

Mr. Speaker, that was a big step, but 
it is only the first step. We have weeks 
and months of work to get that done, a 
big job, an important job, but the first 
step was taken this week. 

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

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
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declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 42 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1600 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HARRIS) at 4 p.m. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 28, 2017. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
September 28, 2017, at 3:07 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 3823. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

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

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 
3823) 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 expendi-
ture authority of the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, to provide disaster 
tax relief, and for other purposes, with 
the Senate amendment thereto, and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

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

Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment: 
Strike title IV. 

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

There was no objection. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT FROM THURSDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 28, 2017, TO MONDAY, 
OCTOBER 2, 2017 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that when 
the House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday, October 2, 2017, when 
it shall convene at noon for morning- 
hour debate and 2 p.m. for legislative 
business. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 3819. An act 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. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

S. 327. An act to direct the Securities and 
Exchange Commission to provide a safe har-
bor related to certain investment fund re-
search reports, and for other purposes. 

S. 1141. An act to ensure that the United 
States promotes the meaningful participa-
tion of women in mediation and negotiation 
processes seeking to prevent, mitigate, or re-
solve violent conflict. 

S. 1866. An act to provide the Secretary of 
Education with waiver authority for the re-
allocation rules and authority to extend the 
deadline by which funds have to be reallo-
cated in the campus-based aid programs 
under the Higher Education Act of 1965 due 
to Hurricane Harvey, Hurricane Irma, and 
Hurricane Maria, to provide equitable serv-
ices to children and teachers in private 
schools, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 2 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until Monday, October 2, 2017, 
at noon for morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

2694. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Agricultural Marketing Service, Spe-
cialty Crops Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim rule — Apricots Grown in Designated 
Counties in Washington; Decreased Assess-
ment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-17-0033; SC17- 
922-1 IR] received September 22, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

2695. A letter from the Chairwoman, Nu-
clear Weapons Council, Department of De-
fense and Department of Energy, transmit-
ting a certification that the amounts re-
quested for the National Nuclear Security 
Administration in the President’s budget for 
Fiscal Year 2018 meet nuclear stockpile and 
stockpile stewardship program require-
ments, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 179(f)(1); Public 
Law 99-661, Sec. 3137(a)(1) (as amended by 
Public Law 112-239, Sec. 1039); (126 Stat. 1927); 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

2696. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, Regulatory Affairs Division, Office 
of the General Counsel, Consumer Product 
Safety Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Protection of Human 
Subjects received September 27, 2017, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

2697. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information 
Administration, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Repeal of Regulations Governing the Public 
Telecommunications Facilities Program 
[Docket No.: 170627596-7803-02] (RIN: 0660- 
AA34) 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 
Energy and Commerce. 

2698. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Listing of Color Additives Exempt From Cer-
tification; Spirulina Extract; Confirmation 
of Effective Date [Docket No.: FDA-2016-C- 
2570] received September 27, 2017, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

2699. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
NUREG — Final Safety Evaluation of Tech-
nical Specifications Task Force Traveler 
TSTF-546, Revision 0, ‘‘Revise APRM Chan-
nel Adjustment Surveillance Requirement’’ 
received September 25, 2017, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

2700. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
Regulatory Issue Summary — 2017-06 NRC 
Policy on Use of Combination Dosimetry De-
vices During Industrial Radiographic Oper-
ations received September 25, 2017, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

2701. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Removal of Certain Entities from the Entity 
List; and Revisions of Entries on the Entity 
List [Docket No.: 170622586-7586-01] (RIN: 
0694-AH41) received September 27, 2017, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2702. A letter from the Executive Analyst 
(Political), Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a notification 
of a federal vacancy, designation of acting 
officer, nomination, action on nomination, 
and discontinuation of service in acting role, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105- 
277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

2703. A letter from the Executive Analyst 
(Political), Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting two (2) notifi-
cations of a federal vacancy, designation of 
acting officer, nomination, and discontinu-
ation of service in acting role, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 
Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

2704. A letter from the Executive Analyst 
(Political), Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting two (2) notifi-
cations of a designation of acting officer, 
nomination, action on nomination, and dis-
continuation of service in acting role, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 
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151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

2705. A letter from the Executive Analyst 
(Political), Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting a notification 
of designation of acting officer, nomination, 
action on nomination, and discontinuation 
of service in acting role, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 
2681-614); to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

2706. A letter from the Acting Chief Pri-
vacy and Civil Liberties Officer, Department 
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Privacy Act of 1974; Implemen-
tation [CPCLO Order No.: 008-2017] 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 the Judici-
ary. 

2707. A letter from the Acting General 
Council, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Annual Report on Dis-
ability-Related Air Travel Complaints re-
ceived During Calendar Year 2016, pursuant 
to 49 U.S.C. Sec. 41705(c)(3); Public Law 103- 
272, Sec. 41705(c)(3) (as added by Public Law 
106-181, Sec. 707(a)(3)); (114 Stat. 158); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2708. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Marine 
Event held in the Captain of the Port Long 
Island Sound Zone [Docket No.: USCG-2017- 
0716] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 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 Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2709. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; Village 
of Sodus Point Fireworks; Lake Ontario, 
Sodus Point, NY [Docket No.: USCG-2017- 
0718] (RIN: 1625-AA00) 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 Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

2710. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Embraer S.A. Airplanes [Docket No.: 
FAA-2014-0008; Product Identifier 2013-NM- 
076-AD; Amendment 39-18985; AD 2017-16-08] 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received September 22, 2017, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

2711. A letter from the Chief, Trade and 
Commercial Regulations Branch, U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Extension of Import 
Restrictions on Archaeological and Ecclesi-
astical Ethnological Materials from Guate-
mala [CBP Dec. 17-14] (RIN: 1515-AE33) re-
ceived September 25, 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. 

2712. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s IRB only 
rule — Pilot Program for Section 355 PLR 
Procedures (Rev. Proc. 2017-52) received Sep-
tember 27, 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. 

2713. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of De-
fense, transmitting additional legislative 

proposals that the Department of Defense re-
quests be enacted during the first session of 
the 115th Congress; jointly to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services and Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. House Resolution 488. Resolution of 
inquiry requesting the President and direct-
ing the Attorney General to transmit, re-
spectively, certain documents to the House 
of Representatives relating to the removal of 
former Federal Bureau of Investigation Di-
rector James Comey; with an amendment 
(Rept. 115–335); adversely. Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 1107. A bill to promote 
conservation, improve public land manage-
ment, and provide for sensible development 
in Pershing County, Nevada, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 115–336). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. MCHENRY (for himself and Mr. 
BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 3860. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to require Internet-based, 
real-time responses to requests to verify tax-
payer income for legitimate business pur-
poses, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUFFY (for himself and Mr. 
HECK): 

H.R. 3861. A bill to reform the Federal In-
surance Office of the Department of the 
Treasury, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself, 
Mr. STEWART, and Mr. BEN RAY 
LUJÁN of New Mexico): 

H.R. 3862. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to extend funding for the 
National Health Service Corps program; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. HARTZLER (for herself, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mrs. NOEM, and Ms. 
BORDALLO): 

H.R. 3863. A bill to amend the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 to include sex 
trafficking victims in the transitional hous-
ing assistance grant program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. PEARCE (for himself, Ms. 
MOORE, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. 
NOLAN, Ms. GABBARD, Ms. HANABUSA, 
Mr. HECK, Mr. COLE, and Ms. MCCOL-
LUM): 

H.R. 3864. A bill to reauthorize the Native 
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. CAS-

TRO of Texas, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. CORREA, Mr. COSTA, Ms. 
ESHOO, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. 
KHANNA, Ms. LEE, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Ms. ROSEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
SHERMAN, Ms. TITUS, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
VARGAS, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, 
Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Ms. CLARKE 
of New York, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY): 

H.R. 3865. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to deem certain service in the 
organized military forces of the Government 
of the Commonwealth of the Philippines and 
the Philippine Scouts to have been active 
service for purposes of benefits under pro-
grams administered by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas (for him-
self and Mr. COOK): 

H.R. 3866. A bill to amend the Federal 
Credit Union Act to exclude extensions of 
credit made to veterans from the definition 
of a member business loan; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MULLIN (for himself, Mr. 
HOLDING, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, and Ms. 
SÁNCHEZ): 

H.R. 3867. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to create care manage-
ment demonstration programs for chronic 
kidney disease under the Medicare program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BUDD: 
H.R. 3868. A bill to establish a bug bounty 

pilot program within the Department of the 
Treasury, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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. BYRNE: 
H.R. 3869. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-

cation Act of 1965 to direct the Secretary of 
Education to establish a process for accred-
iting agencies or associations to seek a waiv-
er of certain accreditation requirements; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Ms. DELBENE (for herself and Mr. 
MARINO): 

H.R. 3870. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to lower the cost of college 
education by establishing pilot programs to 
expand student access to digital course ma-
terials; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. FASO (for himself, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. BLUNT ROCH-
ESTER, and Mr. SOTO): 

H.R. 3871. A bill to amend the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 to reauthorize 
and improve the national organic program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. GIANFORTE: 
H.R. 3872. A bill to reinstate and extend the 

deadline for commencement of construction 
of a hydroelectric project involving the Gib-
son Dam; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GIANFORTE: 
H.R. 3873. A bill to designate a mountain 

peak in the State of Montana as ‘‘Alex 
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Diekmann Peak’’; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. AMODEI, Mrs. BROOKS of 
Indiana, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. JOYCE of 
Ohio, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. 
NORCROSS, Mr. PETERS, Miss RICE of 
New York, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, 
Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. WELCH, 
Mr. BARLETTA, Mr. RUTHERFORD, Mr. 
VALADAO, and Mr. BARR): 

H.R. 3874. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro-
gram on physical security at Department of 
Veterans Affairs medical facilities, to direct 
the Secretary to make certain improvements 
relating to inspections of Department of Vet-
erans Affairs medical facilities and improv-
ing care for women, to direct the Secretary 
to evaluate the organizational structure of 
the Veterans Health Administration, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWSON of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. EVANS, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. MOORE, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. CORREA, Mr. HASTINGS, and Mr. 
NADLER): 

H.R. 3875. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to expand the eligibility of 
students to participate in the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California (for 
himself, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. RASKIN, 
and Ms. JAYAPAL): 

H.R. 3876. A bill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds for the official travel of any senior 
political appointee on private aircraft, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico: 

H.R. 3877. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to protect health care 
consumers from surprise billing practices, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-
ico (for himself, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. NADLER, Mr. BEYER, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. 
CAPUANO, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, and Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO): 

H.R. 3878. A bill to amend the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act to provide access to free cred-
it freezes for all consumers; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. O’HALLERAN (for himself and 
Mr. SCHRADER): 

H.R. 3879. A bill to limit the use of Federal 
funds for the use of the travel expenses of 
senior Federal officials in contravention of 
certain regulations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 
H.R. 3880. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to authorize and support 
the creation and dissemination of cardio-
myopathy education, awareness, and risk as-
sessment materials and resources to identify 
more at-risk families, to authorize research 
and surveillance activities relating to car-
diomyopathy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. HOYER, Mr. 

REICHERT, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas): 

H.R. 3881. A bill to reauthorize the Assist-
ance to Firefighters Grants program, the 
Fire Prevention and Safety Grants program, 
and the Staffing for Adequate Fire and 
Emergency Response grant program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself and 
Mr. SIRES): 

H.R. 3882. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Transportation to publish a final rule to pro-
vide for the screening, testing, and treat-
ment for sleep disorders of individuals oper-
ating commercial vehicles; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
CHABOT): 

H.R. 3883. A bill to provide for enhanced 
penalties for certain offenses relating to con-
trolled substances containing fentanyl, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and in addition to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Florida 
(for himself and Mr. CRIST): 

H.R. 3884. A bill to amend the Missing Chil-
dren’s Assistance Act with respect to the Na-
tional Child Identification Program; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER (for himself and 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 3885. A bill to direct the Attorney 
General to establish guidelines for a model 
elder abuse registry and to provide grants to 
States for establishing and operating such a 
registry, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 3886. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to increase the unified 
credit against the estate and gift tax and to 
simplify the estate and gift tax rates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Missouri (for himself, 
Ms. SINEMA, Mrs. HARTZLER, and Mr. 
KENNEDY): 

H.R. 3887. A bill to require Federal agen-
cies and Federal courts to comply with ad-
dress confidentiality programs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SMUCKER (for himself, Mr. 
EVANS, Mr. VALADAO, and Mr. 
DUFFY): 

H.R. 3888. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide grants for ad-
ditional residency slots in children’s hos-
pitals graduate medical education programs; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. TENNEY (for herself and Mr. 
HIGGINS of Louisiana): 

H.R. 3889. A bill to amend the FAST Act to 
modify eligibility requirements for partici-
pation in a commercial driver pilot program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. VALADAO (for himself, Mr. 
DUFFY, Mr. SMUCKER, and Mr. BLUM): 

H.R. 3890. A bill to provide that determina-
tions of eligibility and level of assistance for 
rural development programs shall be made 
without regard to incarcerated prisoner pop-
ulations; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself and Mr. 
WELCH): 

H.R. 3891. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to clarify the authority 

of State Medicaid fraud and abuse control 
units to investigate and prosecute cases of 
Medicaid patient abuse and neglect in any 
setting, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. WALORSKI (for herself and 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana): 

H.R. 3892. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide an exception for 
certain spun-off voluntary employees’ bene-
ficiary associations to the limitation on the 
exemption from tax on unrelated business 
taxable income of amounts set aside for 
qualified benefits; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. YOHO (for himself, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. SOTO, 
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. DESANTIS, 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 
RUTHERFORD, Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY 
of Florida, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. 
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. GAETZ, Mr. 
WEBSTER of Florida, Mrs. DEMINGS, 
Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Ms. CASTOR 
of Florida, Mr. DEUTCH, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mrs. MURPHY 
of Florida, Mr. DUNN, Mr. LAWSON of 
Florida, Mr. CRIST, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. MAST, and Mr. 
FRANCIS ROONEY of Florida): 

H.R. 3893. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
100 Mathe Avenue in Interlachen, Florida, as 
the ‘‘Robert H. Jenkins Post Office’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

By Mr. LEWIS of Georgia: 

H. Con. Res. 82. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the International Day of Peace; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. LYNCH (for himself, Mr. BISHOP 
of Utah, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
DONOVAN, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. KEATING, Mr. KING of New 
York, Mr. LANCE, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PETER-
SON, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
ROUZER, and Mrs. WALORSKI): 

H. Con. Res. 83. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in 
the Capitol Visitor Center for the unveiling 
of the American Prisoners of War/Missing in 
Action (POW/MIA) Chair of Honor; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
COHEN, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. BABIN, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, 
Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. OLSON, and 
Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York): 

H. Res. 544. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to re-
quire a reading of the names of members of 
the Armed Forces who died in the previous 
month as a result of combat; to the Com-
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Ms. LEE, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. POCAN, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. TAKANO, and Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York): 

H. Res. 545. A resolution recognizing the vi-
olence and other challenges faced by 
transgender women of color in America; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Education and 
the Workforce, Financial Services, and En-
ergy and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 
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By Ms. MATSUI: 

H. Res. 546. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Community Gar-
dening Awareness Week; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. POE of Texas: 
H. Res. 547. A resolution expressing support 

for designation of February 3, 2018, as 
‘‘United States Missing Persons Day’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. MCHENRY: 
H.R. 3860. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to the Congress under Article I, Sec-
tion 8, clauses 1 and 18 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. DUFFY: 
H.R. 3861. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, clause 1 (relating to 

the general welfare of the United States); 
and Article I, section 8, clause 3 (relating to 
the power to regulate interstate commerce). 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD: 
H.R. 3862. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the 

Constitution, Congress has the power to col-
lect taxes and expend funds to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States. 
Congress may also make laws that are nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
their powers enumerated under Article I. 

By Mrs. HARTZLER: 
H.R. 3863. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clauses 1 and 3 of Article I, Section 8 of the 

United States Constitution. 
By Mr. PEARCE: 

H.R. 3864. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have power . . . To regulate commerce with 
foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian Tribes.’’ 

By Ms. SPEIER: 
H.R. 3865. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas: 
H.R. 3866. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1. Section 8. 
[Page H1371] 

By Mr. MULLIN: 
H.R. 3867. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. BUDD: 

H.R. 3868. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8 
By Mr. BYRNE: 

H.R. 3869. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Ms. DELBENE: 

H.R. 3870. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. FASO: 

H.R. 3871. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. GIANFORTE: 
H.R. 3872. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. GIANFORTE: 

H.R. 3873. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. KILMER: 

H.R. 3874. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. LAWSON of Florida: 
H.R. 3875. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8: To make all Laws 

which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution of the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. TED LIEU of California: 
H.R. 3876. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section VIII, Clause XVIII 

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico: 

H.R. 3877. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-

ico: 
H.R. 3878. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. O’HALLERAN: 
H.R. 3879. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. PALLONE: 
H.R. 3880. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I of the Constitution: Section 8, 

Clause 18 
By Mr. PASCRELL: 

H.R. 3881. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. PASCRELL: 
H.R. 3882. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 3883. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 
By Mr. THOMAS J. ROONEY of Flor-

ida: 
H.R. 3884. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: 
H.R. 3885. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 3886. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. SMITH of Missouri: 

H.R. 3887. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clauses 3 and 18 of the United States Con-
stitution. 

By Mr. SMUCKER: 
H.R. 3888. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 Section 8 of Article I of the Con-

stitution 
By Ms. TENNEY: 

H.R. 3889. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. VALADAO: 

H.R. 3890. 
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 Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or office there-
of 

By Mr. WALBERG: 
H.R. 3891. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause I 

By Mrs. WALORSKI: 
H.R. 3892. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. YOHO: 
H.R. 3893. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
United States Constitution, Article 1, Sec-

tion 8, cl.7 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 36: Mr. COOK. 
H.R. 113: Mr. GOTTHEIMER and Mr. THOMP-

SON of California. 
H.R. 154: Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 173: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. FLORES. 
H.R. 246: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 392: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 564: Mrs. DEMINGS. 
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H.R. 620: Mr. LONG and Mr. MOONEY of West 

Virginia. 
H.R. 631: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 692: Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 747: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia and Mr. 

LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 771: Ms. HANABUSA. 
H.R. 778: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 785: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan and Mr. 

RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 799: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. 

BISHOP of Georgia, and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 801: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 807: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 811: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 812: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 821: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. 
H.R. 909: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 927: Mr. DEFAZIO and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 959: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 997: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 1017: Mr. DENHAM and Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 1057: Mr. MAST and Mr. SMITH of 

Washington. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. SCHNEIDER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 

EVANS, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, 
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. NADLER, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
COHEN, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 

H.R. 1116: Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 1150: Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. STEWART. 
H.R. 1159: Mr. DUNN, Mr. MARSHALL, and 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H.R. 1225: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1253: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. 
H.R. 1298: Mr. YODER. 
H.R. 1311: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1358: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York, Mr. SUOZZI, and Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD. 

H.R. 1438: Mr. TONKO, Mr. LYNCH, and Mr. 
VEASEY. 

H.R. 1456: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 1468: Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 1496: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms. 

MATSUI, Mr. BERA, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. 
GOMEZ, Mrs. TORRES, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of 
California, Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. CORREA, and 
Mr. PETERS. 

H.R. 1519: Ms. SINEMA. 
H.R. 1563: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 1651: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. FASO, 

Mr. BILIRAKIS, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. WALBERG, and 
Ms. LOFGREN. 

H.R. 1660: Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 
H.R. 1661: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 1676: Mr. TIPTON and Mrs. CAROLYN B. 

MALONEY of New York. 
H.R. 1697: Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 1818: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. 

ZELDIN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. KING of New 
York, Mr. MEEHAN, and Mr. TIPTON. 

H.R. 1949: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 1953: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. BILI-

RAKIS, Mr. TURNER, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. PA-
NETTA, and Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 

H.R. 1972: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 2029: Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 2044: Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. BEN RAY 

LUJÁN of New Mexico, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. 
MENG, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 2077: Mr. MARSHALL. 
H.R. 2098: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 2105: Mr. BACON. 
H.R. 2121: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2193: Mr. COOPER, Mrs. TORRES, Ms. 

PINGREE, and Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2232: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 2319: Mr. DAVIDSON. 
H.R. 2332: Ms. DELAURO and Mr. BLU-

MENAUER. 

H.R. 2345: Mr. JONES and Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 2469: Mrs. DEMINGS. 
H.R. 2472: Mr. NADLER, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 

GALLEGO, and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 2482: Ms. GABBARD and Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 2589: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 2591: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 2635: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 2651: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 2658: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 

Mr. DESANTIS, and Mrs. DEMINGS. 
H.R. 2733: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 2765: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 2790: Ms. SHEA-PORTER and Mr. YAR-

MUTH. 
H.R. 2851: Mr. BOST. 
H.R. 2899: Mr. LEWIS of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2926: Mr. FLEISCHMANN and Mr. 

DENHAM. 
H.R. 2936: Ms. CHENEY. 
H.R. 2973: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. 

BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. HARPER, Mr. GUTHRIE, 
Mr. GOTTHEIMER, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY 
of New York, Mr. HURD, Mrs. MURPHY of 
Florida, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and 
Mr. FASO. 

H.R. 3042: Mr. JONES and Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 3053: Mr. GIBBS, Mr. EMMER, Mr. KIND, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. EVANS, and Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER. 

H.R. 3101: Mr. POE of Texas. 
H.R. 3138: Mr. O’HALLERAN. 
H.R. 3161: Mr. POLIQUIN and Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 3186: Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 3192: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 3197: Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. EVANS, Mr. 

SCHIFF, and Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 
H.R. 3222: Mr. CAPUANO and Mrs. WATSON 

COLEMAN. 
H.R. 3223: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 3282: Mr. GRIFFITH. 
H.R. 3324: Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 3342: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. WILSON of 

South Carolina, Mr. DESANTIS, and Mrs. 
DEMINGS. 

H.R. 3378: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 3380: Ms. TSONGAS and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3477: Mr. EMMER. 
H.R. 3530: Mr. GROTHMAN, Ms. MICHELLE 

LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. SOTO, Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida, Mr. KIND, and Ms. 
HANABUSA. 

H.R. 3632: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas and Mr. 
CLEAVER. 

H.R. 3684: Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. POLIS, Ms. 
MOORE, and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

H.R. 3711: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 
H.R. 3712: Mr. MULLIN, Mr. BRADY of Penn-

sylvania, Mr. COLE, Mr. JONES, Mrs. LOVE, 
and Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 3714: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 3717: Mr. MARSHALL. 
H.R. 3720: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 3748: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 3757: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 3770: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 

TAKANO, Ms. LEE, Mr. MARSHALL, Mrs. CARO-
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. POLIS, Mr. 
COMER, Mr. BACON, Mr. PETERS, Mr. NOLAN, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. DONOVAN, 
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Mr. POLIQUIN, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. 
HIMES, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. OLSON, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. MEEKS, Mrs. DAVIS of 
California, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. LAHOOD, Ms. 
SPEIER, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. FOSTER, and 
Mr. BARLETTA. 

H.R. 3773: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
ELLISON, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
NOLAN, and Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 3782: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. AL 
GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 3784: Ms. LEE, Mr. JENKINS of West 
Virginia, and Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 3790: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 3798: Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 

Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. BANKS of Indiana, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. ROKITA, Mr. MESSER, 
and Mr. BUCSHON. 

H.R. 3808: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 3810: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 3814: Miss RICE of New York and Ms. 

SINEMA. 
H.R. 3815: Ms. WILSON of Florida and Ms. 

CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 3820: Mr. ROKITA and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 3824: Mr. BRADY of Texas and Ms. 

JACKSON LEE. 
H.R. 3827: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 3852: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 

LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. TED 
LIEU of California, Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. HANABUSA, and Ms. NORTON. 

H.R. 3853: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H. Con. Res. 52: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI. 
H. Con. Res. 63: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H. Con. Res. 72: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H. Res. 58: Ms. MENG. 
H. Res. 142: Mr. KING of New York. 
H. Res. 239: Mrs. DEMINGS. 
H. Res. 279: Mrs. DEMINGS. 
H. Res. 464: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H. Res. 486: Mr. SHERMAN. 
H. Res. 495: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 

BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Ms. 
KUSTER of New Hampshire. 

H. Res. 510: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H. Res. 518: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H. Res. 531: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 

TAKANO, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, and Mrs. 
HARTZLER. 

H. Res. 539: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XV, the fol-
lowing discharge petition was filed: 

Petition 5, September 25, 2017, by Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mex-
ico on House Resolution 508, was signed by 
the following Members: Ms. Michelle Lujan 
Grisham of New Mexico, Mr. Capuano, Mr. 
Connolly, Mr. Michael F. Doyle of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. Sánchez, Mr. Cárdenas, Ms. 
Eshoo, Mr. Gomez, Mr. Polis, Mr. Takano, 
Mr. Sean Patrick Maloney of New York, Mrs. 
Dingell, Mr. Gallego, Ms. Sewell of Alabama, 
Mr. Welch, Mr. Hastings, Mr. Thompson of 
Mississippi, Ms. Slaughter, Ms. Jackson Lee, 
Mr. Carbajal, Mr. Schiff, Ms. Bass, Mr. Cas-
tro of Texas, Ms. Matsui, Mr. Courtney, Mr. 
Levin, Ms. DeGette, Mr. Cooper, Mr. Quigley, 
Ms. Pingree, Mr. McNerney, Mr. Cicilline, 
Mr. Gene Green of Texas, Mrs. Carolyn B. 
Maloney of New York, Mr. Clyburn, Mr. 
Walz, Mr. Danny K. Davis of Illinois, Ms. 
Kelly of Illinois, Mr. Raskin, Mr. Kilmer, Mr. 
Delaney, Mrs. Watson Coleman, Mr. Ruppers-
berger, Ms. Wasserman Schultz, Mr. Heck, 
Ms. Titus, Mr. Sires, Ms. Tsongas, Mrs. 
Torres, Mr. Schneider, Ms. Clark of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. Crist, Mrs. Demings, Ms. 
DelBene, Ms. Eddie Bernice Johnson of 
Texas, Mr. Aguilar, Mr. Soto, Mr. McEachin, 
Mr. Huffman, Mrs. Beatty, Mrs. Lawrence, 
Mr. Ted Lieu of California, Mr. Blumenauer, 
Mr. McGovern, Mrs. Lowey, Mr. Lewis of 
Georgia, Ms. Sinema, Mr. Johnson of Geor-
gia, Ms. Castor of Florida, Ms. Roybal- 
Allard, Mr. Vargas, Mr. Tonko, Mr. Cohen, 
Mr. Yarmuth, Mr. Ruiz, Mr. Ellison, Mr. 
Espaillat, Mr. Brendan F. Boyle of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. Keating, Mrs. Davis of California, 
Mr. Larson of Connecticut, Ms. Lee, Mr. 
Evans, Mr. Brown of Maryland, Ms. 
Brownley of California, Mr. Beyer, Mr. 
O’Halleran, Mr. Suozzi, Ms. Rosen, Mr. Crow-
ley, Mr. Correa, Mr. Serrano, Mr. Engel, Ms. 
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Barragán, Mr. Pascrell, Mr. Nadler, Mr. Fos-
ter, Ms. Adams, Mr. Bishop of Georgia, Mr. 
Jeffries, Ms. Meng, Mr. Rush, Ms. Lofgren, 
Ms. Schakowsky, Ms. Kaptur, Mr. 
Lowenthal, Mr. Khanna, Ms. Pelosi, Ms. 
Clarke of New York, Mr. DeSaulnier, Mr. 
Hoyer, Mr. Payne, Mr. Costa, Ms. Jayapal, 
Mr. Clay, Mr. Scott of Virginia, Mr. Kildee, 
Mr. Kennedy, Mrs. Murphy of Florida, Mr. 
Higgins of New York, Mr. Swalwell of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Kihuen, Ms. Judy Chu of Cali-
fornia, Mr. Krishnamoorthi, Ms. Esty of Con-
necticut, Mr. Coffman, Mr. Peters, Mr. 
Lynch, Ms. Wilson of Florida, Mr. Sherman, 
Ms. Blunt Rochester, Mr. Grijalva, Mr. 
Smith of Washington, Mr. Pallone, Mr. 
Brady of Pennsylvania, Mr. Panetta, Mr. 

Thompson of California, Mr. Norcross, Mrs. 
Napolitano, Mr. Larsen of Washington, Ms. 
McCollum, Ms. Maxine Waters of California, 
Mr. Cummings, Mr. Bera, Mr. Butterfield, 
Mr. Himes, Mr. Meeks, Ms. Frankel of Flor-
ida, Ms. Shea-Porter, Ms. Bonamici, Mr. 
DeFazio, Mr. Deutch, Mr. Moulton, Mr. 
Gottheimer, Mr. Al Green of Texas, Mr. Cart-
wright, Mr. Sarbanes, Mr. Conyers, Mr. 
Schrader, Mr. Lipinski, Ms. Fudge, Mr. 
David Scott of Georgia, Mr. Gutiérrez, Mr. 
Pocan, Mrs. Bustos, Mr. Gonzalez of Texas, 
Mr. Cuellar, Mr. Ryan of Ohio, Mr. Langevin, 
Mr. O’Rourke, Mr. Ben Ray Luján of New 
Mexico, Mr. Doggett, Mr. Perlmutter, Mr. 
Lawson of Florida, Ms. DeLauro, Mr. Neal, 
Mr. Nolan, Miss Rice of New York, Ms. 

Gabbard, Ms. Moore, Mr. Cleaver, Mr. Carson 
of Indiana, Ms. Velázquez, Ms. Kuster of New 
Hampshire, Mr. Veasey, Mr. Garamendi, Mr. 
Price of North Carolina, Mr. Vela, Mr. Peter-
son, Mr. Richmond, Ms. Speier, Mr. 
Loebsack, Mr. Kind, Ms. Hanabusa, Mr. Vis-
closky. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS AND WITHDRAWALS 

The following Member added his 
name to the following discharge peti-
tion: 

Petition 3 by Mr. GARRETT on House Res-
olution 458: Mr. Palazzo. 
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