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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CUELLAR).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 25, 2019.

I hereby appoint the Honorable HENRY
CUELLAR to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2019, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties. All time shall be
equally allocated between the parties,
and in no event shall debate continue
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other
than the majority and minority leaders
and the minority whip, shall be limited
to 5 minutes.

———

SIGN ON TO IMPEACH

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and still I rise because I love my coun-
try, and I rise now knowing that we are
some 69 days since the Mueller report,
which means that we are some 69 days
with the President being above the law
since the Mueller report was made pub-
lic.

I rise today with a special message.
This message has to do with leadership.
I rise today with this message, and I

would like to harken back, if I may, to
April 16 of 1963. I have my mnemonic
notes in front of me. April 16 of 1963 is
when Dr. King wrote his letter from
the Birmingham City Jail.

Dr. King did not wake up one morn-
ing and decide: I think I will go down
to Birmingham and get arrested, and I
will write a letter from the Bir-
mingham dJail. That was hardly the
case.

Dr. King was responding to a letter
from some of the leading citizens in
Birmingham. These were persons who
were cloaked with the robe of the cler-
gy. These are people who had moral po-
sitions. They took firm, hardcore posi-
tions when it came to morality.

These were the persons who would
set the standards, if you will, and
maintain the standards for morality.
There were eight of them. They decided
to write a letter to Dr. King, explain-
ing to him why he should not do what
he was about to do in Birmingham.

By the way, they were also aided and
abetted by some of the leading Negro
citizens. In fact, in their letter, they
mentioned that we should—meaning
them at that time—allow persons to
meet with our leading Negro citizens—
they didn’t say ‘‘leading” but ‘“‘our Ne-
groes’’—and let’s try to work this out
with dialogue.

I marveled at how persons in posi-
tions of great leadership with great re-
sponsibility can be so wrong on some of
the crucial issues of our time.

Dear brothers and sisters—I say
“brothers and sisters’” because I be-
lieve that there is but one race, and
that is the human race. I think that all
persons are created equal. As Dr. King
put it, on God’s keyboard, we are cre-
ated equal, from a bass black to a tre-
ble white. I think that we are all cre-
ated equal, and I call you brothers and
sisters.

Dear brothers and sisters, this issue
concerning these babies at the border, 1
just thank God that the media has fi-

nally discovered this issue and is tak-
ing it and bringing it to the forefront,
to the extent that they are. I thank C-
SPAN for the opportunity to be heard,
C-SPAN and all the outlets that allow
this opinion to be voiced.

I am pleased that this is being taken
up now by the major media because
what is happening to these babies at
the border is unconscionable.

Some months ago, after visiting the
border, I indicated that the ASPCA
would not allow animals to be housed
in the conditions that we see at the
border currently. This is a tragedy not
in the making but a tragedy that con-
tinues to exist because of inaction and
because of actions that have been
taken by the Chief Executive Officer of
the United States of America in an at-
tempt to deter people from coming to
this country.

How heartless can someone be to use
babies as a means of deterring people
from coming to the country?

I am here today because I love my
country. I believe that we cannot allow
this to continue. Some 69 days above
the law for this President, he knows
that we are not going to do anything.
This is why he behaves the way that he
does. He knows that he can do this
without guardrails because, back when
he fired Mr. Comey and it was called to
our attention that this was obstruc-
tion, we did nothing.

I thank God that Members are sign-
ing on now and understand the impor-
tance of it. The question is no longer:
Who is going to be among the first to
sign on to impeach? The question is:
Who will be the last to sign on to im-
peach?

I beg all who have not to please give
serious consideration to this notion
that you can be a part of this impeach-
ment because we cannot allow this in-
justice to continue.

Finally, I am working on a manu-
script, a book, if you will. The title of
it is ‘““You Can’t Walk Back History.”
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You can walk back your comments,
but you can’t walk back history.

The history associated with this time
will be: How did we vote when we were
given the opportunity to vote on im-
peachable bigotry emanating from the
policy of the Presidency?

There will be more to say and more
to come.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

———————

RECOGNIZING PARTICIPANTS OF
THE 2019 PITTCHFEST

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize the
participants of the 2019 PITTchFEST,
which was held in conjunction with
this year’s Showcase for Commerce in
Johnstown, Pennsylvania.

The event is designed to support the
next generation of great ideas in
Cambria County and the Allegheny re-
gion. The Shark Tank-style competi-
tion was created as a way for local en-
trepreneurs to present their innovative
ideas and creations to potential inves-
tors. Programs like these are essential
to attracting new businesses and a
skilled workforce to our region.

One of the competition’s categories is
specifically for students at the Univer-
sity of Pittsburgh at Johnstown. These
students are a part of the summer ac-
celerated program with PITTchFEST,
which is used as a launchpad for their
work.

This year’s top student entrepreneur-
ship teams included Smarchitecture,
led by Alex Schork. This team project
provides architects, designers, and art-
ists the ability to render digital im-
agery that can be instantly shared and
edited with clients in real time.

Skill Spirit was led by Ben Wargo.
This team developed an incremental
learning app that provides incentives
and rewards for learning new lan-
guages.

Supernal Siesta was led by Laura
Johnson. Laura’s team focused on help-
ing women manage hot flashes and the
effects of menopause by creating a
fashionably created mattress with the
technology to cool and provide for a
full night’s sleep.

For the third year, PITTchFEST also
included the social entrepreneurship
category, which highlights incredible
efforts and ideas for building vibrant
communities. The top teams in this
category included the Conemaugh Val-
ley Conservancy team, which is devel-
oping plans to expand the Path of the
Flood Trail, which would be the first
safe and easily followed bicycle route
from downtown Johnstown to the his-
toric Little Conemaugh River gorge.

The Central Park Square/Gallery on
Gazebo team aims to promote the arts
in downtown Johnstown.
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The Friends of the Inclined Plane
Trails team is planning the Inclined
Plane Riverside Park, which will in-
clude zip lines and a downhill moun-
tain-biking course.

The three finalists in each category
received a cash award that supports
their innovations. The judges for
PITTchFEST represented various as-
pects of the community, including so-
cial agencies, private industries, advo-
cacy groups, and higher education.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank the sponsors of PITTchFEST
who made the event possible, including
Ben Franklin Technology Partners,
Cambria Regional Chamber, Commu-
nity Foundation for the Alleghenies,
Croyle-Nielsen Therapeutic Associates,
Enterprise Venture Capital Corpora-
tion of PA, Entrepreneurial Alchemy,
JARI, JWF Industries, and the Univer-
sity of Pittsburgh at Johnstown.

PITTchFEST was a tremendous suc-
cess, as it showcased the community
spirit and the innovative minds of the
greater Johnstown region.

As their motto proclaims, they are:
“Growing Great Ideas Right in Our
Backyard.”

————

CONGRATULATING SUSAN ACKER-
MAN, WILLIAM MCcGINNIS, AND
JEREMY JACKSON ON ELECTION
TO NATIONAL ACADEMY OF
SCIENCES

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

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate three of my con-
stituents—Susan Ackerman and Wil-
liam McGinnis of the University of
California, San Diego, and Jeremy
Jackson of Scripps Institution of
Oceanography—for their election to
the National Academy of Sciences.

At UCSD, Susan works to enrich the
field of neurology through her dedica-
tion to in-depth research of molecular
pathways. William is a leader in cell
and developmental biology, studying
the genetic systems that control devel-
opment and regeneration of tissues in
animals.

Susan joins a record number of
women who make up 40 percent of the
newly elected class, the most ever
elected in any one year, to date. This is
another milestone for representation of
women in science.

Jeremy is a renown ecologist,
paleobiologist, and conservationist at
the Scripps Institute of Oceanography,
where he researches human impacts on
the environment and the evolution of
coral reefs.

San Diego’s research institutes are
vital to scientific discoveries, and each
member helps fuel San Diego’s innova-
tion economy through their work.
Susan, William, and Jeremy join 111
other National Academy of Sciences
members from San Diego’s research in-
stitutes.

This year, the National Academy of
Sciences celebrates 156 years of fur-
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thering science in America. The Acad-
emy has helped inform engineering and
health policy, and Susan, William, and
Jeremy will add the expertise of San
Diego’s scientific community as the
Academy fulfills its mission.

Since Congress chartered the Acad-
emy in 1863, it has been at the forefront
of what makes America the most inno-
vative place in the world.

I thank Susan Ackerman, William
McGinnis, and Jeremy Jackson for rep-
resenting San Diego in the Academy
and for their fine work.

COMMENDING JUDY KI ON HER COMMUNITY
LEADERSHIP

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Judy Ki, a Chinese
American in my district who has been
a force for change in San Diego.

Judy is originally from Hong Kong
and taught middle school science in the
San Diego Unified School District for
30 years. She has a bachelor’s degree in
psychology, a master’s of science in
computer technology, and five teach-
ing credentials.

During her teaching career, she re-
ceived a certificate from then-Vice
President Al Gore, acknowledging her
for her work in environmental edu-
cation. Judy was also recognized as a
distinguished educator by Who’s Who
Among America’s Teachers in both 2002
and 2003, thanks to nominations from
her students.

Since retiring from teaching, she has
been very involved in the Poway com-
munity and continues to serve as a vol-
unteer and mentor, especially within
the Asian and Pacific Islander commu-
nity.

I thank Judy for her dedicated years
as an educator and for her commend-
able leadership in providing a voice for
the San Diego AAPI community.

CONGRATULATING SCRIPPS SPELLING BEE
PARTICIPANT ELLIOTT HUSSEMAN

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Elliott Husseman,
winner of the 50th annual San Diego
Union-Tribune Countywide Spelling
Bee and a participant in the 92nd
Scripps National Spelling Bee.

As an active student at Inspire Char-
ter Schools, Elliott is an inspiration to
his peers and the Poway community.
Inspire Charter Schools teach students
to be independent, critical thinkers
and responsible San Diego citizens.

Elliott upheld the pillars of Inspire
admirably, showing integrity and con-
fidence under pressure. He dem-
onstrated tenacity and levelheadedness
beyond his years while competing in a
record-breaking field of 562 spelling bee
contestants.

Since 1925, the Scripps National
Spelling Bee has cultivated a passion
for learning among young Americans,
reaching 11 million students each year.
It offers a platform for students like
Elliott to engage with like-minded stu-
dents and represent their communities
in an encouraging environment that
fosters sportsmanship and respect.
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The valuable experience of competing
allows these young students to build
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confidence and showcase their aca-
demic abilities, skills that are key to
their future success.

Elliot’s achievements in the Scripps
National Spelling Bee represent the fu-
ture of San Diego and the 52nd Dis-
trict. Please join me in congratulating
Elliot here at home and on the na-
tional stage.

———
“NOW YOU ARE TWO”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to enter into the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD a special poem that was writ-
ten by Harold Renwick, Jr. to his
daughter, Penny, on her second birth-
day.

Harold Renwick never delivered the
poem as he was killed in action during
the Vietnam war. The poem was dis-
covered by Captain Bennet and mailed
by a friend of Harold Renwick’s, Major
Charles King. It was mailed to Harold
Renwick’s wife, Penny’s mother, on
March 22, 1968.

The poem is titled:
Two.”

Rejoice and be happy this fine day.

Have fun in all the games you play.

Run, sing, be happy and gay,

For you are 2, my daughter, today.

Of all the wonderful days of the year,

Today especially I wish I could be near

To hold you, to hug you and share your
world

Of being a year older and being a girl.

But alas, my child, with you I cannot be

Because there is a need to keep the world
free.

A need that was created many years ago,

When a people’s thirst for freedom began to
grow.

You do not know these people; they are
strangers to us.

And you may ask, ‘“‘Daddy, why all the fuss

For a people who live in a land far away?

Daddy, why can’t you be with me on my
birthday?”’

As you grow older, my child, you will learn

That in men’s hearts a spark will burn.

A spark so intense that it cannot be denied,

So strong it is that men have died

Fighting for what they believe is true;

Fighting for freedom the way all men do.

We have watched enough television to know

That in this world bad people will go

And try to hurt and harm the good guys.

Cheat, steal, and tell all kind of lies,

These are some of the things these bad guys
do.

This is the reason that your daddy flew

Across the oceans to a land far away

To help other daddies with their children to
play,

To help these daddies see their struggle
through

So they can say, ‘‘Happy birthday,
daughter, now you are 2.”

Don’t weep, my child, for this birthday I’ll
miss.

Go to your mommy and she’ll give you a Kkiss

From me, to remind you I’ve not forgot.

You see, my child, I do love you a lot.

So much, in fact, that to you I do pledge

That a world of freedom shall be your herit-
age.

Sleep, my child, the night is here.

Sleep, my child, and wake without fear.

“Now You Are

my
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Grow, my child, be happy and free,
For these are the dreams I have for thee.
This poem was written in 1968, over
51 years ago, and I submit to you that
now is the time for America to heed
these words of this poem written by a
father who voluntarily made the ulti-
mate sacrifice in defense of freedom.

———

END HUNGER NOW

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 50
years have passed since the historic
Stonewall riots in New York City
which brought us one step closer to full
equality for all Americans. But as we
wrap up Pride Month and celebrate all
we have accomplished over the last five
decades, I want to take this time to
raise the issue of hunger in the LGBTQ
community.

A study by the Williams Institute at
UCLA found that more than one in four
LGBTQ adults did not have enough
money to buy food for themselves or
their families in the past year. That is
an alarming number. It is more than
double the national food insecurity
rate.

The average SNAP benefit only pro-
vides about $1.40 per person per meal.
That only covers a fraction of an indi-
vidual’s meals. While many households
go to food pantries to fill the SNAP
gap, some of these food banks and pan-
tries are affiliated with groups that
may not accept people for who they
are. That is because discrimination due
to sexual orientation and gender iden-
tity is everywhere. In more than half of
the country, there are no explicit
Statewide laws that protect people
from discrimination based on sexual
orientation or gender identity in em-
ployment, housing, and public accom-
modations.

This type of discrimination has real
consequences. LGBTQ Americans are
much more likely to end up homeless,
particularly as kids and teens, and are
more likely to live in a food desert
where they have trouble purchasing
nutritious food nearby.

As if this weren’t bad enough, these
numbers are even more devastating
across racial demographics. For exam-
ple, in the LGBTQ community, a stag-
gering 42 percent of African Americans,
33 percent of Hispanics, and 32 percent
of Native Americans reported being
food insecure. That is unconscionable,
and it is unacceptable.

Mr. Speaker, this is not some ab-
stract problem. These are our friends,
these are our family members, our
neighbors, our classmates, and our co-
workers. We should be uplifting and
supporting them, but the numbers
don’t lie. Our country is facing a full-
blown hunger crisis and the LGBTQ
community—and, in particular, com-
munities of color within of it—are
bearing the brunt of that crisis. We
cannot allow their stories to be erased
or muted.
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We must work together to address
interconnected issues like housing and
hunger by gathering more data on how
to specifically respond to these prob-
lems. We must increase outreach to
these communities so that everyone
who qualifies for hunger assistance
programs can access benefits.

Sadly, instead of working to solve
this problem, this President and his ad-
ministration have tried to roll back
the clock on equality. Whether it is
blocking questions related to sexual
orientation or pushing half-baked rule
changes to enact a definition of gender,
which would essentially erase people
from our official population counts,
they are working overtime to threaten
the rights of Americans.

But we are working overtime to stop
them. Last month the House passed the
Equality Act which aims to extend
civil rights protections to all Ameri-
cans, regardless of gender identity and
sexual orientation. Passing this bill
into law would play a key role in ad-
dressing hunger in the LGBTQ commu-
nity. I am proud that the House has
taken action, and I urge the Senate to
do the same.

This is Pride Month. As we celebrate
the progress that our country has
made, let us also remember all of the
work we have to do to end hunger now.

——
THE TIMELINE OF JACIFUSEN

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

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate being recognized to address
you here on the floor of the United
States House of Representatives.

I rise today to honor Jaci Hermstad.
She has given me so much inspiration.

I want to start, though, with the
early, sad part of this story. This is a
sad story with a happy part in the mid-
dle of it right now, Mr. Speaker.

Jaci’s identical twin sister, Alex, was
diagnosed with a very severe and ag-
gressive form of ALS. That took place
in 2005. Then, by 2010 and 2011, my staff
and, especially, Sandy Hanlon in our
Sioux City office, were working with
the Hermstads to do those things we
could do, in a limited fashion, admit-

tedly.
On St. Valentine’s Day of 2011, sadly,
Jaci’s identical twin sister, Alex,

passed away at age 17. Now, that is 8
years ago. About 2015 or so, Jaci and
her mother, Lori, came to my office to
talk with me about ALS, this dreaded
Lou Gehrig’s disease, that always ends
up fatal. It always ends up in a sad,
tragic ending. They had experienced
that with Jaci’s identical twin sister.

Even more sadly, there was news that
symptoms showed up in Jaci late last
fall, around the holiday time. By
Christmas she couldn’t get up the
stairs any longer, and again, on St.
Valentine’s Day of this year, Jaci was
diagnosed with the aggressive form of
ALS that her identical twin sister had
passed away from.
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Now, they had donated some of her
sister’s tissue to science, and two sig-
nificant companies, Columbia Univer-
sity, and Dr. Neil Shneider began doing
DNA work on that preparing a treat-
ment for Jaci. This treatment wasn’t
available for Jaci soon enough in her
view, her family’s view, or in my view.
The FDA had to work through their
regulations. As we worked through
that, it looked like Jaci couldn’t get
this potentially miraculous treatment
before perhaps September or October.
At the rate of the digression of her con-
dition, it didn’t look like she was going
to be with us long enough to receive
the treatment.

Some of us went to work to step up
and help Jaci. I got involved on April
13 of this year when my wonderful dis-
trict staff person, Andrea Easter, who
had been working with the family all
along, brought me up and we did a
fundraiser there at the Spencer AG
Center on April 13, a Saturday.

It was a cold and chilly day when we
arrived there. There were pickups
parked on either side of the road to the
Spencer AG Center. It looked like we
were going to a farm sale there were so
many vehicles there.

They had only expected maybe 100
people, and the Clay County Cattlemen
were there to flip maybe 100 burgers
and put out a basket for people to put
a check in. They thought they could
raise $3,000 to $5,000 just as a token, as
a way to help.

The story about that day is, it turned
out that there were over 1,000 people
who came. And they raised in the end,
the last report I got, was over $200,000.

I sat with Jaci that day and talked
about her dreams to build a riding
arena and train horses for therapy for
others and to be able to help people.

She is a cowgirl, Mr. Speaker. I com-
mitted that I will come up and grade
that arena on the house, and I will be
on the machine to do it. I look forward
to that day.

But we had more work to do. So that
story that day got us all energized. We
kept her in our prayers every day. By
May 2 we had a meeting with Dr.
Woodcock and the FDA.

We moved along even further. By
May 20 I introduced a private bill. I
tried to convince my Senators to do
the same. They thought there would be
an objection to a UC in the Senate.

I brought this to Speaker PELOSI. She
was terrific to work with. We had sev-
eral meetings all together, with STENY
HOYER and with her staff. Before that
bill could come to the floor for a unani-
mous consent request, the FDA opened
the door and Jaci went wheels up Janu-
ary 5 to go to Columbia.

She received her first treatment on
June 11, and today, starting 5 minutes
from now, Mr. Speaker, she will receive
her second treatment. There has been
no noticeable digression in her condi-
tion. I am hopeful and prayerful that it
will improve. We have a chance here at
a miracle.

So many people worked so well to-
gether to get this done, including the
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press people around the Spencer, Iowa,
area. I want to especially mention
Stella ““With the Good Heart”
Daskalakis. I always call her Stella
“With the Good Heart.” She has done
so much, along with KICD Radio,
KTIV, KUOO, and KSFY in Sioux Falls.
Mr. Speaker, I am so grateful for ev-
eryone who has formed a link in this
chain of miracles. We are on our way to
an extraordinary miracle. We will keep
Jaci in our prayers this day as she re-
ceives her second treatment for ALS.

———

PEACE CORPS

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

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker,
today I am proud to introduce the
Peace Corps Reauthorization Act of
2019.

I want to thank my returned Peace
Corps volunteers; JOE KENNEDY and
DONNA SHALALA, the co-chairs of the
Peace Corps Caucus; as well as Mr.
GRAVES, Mr. SIRES, Mrs. RADEWAGEN,
and Ms. SHALALA for their support as
original cosponsors.

Like successive generations of young
Americans, my wife, Patti, and I an-
swered President John F. Kennedy’s
call and served in the Peace Corps in
Ethiopia from 1966 to 1968. This
foundational experience inspired our
lifetime of service that continued into
State government in California, the
Clinton administration, and now the
United States Congress.

Since the establishment of the Peace
Corps in 1961, more than 230,000 Ameri-
cans have volunteered and have served
in 141 countries around the world.
When the Africans fought for their
independence, the Peace Corps volun-
teers came, and they were there to as-
sist in the transition in countries
throughout that continent. They were
there as teachers, community develop-
ment, and agriculture, and so that tra-
dition carried on in countries all
around the world. Today there are
some 8,000 Peace Corps volunteers in 65
countries.

Now more than ever, Congress should
and must support the Peace Corps mis-
sion and realize President Kennedy’s
vision of generations of young Ameri-
cans, ready to serve their Nation and
make the world a better place and re-
turn home to America and continue to
educate all Americans about what is
going on around the world.

Our Peace Corps Reauthorization Act
of 2019 would do just this by providing
additional Federal resources to better
support current, returning, and former
Peace Corps volunteers by doing the
following: First, since 2002 the Peace
Corps has not been reauthorized. So we
would pick up that and make the Peace
Corps reauthorization good for the next
5 years. We would authorize $450 mil-
lion per fiscal year for the Peace Corps,
an increase over the flat $410 million
that has been provided in the current
year.
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We would also direct the Peace Corps
to establish new volunteer opportuni-
ties that promote internet adoption
and development in countries and en-
gage tech savvy American volunteers.

We would increase the monthly al-
lowance for Peace Corps volunteers and
leaders to $417 per month of service
completed to reflect the increase in the
cost of living and provide $10,000 for the
2-year full term of service.

We would reform the Peace Corps Na-
tional Advisory Council that has been
in abeyance since 1980 by providing
that donated funds from a qualified
nonprofit organization would cover all
administrative costs for the advisory
council with no cost to the taxpayers.

We would include Respect for Peace
Corps Volunteers Act, H.R. 1411, spon-
sored by Congressman SIRES of New
Jersey since 2013, allowing use of the
Peace Corps logo in headstones and
other funeral materials, in recognition
of the meaning the deceased’s Peace
Corps service had for their lives.

We would codify President Kennedy’s
1963 executive order affording returned
Peace Corps volunteers a 12-month hir-
ing preference for most Federal job
openings and also deal with the shut-
downs that occasionally occur.
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We would require the Peace Corps
and the U.S. State Department Bureau
of Diplomatic Security to routinely up-
date existing memorandums of agree-
ment for Peace Corps volunteer secu-
rity and consular protection in foreign
countries.

We would clarify that American
Samoans and other U.S. nationals have
an opportunity to serve in the Peace
Corps as volunteers as well as in lead-
ership positions.

We would also increase the workers’
compensation rate for Peace Corps vol-
unteers.

This bipartisan bill builds upon the
success of the Sam Farr and Nick Cas-
tle Peace Corps Reform Act of 2018,
public law 115-256, sponsored by former
Congressman Ted Poe of Texas.

Our bill also builds upon legislation
sponsored by my California colleague
Sam Farr, who served in the Peace
Corps from 1964 to 1966.

As co-chairman of the Peace Corps
Caucus, I am proud to continue the
work in support of the Peace Corps
mission, its volunteers, and the indel-
ible impact of their service.

I ask all Members of Congress to co-
sponsor this legislation and support it.
It is important, and I look forward to
working with the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Chairman ENGEL, and Ranking
Member McCAUL to advance the Peace
Corps Reauthorization Act.

———

RECOGNIZING RABBI DR. STEVEN
MOSS OF B’NAI ISRAEL REFORM
TEMPLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. ZELDIN) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, it is an
honor to rise today recognizing Rabbi
Dr. Steven Moss of B’nai Israel Reform
Temple, who is retiring after serving
his community for over 47 years.

Rabbi Moss became the first ordained
rabbi for B’nai Israel in June of 1974
and has honorably served his commu-
nity ever since.

Rabbi Moss’ service to his commu-
nity and his accomplishments are
nothing less than extraordinary. He
has been the chair of the Suffolk Coun-
ty Human Rights Commission since
1992 and has served as the chaplain to
the Suffolk County Police Department,
with the rank of deputy chief of chap-
lains, since 1986.

Additionally, Rabbi Moss is the co-
chair of the Suffolk County Anti-Bias
Task Force; chair of the Islip Town
Anti-Bias Task Force in the battle
against anti-Semitism and other bias
crimes; director and founder of STOP/
BIAS, an educational program for peo-
ple who have committed hate and bias
crimes; former president of the Suffolk
County Board of Rabbis; board member
on the New York Board of Rabbis and
the Center for the Holocaust, Diversity
and Human Understanding at the Sel-
den campus of Suffolk Community Col-
lege; founder of the Jewish Hospital
Referral Service; pastoral care coordi-
nator of the Suffolk Partners in Dig-
nity; hospital chaplain at Good Samar-
itan Hospital, Brookhaven Memorial
Hospital, and Southside Hospital; and
is the longest sitting member of the
Islip Town Board of Ethics.

I have known Rabbi Moss since I was
a little kid. Nearly 27 years ago, he was
the rabbi who presided over the bar
mitzvah service for me and, this No-
vember, will be the rabbi for my daugh-
ter’s b’not mitzvah. He has left a last-
ing impact on so many lives, including
my own.

One of the things I love the most
about Rabbi Moss is how he visits peo-
ple in hospitals, nursing homes, and
elsewhere all the time, every day. If
you think you have lost touch with
Rabbi Moss and it has been 20 years
since you have last spoken to him,
even if you weren’t really that close
with him back in the day, if he finds
out that you are at a local hospital, he
will come and visit you and pray for
you.

His family services during the High
Holy Days are amazing for the kids. He
involves everyone. It is not easy to get
every single kid in a temple totally en-
gaged, all in, without much effort, but
Rabbi Moss has charisma that is sec-
ond to none.

Most importantly, he is simply a
very Kkind, warm, and decent human
being who loves everyone.

Rabbi Moss is now en route to Po-
land, where he will bike 60 miles from
the gates of Auschwitz to the Jewish
Community Center in Krakow, which is
also known as the ‘“‘Ride for the Liv-
ing,” in honor of the millions of people
who were murdered during the Holo-
caust.
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Rabbi Moss and about 300 other
bikers will be biking the entire 60
miles in one day to raise money for the
Jewish Community Center in Krakow,
which supports the growing Jewish
population there and in the sur-
rounding areas.

When asked about his upcoming ex-
perience, Rabbi Moss stated he believes
the experience will be overwhelming
but that he is excited to witness the
growth of the Jewish diaspora.

On Sunday, B’Nai Israel held a going-
away party for Rabbi Moss, where they
gifted him with a bronze plaque signi-
fying that the sanctuary within the
synagogue will be named after him.
Rabbi Moss deserves nothing less after
having served over 47 years at the syn-
agogue.

He has been an incredible role model
and mentor to both my family and me,
and he has continued to be a remark-
able role model for thousands of others.

I look to him as a community leader,
an inspiration, and a teacher, one with
an amazing ability to connect with
anyone. I would like to thank Rabbi
Moss for all he has done for our com-
munity, and I wish him nothing but the
best in his retirement.

———
HUMANITARIAN STANDARDS

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

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, today the
House will vote on legislation to pro-
vide our immigration agencies the hu-
manitarian resources they need for
children, women, and families. How-
ever, that is not enough when this ad-
ministration has argued in court that
children in CBP custody do not need
soap, toothbrushes, or blankets as
basic necessities for hygiene.

This bill funds items and resources
for a dysfunctional system that treats
children and families inhumanely. It
does not create humanitarian stand-
ards that will change behavior, and it
will not meet the humanitarian needs
of children and families.

We need to pass my legislation, the
Humanitarian Standards for Individ-
uals in CBP Custody Act, a comprehen-
sive, public health approach to address
the basic humanitarian needs of chil-
dren and families under CBP’s custody
and responsibility.

Why? Why are these humanitarian
standards needed? Because, when I vis-
ited the border, I saw open toilets and
crowded cells without privacy. I saw
one latrine for 200 individuals. I saw
babies who were dirty and didn’t have
diapers and didn’t have free access to
water and formula. Because six chil-
dren have now died while in the cus-
tody and responsibility of CBP, under
their supposed TEDS standards.

Why? Because my bill will define
what a health screening is. It will say
that a health screening is an interview,
a questionnaire, and it will have vital
signs, an actual physical examination,
and consultation with an emergency
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care provider. The appropriations bill
doesn’t.

My bill will say that high-priority in-
dividuals, upon detention, within 3
hours, must have a health screening.
The appropriations bill doesn’t.

My bill says that there needs to be
emergency care backup for every indi-
vidual who has a healthcare screening.
The appropriations bill doesn’t.

In terms of water, my bill will say
that every adult will, at least, have
free access to 1 gallon of water. The ap-
propriations bill doesn’t give those
metrics.

It says that there should be one
closed, private, functioning toilet per
12 men or 8 women. The appropriations
bill doesn’t.

It says that individuals should have
the ability to bathe once a day. The ap-
propriations bill does not.

In terms of shelter, an individual
should have 2 meters squared of space.
Right now, they are piled on top of
each other. The appropriations bill will
not change that practice.

It says that temperatures should be
kept within a humane range. Cur-
rently, they are keeping them in very,
very cold rooms, interrupting their
sleep, which decreases their immune
system and makes them prone to more
illnesses and mental health disorders.

The appropriations bill does not re-
quire them to allow the children to
sleep 8 hours.

The appropriations bill does not say
that they need to keep temperatures in
a humane range.

In terms of food, my bill says that an
adult should have, at least, a minimum
of 2,000 calories a day. The appropria-
tions bill doesn’t. We are just funding a
lot of food, and we already know that
children are given frozen burritos.

My bill will say that a pregnant
woman or a child under 12 years old or
the elderly should have age-appro-
priate food and age-appropriate cal-
ories per day. This appropriations bill
does not enforce those behavioral
changes.

So, today’s vote is a desperate bill for
a desperate situation. But, don’t be
fooled that this bill is going to meet
the humanitarian needs of women and
children at the border. Don’t be fooled
into thinking that we should pat our-
selves on the back and walk away
thinking that this problem is over or
that children and families will be
treated humanely—not when an admin-
istration is arguing that toothbrushes
and soap are not needed for basic hy-
giene for children.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a vote on my bill,
and I urge my fellow Representatives
to support my bill, the Humanitarian
Standards for Individuals in CBP Cus-
tody Act, to bring humanity back to
our treatment of women, children, and
families seeking asylum and prevent
the needless loss of life.

CONGRATULATING KEITH AND
EMMA SWARTZ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
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Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, it is
my distinct pleasure and personal
blessing to be able to congratulate and
thank my friends Keith and Emma
Swartz for serving the Lord for over 40
years.

Pastor Keith Swartz has been a lead-
er in my community, making a dif-
ference in the lives of countless fami-
lies, achieving 13 years as principal and
coach at the Harrisonville Christian
School, as an elder for over 20 years,
and 26 years as associate pastor at my
church, the Harrisonville Community
Church.

Emma Swartz inspired and equipped
students from kindergarten to sixth
grade for 19 years at Harrisonville
Christian School, as both principal and
teacher. She used her gift of teaching
beyond the classroom as a respected
Sunday school teacher and a leader of
adult Bible studies.

Together, they have ministered to
countless individuals, visiting them in
the hospital and being by their side
during the final days of an illness, as
well as supporting the families after-
wards.

The foundation of their service began
at home, where they raised four beau-
tiful children to love God and to love
others; and, now, this legacy of faith
and service is being lived out in the
lives of their 10 grandchildren.

Keith and Emma are special people
individually, but, together, they make
a remarkable team that I have been
blessed to know over the years, and our
church has been blessed by their serv-
ice.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Keith
and Emma on their retirement. I hope
they enjoy the days which they have
worked so hard to earn, and I wish
them continued health and happiness
in this new phase of life and pray God’s
richest blessings on them.
CONGRATULATING RICH HILL HIGH SCHOOL BOYS

TRACK AND FIELD TEAM

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to congratulate the Rich
Hill High School boys track and field
team for winning the Class 1 State
championship.

As a former track runner and track
and field coach, I am thrilled to have a
school in my district take home the
State championship. This truly is a
feat due in no small part to the hard
work and talent of the team and its
leadership.

A Class 1 State record was also bro-
ken during the State competition. Rich
Hill, sophomore, Clifton Bridgewater,
threw 177 feet to win the boys javelin
competition, breaking the previous
record of 169 feet set last season.

The outstanding performances by
these Tigers mark a great milestone
for Rich Hill High School, and I would
like to ask all Missourians to join me
in congratulating these Tiger team-
mates on this momentous achieve-
ment.
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HONORING  COLORADO REGENT
EMERITUS TILMAN “TILLIE”
BISHOP

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

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a great Colorado states-
man and a devoted community mem-
ber, University of Colorado Regent
Emeritus Tilman ‘‘Tillie’” Bishop, who
passed away on June 16.

Born and raised in Colorado, Tillie
dedicated his long and influential life
to service for the people of our great
State.

He held a wide variety of elected of-
fices, including 28 years in the Colo-
rado General Assembly, making him
the longest serving State senator from
Colorado’s western slope, as well as 6
yvears on the University of Colorado
Board of Regents.

Tillie’s passion for education and his
commitment to promoting a school
system that diligently serves each and
every student was tangible and, no
doubt, came from the over 30 years he
worked as a public school teacher and
college administrator.

It was my honor to serve on the
board of regents with Regent Bishop.
He always found ways to work across
the aisle to ensure that the students at
the University of Colorado were given a
top-tier education that would prepare
them for a successful future.

And I will never forget Tillie’s deter-
mination and his devotion to those he
served. He was a great statesman, and
I know that many in Colorado, myself
included, will miss him.

I send my deepest condolences to Re-
gent Bishop’s wife, Pat, and to all of
his family, and we thank him for his
incredible service.

———
[ 1045

PRESCRIPTION FOR LIFE
PROGRAM

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

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize Arkansas At-
torney General Leslie Rutledge and her
program, Prescription for Life.

Arkansas has the second-highest
opioid prescription rate in this coun-
try. Prescription for Life is a drug
abuse prevention program used in high
schools across Arkansas. This program
aims to encourage students to avoid
taking prescription drugs in an illicit
manner.

The course is interactive and de-
signed to educate young people
through animated videos about the
dangers of prescription drugs. This
course also teaches students how to
recognize the symptoms of a drug over-
dose and abuse and how to help people
who may be suffering from an overdose.

Prescription for Life is provided at
no cost to Arkansas schools.

Thank you to Attorney General Les-
lie Rutledge, and to all the contribu-
tors for this important effort.
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VASCUGENIX BUSINESS PLAN

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to congratulate Vascugenix,
a medical device company representing
the University of Arkansas at Little
Rock, for winning the undergraduate
division of the 2019 Delta Plastics Ar-
kansas Governor’s Cup Collegiate Busi-
ness Plan Competition.

Vascugenix is a Little Rock startup
that is run by students at the Univer-
sity of Arkansas at Little Rock and led
by Dr. Dwight Chrisman, a cardiologist
with Arkansas Cardiology and Baptist
Health in Little Rock.

Dr. Chrisman invented Vascugenix’s
flagship product, the Speed-Torque,
which is a device that allows surgeons
to perform heart surgery faster and
safer, all while being minimally
invasive.

Vascugenix is partnering with local
hospitals such as Arkansas Heart Hos-
pital and Baptist Health, along with
Arkansas’ medical university, UAMS.

I congratulate the team who served
this great new product and great new
company in Little RocKk.

MACARTHUR MUSEUM RECOGNITION

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize the MacArthur
Museum of Arkansas Military History
for receiving the Outstanding Achieve-
ment in Collections Care and Conserva-
tion Award by the Arkansas Museums
Association.

This award recognizes excellence in
preservation and conservation and
practices that illustrate exceptional
standards that are set forth by the
American Alliance of Museums and So-
ciety of American Archivists.

The museum received this award for
renovations last year of the historic
Arsenal Building built in 1841, which
now houses the military history edu-
cational exhibits.

MacArthur Museum’s Executive Di-
rector, Stephen McAteer, was also rec-
ognized and received the Distinguished
Museum Professional of the Year
Award for his oversight role in these
renovations.

MacArthur Museum opened in May
2001, and continues to educate local,
State, national, and international visi-
tors about Arkansas’ military heritage.

Thank you to my friend, Stephen,
and all of the dedicated workers at the
MacArthur Military Museum of His-
tory for your service and leadership in
the preservation of Arkansas’ heritage.
RECOGNIZING THE RECIPIENT OF THE 2019 STEVE

WILLBANKS AWARD

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to congratulate my friend,
John Maus, for being awarded the 2019
Steve Willbanks award for community
service in his outstanding work in
Morrilton, Arkansas.

The Steve Willbanks award was es-
tablished in 2011 to honor his more
than 40 years of leadership as president
and CEO of Community Service, Incor-
porated.

Maus is a lifelong resident of Conway
County, and serves as president of the
Sacred Heart School Board, where he
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graduated in 1981. He also serves as
president of the Sacred Heart Parish
Council, and recently co-chaired their
$3 million school and church renova-
tion project.

John is active in the community, and
serving on the Board for Community
Service Properties, and a member of
the ASU Beebe Ag-Tech advisory
board, as well as the University of Ar-
kansas Community College at
Morrilton Board of Visitors.

John’s service to the State of Arkan-
sas, and commitment to our youth will
never be forgotten, and I join all Ar-
kansans in congratulating John Maus
on this recognition, and I wish him
much continued success.

——
STOP NAFTA 2

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. President, Amer-
ican workers and organized labor do
not support your renegotiated NAFTA.
Corporate America and wealthy elites
might, but don’t make any effort to
sell NAFTA’s half-baked, repackaged
broken promises to our workers, be
they industrial or farmhands. You defy
the liberty of our democracy when cor-
porate elites speak as the democratic
process.

The promise of higher wages and re-
turning jobs is not to be believed with-
out engagement to ensure the dignity
of labor, of labor rights, and labor en-
forcement on this continent.

Hidden between the lines of the cur-
rent NAFTA text are dollar signs and
profits for self-dealing, transnational
corporations that have outsourced our
jobs, and very wealthy lobbyists who
negotiated NAFTA 2’s deal. They do
not prioritize living-wage jobs, family-
sustaining wages, or workers’ environ-
mental safety and health conditions
across America. NAFTA 2 is still an es-
calator to the bottom for workers in
industrial plants and farmhands.

The ravages NAFTA inflicted on
America’s workers are etched across
American communities devastated by
the outsourcing of factories, many left
in economic ruin. NAFTA served as the
“model” of modern integration of First
World and emerging world economies.
It was replicated in Central America
with what is called CAFTA-DR. The
same plundering of non-rich commu-
nities ensued throughout Mexico and
Central America. Many fell victim
then to drug cartels and gangs, over-
ridden with violence. Economic hope
further vanished.

Many of those refugees are coming to
our borders, if we but understand the
force driving them.

Today’s proposed new NAFTA will be
worse. In the quarter century under
NAFTA, more than a million American
jobs were outsourced, our workers’
wages stagnated, and U.S. trade defi-
cits with Mexico and Central American
countries increased exponentially, not
just a little bit.
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The minimum million jobs lost in our
country are only those that are cer-
tified. Can you imagine how many
other jobs were lost related as sup-
pliers to those jobs?

Our Nation lost thousands of jobs to
penny-wage environments where work-
ers could not even afford to buy what
they made as they toiled in sweat-
shops, which I have visited in the
maquiladoras, exposed to unimaginable
toxins. And millions upon millions of
Mexico’s small farmers were obliter-
ated due to NAFTA.

This man knew the fate that would
be dealt him back in 1993, and it was.
This is a Mexican farmer that no
longer holds his land.

The original NAFTA fueled massive
migration from Mexico’s countryside
to our Nation, as thousands of very,
very, small farmers had their liveli-
hoods extinguished. A minimum of 2
million—million—Mexican farmers
were displaced as U.S. agricultural
products, heavily subsidized, flowed
tariff-free south over a 10-year period,
and Mexico’s white corn industry was
decimated.

Does anybody here care?

Wages in Mexico have gone down
under NAFTA, and U.S. wages and ben-
efits have been stuck for the majority
of over a quarter century in our coun-
try.

Due to NAFTA and CAFTA nations
alone, our southern neighbors stock us
with fresh produce. Meanwhile, our
multinational grain outfits send mil-
lions and millions of tons of feed grain
down there, displacing Mexico’s farm-
ers, and creating an endless flow of des-
perate, cheap labor across this con-
tinent.

Some very powerful people must love
this system, as ordinary, hardworking
people are quashed across this country
and held in bondage.

America must wake up to the impact
our trade deals impose on people. Sure-
ly our own citizens, but also people
who are exploited from other places
when you have unequal economies that
are joined at the hip by transnationals
who don’t give a hoot about people.

When multinational corporate inter-
ests dominate negotiations, and they
have a heavy thumb on the scales of
economic justice across the Americas,
trade with our closest neighbors is
never simply a zero-sum game, because
too few control those levers of negoti-
ating power.

It is no surprise that nearly half a
million migrants have been taken into
custody at our southern borders this
yvear alone. Half a million. In the past,
undocumented immigrants were over-
whelmingly single men from Mexico,
but that flow has changed.

As the President continues to nego-
tiate NAFTA, I urge him to include an
enforceable labor rights section, a
Labor Secretariat in NAFTA 2, or this
exploitation will continue.

Let’s stop NAFTA 2.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.
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SIX-MONTH REVIEW OF THE 116TH
CONGRESS

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

Mr. MEUSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to offer some observations re-
garding my first 6 months as a new
Member of the 116th Congress.

2019 began with Democrat leadership
denying the existence of an illegal im-
migration crisis at our southern border
during a 35-day government shutdown.
On 17 separate occasions since then,
House Republicans have attempted to
pass legislation that would provide $4.5
billion in humanitarian assistance.

While Democratic leadership is con-
sidering H.R. 3401 this week to discuss
humanitarian aid at the southern bor-
der, their proposal will not direct funds
toward expanding detention centers,
nor will it provide resources to correct
the crisis, which is precisely where this
kind of funding is needed.

While this bill is fundamentally
flawed, at least, at this point, there is
a bipartisan majority that admits we
have a real crisis that requires action.

Recent figures at the border are stag-
gering. U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection announced officers have appre-
hended or turned back nearly 700,000
migrants in the past 8 months. Fur-
ther, apprehensions in May marked the
highest monthly total in 13 years near
the southern border, with U.S. authori-
ties detaining or turning away more
than 140,000 people.

It is our sworn duty to put the Amer-
ican people over politics, especially in
the people’s House. As elected Rep-
resentatives, it is our responsibility to
deliver on issues that are important to
the American people.

This year’s Democratic leadership
agenda has focused on policy proposals
that incentivize illegal immigration.
Democratic leadership thought H.R. 1
was important to pass, though refused
to support a motion that would have
expressed that allowing illegal immi-
grants to vote be prohibited as it de-
values and diminishes the voting power
of an American citizen.

How would Democrat leadership ex-
pect this to pass in Congress, let alone
get signed by the President?

This is certainly not in the spirit of
compromise but is most certainly a
dead-end bill.

Further, Democrat leadership passed
H.R. 6, which includes various blanket
amnesty provisions. Amnesty should
never be passed by this House, espe-
cially when that bill includes no im-
provements to border security.

Not only is putting illegal immi-
grants ahead of legal immigrants
wrong, but to propose an amnesty bill
is an obvious incentive for illegal im-
migrants to cross over the U.S. border.

Another example is H.R. 987, a bill
originally focused on lower prescrip-
tion drug costs which was politicized so
it, too, has no chance of becoming law.
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The provisions of propping up failed as-
pects of ObamaCare and banning asso-
ciation health plans is contrary policy
to what will drive down healthcare
costs, which is choice, competition, in-
novation, and State’s jurisdiction.

Making the Federal Government a
monopoly over healthcare is exactly
the wrong thing to do if we want to
achieve the goal of quality, affordable
healthcare for all. This goal can be ac-
complished while assuring a safety net
is in place, protecting preexisting con-
ditions, and keeping Medicare strong.

Additionally, bringing to the floor
and passage of the proposed United
States-Mexico-Canada agreement,
known as the USMCA, is critical to our
continued economic growth.

I state this as an objective outsider.
House Republicans and the President
continue to focus on growing the econ-
omy for all Americans, a strong na-
tional defense, including orderly hu-
manitarian border security, reducing
healthcare costs, free- and fair-trade
agreements, revitalizing our stressed
communities, regulatory reform, and
improving the quality of life of Amer-
ican families. We need bipartisan pol-
icy which puts Americans first, not
America alone, but country first.

————
O 1100

REAUTHORIZE NUTRIA
ERADICATION AND CONTROL ACT

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

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to talk about a challenge that we
have in California’s waterways. It is a
challenge of an invasive species called
nutria.

Nutrias are commonly Kknown as
swamp rats to many. They came from
South America decades ago, but they
raise havoc wherever they go.

They are a problem for California’s
already challenged water system. They
destroy canals and levees, which, in
turn, could lead to flooding and threat-
en water delivery to our farmers and
our farm communities.

Usually detected in large numbers,
they rapidly reproduce, which makes
eradication difficult.

Last week, I cosponsored legislation
with fellow Congressmen JOSH HARDER
and TJ CoxX to help fight the nutria
population growth. The bill will reau-
thorize the Nutria Eradication and
Control Act of 2003 and provide $7 mil-
lion toward efforts to rid the species
from California once and for all.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting this important
legislation for California.

CELEBRATING PORTUGUESE HERITAGE MONTH

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize June as National Por-
tuguese Heritage Month.

Representative Cox and I have intro-
duced legislation, along with the Por-
tuguese Caucus, to officially recognize
the key role that Portuguese Ameri-
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cans have played in the growth of our
Nation and highlight their valuable
and significant contributions to our so-
ciety.

Portugal was the first neutral nation
to establish diplomatic ties with the
United States over 240 years ago. They
have contributed to every facet of
American society, from manning the
early whaling ships in New England to
the introduction of agriculture
throughout the country.

They have served with distinction
and proudly in our military and have
been leaders in government at every
level in our country. In 1979, Tony
Coelho, my friend from California, was
elected as the first American of Por-
tuguese descent to the United States
House of Representatives.

In addition to lawmaking, Por-
tuguese Americans have made lasting
contributions to science, music, and in
other areas of business, through people
like former Secretary of Energy and
nuclear physicist Ernest Moniz and the
famous March King, John Philip Sousa,
who wrote the iconic song ‘‘Stars and
Stripes Forever’” as he headed the Ma-
rine Corps band.

They are also leaders in agriculture
throughout our Nation—in California,
most notably in the dairy industry.

The Portuguese American story is
the American story of immigrants past
and immigrants present who have come
here through generations to have a bet-
ter life for themselves and their fami-
lies.

Values that my own parents and
grandparents instilled in myself and
my sister have never been far from my
heart, that family and tradition and
that an ethic of hard work are impor-
tant in our country for all immigrant
groups, and realizing that with that
ethic, anything can be accomplished in
America.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues
today to join me in recognizing and
celebrating the many ways in which
the Portuguese American communities
have changed, shaped, and influenced
our country through our industries
and, most importantly, through their
ideals and their love of family and be-
coming a part of that American Dream.

Mr. Speaker, I inquire as to how
much time I have remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 1%2 minutes remaining.

STRENGTHEN U.S.-ARMENIAN RELATIONS

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize another ethnic group that
has made so many contributions to
America, the Armenian community, to
underscore the importance and the
strong relationship between the United
States and Armenia.

The United States has enjoyed a long
history working with the Armenian
people toward a shared vision of a free
and democratic society.

The Armenian community has risen
over the past 100 years, after facing one
of the most atrocious acts in human
history: the first genocide in the 20th
century.
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Notwithstanding that, they have pre-
vailed and continue to grow stronger,
not only in Armenia, but also through-
out the world.

In 2018, we witnessed the Armenian
people standing up and peacefully dem-
onstrating for change in their country,
and it happened. Nearly 1 year later,
the dawn of a new era represents an op-
portunity for the country and its peo-
ple to reach their full potential.

The United States can provide valu-
able support and help to empower the
Armenian people in this new and excit-
ing chapter in their country.

I am pleased, therefore, to support
H.R. 452, and I look forward to the op-
portunity to work with my colleagues
to continue to strengthen the bilateral
relations between the United States
and the Republic of Armenia.

RESOLVE HUMANITARIAN CRISIS AT SOUTHERN
BORDER ON BIPARTISAN BASIS

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, finally, let
me say to my colleagues in the House
that what is going on at the border be-
tween the United States and Mexico is
simply not the American way. We can
find solutions to resolve the humani-
tarian crisis that is taking place at our
border, but we must work together on
a bipartisan basis.

We must support the supplemental
legislation today that will provide ad-
ditional funding while working for
meaningful changes to take care of
people, to not separate children from
their families, and to act in a humane
way that reflects our values.

———

SOCIALISM RISKS LOSING TRUST
IN COMMUNITY SOLUTIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Washington (Mrs. RODGERS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to share a story
of power, people power.

This story doesn’t take place in the
Halls of Congress, in the department of
such and such, or in D.C., which is too
often called ‘‘the most powerful city in
the world.” This story takes place at
Hope House, a women’s homeless shel-
ter in Spokane, Washington.

Hope House, which is expanding be-
cause of a grant made possible because
of tax reform, helps women find a sec-
ond chance.

Heather Thomas-Taylor is the direc-
tor. As The Spokesman-Review re-
ported, she knows everyone staying at
the house by name. She feeds them
from donations from restaurants and
churches.

Once, a bride and groom, still in their
dress and tux, donated 2 weeks’ worth
of food left over from their reception.
Around the holidays, Hope House
fridges are so full they can’t even ‘‘fit
a slice of bologna’ in them.

Mr. Speaker, this is what an empow-
ered community looks like, and it has
provided more than mandates and cen-
tralized bureaucratic power can ever
provide.
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Why is that? Because people like the
employees at Hope House, the director
leading its expansion, the bride and
groom, and our church congregations
have the power to improve the world
around them.

I have another story to share, but it
isn’t one of hope. It is one of people los-
ing their ability to serve their commu-
nity.

Nearly 14,000 people live in Pend
Oreille County in my district. Many
work in timber, mining, the hospital,
or elsewhere. However, in the entire
county, we are down to one childcare
center, just one, which is run by the
local Tribe, and they have a long wait-
ing list.

Statewide regulations are making it
too difficult for local providers to com-
ply with licensing requirements. As
one provider said in Washington,
“There’s a rule for a rule for a rule.”

Even the public hospital in Pend
Oreille County, with its resources and
lawyers, couldn’t comply to open a
daycare center.

Just imagine if these one-size-fits-all
rules were coming from the Federal
Government for every single neighbor-
hood in America. It is not that far from
reality.

I hear every day from local officials,
schools, farmers, and people who are
overwhelmed by costly mandates
forced on them by the Federal Govern-
ment. This is not what a government of
the people, by the people, and for the
people should look like.

I rise to share these stories so that
we will protect the people’s voices and,
ultimately, their power to create those
solutions that will work in their lives
and their communities.

By design and common sense, the in-
stitutions closest to the people yield
the best results as well as build trust.
If you were suddenly in need, who
would you trust, Hope House, which
you can look in the eye and know by
name, or a phone number that directs
you to someone sitting in a cubicle in
Washington, D.C.?

Losing that trust in community solu-
tions is what we risk when we start
embracing socialism. Socialism will di-
minish our individual liberties, iso-
lating us from the institutions that
empower us to make a difference in the
world around us. It will concentrate
power, where the people’s voices don’t
stand a chance against corruption.

That is why power doesn’t belong be-
hind an unelected bureaucrat’s desk,
where scandals like we have seen at the
IRS, the VA, and the FBI can run
rampant.

The promise of America is where peo-
ple, not the government, is trusted
with the potential to achieve our
dreams. We have a voice. We have that
power in our community.

The promise that socialism can pro-
vide these things is a false one. It never
happens.

Mr. Speaker, I will say it again: We
are a government of the people, by the
people, and for the people. For those
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words to be true, the people’s House
must recognize where the people have
the most power and freedom to make
the best decisions for ourselves and our
families. It isn’t in the Federal Govern-
ment.

Like in Pend Oreille County, it is in
the community. It is our community,
our neighborhoods, our homes, our
schools, PTA meetings, churches, local
governments, and, yes, at Hope House
and daycare centers, too. It is neighbor
helping neighbor. We all need each
other at different times in our lives.

Mr. Speaker, it is community that
we must stand for, for the American
Dream to flourish.

————

MAKE COMMUNITIES HEALTHIER
AND SAFER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about making our com-
munities healthier and safer for all
Americans.

Let me start out by urging my col-
leagues to join me and my colleague,
JIM SENSENBRENNER, in supporting the
Functional Gastrointestinal and Motil-
ity Disorder Research Enhancement
Act, legislation that we are intro-
ducing today.

There are millions of Americans who
suffer from gastrointestinal and motil-
ity disorders. These are very common
gastrointestinal disorders in the gen-
eral population, but they affect tens of
millions of Americans.

Symptoms of these disorders include
pain in the inner organs, lack of motil-
ity, altered immune function, and al-
tered central nervous system function.
Although these symptoms can be life-
threatening, effective therapies exist.
Treatment, generally, focuses on man-
agement of the symptoms.

For nearly 30 years, patient advocacy
organizations, like the International
Foundation for Functional Gastro-
intestinal Disorders in my district,
have been working to support affected
individuals and their families.

Mr. Speaker, we are asking all of our
colleagues to join us in cosponsoring
this important legislation.

Mr. Speaker, while I am here address-
ing healthier and safer communities, I
would be remiss if I did not mention
the need to aggressively attack a cri-
sis, a health crisis, a public safety cri-
sis that is affecting all of our commu-
nities, and that is gun violence.

Mr. Speaker, it is often said that it
takes a village to raise a child, but it
takes a village to protect children, too.

That is why I am so inspired by my
own hometown of Milwaukee, Wis-
consin, to see what our community is
doing collectively to address gun vio-
lence. That is why I am inspired to see
that Milwaukee hospitals are working
to combat accidental shootings by of-
fering free gunlocks as a tool to pro-
tect children from guns in homes. The
city is also working to put violence in-
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terrupters in our community to teach
people how to deescalate violence.

Communities like Milwaukee have
always stepped up when Congress falls
short, but now, Mr. Speaker, it is time
for Congress to act to pass common-
sense gun violence prevention meas-
ures that have widespread support.

It has been over 100 days, Mr. Speak-
er, since the House has passed H.R. 8,
strengthening background checks; H.R.
1585, the VAWA reauthorization that
includes new provisions to prevent
abusers from accessing guns; and H.R.
1112, closing the Charleston loophole
that allows individuals to get a gun if
their background checks haven’t been
completed within 3 days, all legislation
that would prevent the gun violence
that is hurting all our communities.
Yet, the Senate has failed to act, as
key Senators have opposed taking any
action.

That is irresponsible.

O 1115

We are not the only country that ex-
periences gun violence, but it seems
that we are the only ones not to do
anything about it except to offer
thoughts and prayers and moments of
silence.

Well, I will tell you, no more silence
over gun violence, from Sandy Hook
where 26 were Killed to the Pulse night-
club shooting where 49 were killed, to
the third anniversary of the Oak Creek
Sikh temple shooting where 6 were
killed, to Stoneman Douglas High
School in Florida where 17 were Kkilled,
to Milwaukee, Wisconsin, where, last
fall, a 13-year-old girl was Kkilled by a
stray bullet. Bullets don’t have eyes.
This spring, an 11-year-old was wound-
ed by a stray bullet.

Enough is enough. Mr. Speaker, it is
time for the Senate to take up H.R. 8
and to promote health and safety in
our communities.

————
RECOGNIZING MICHAEL TORPY

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

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to remember the life of
Mr. Michael Torpy, who passed away
on June 10 at the age of 20.

Diagnosed with an aggressive form of
bone cancer as a senior in high school,
Mr. Torpy refused to let the disease
break his spirit. He spent nearly 100
nights in the hospital receiving chemo-
therapy treatment, had numerous sur-
geries, and even had a prosthetic right
leg.

Yet Mr. Torpy went on to attend the
University of Georgia, maintain
straight A’s, and was named a Presi-
dential Scholar.

He continued his favorite hobby of
backpacking, kept up his wrestling
form with his old coach, and made an
effort every day to make his friends
smile.

Although not a long life, Mr. Torpy’s
mother remembers that he lived his
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life to the fullest. This should be an in-
spiration for all of us to both persevere
through tribulations, while also cele-
brating the gift of life.

Mr. Torpy’s family and friends will
be in my thoughts and prayers during
this most difficult time.

RECOGNIZING CECIL BOSWELL

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Mr. Cecil
Boswell, an American hero from Geor-
gia who served our Nation during
World War II.

Originally from Gainesville, Georgia,
Mr. Boswell deployed on the beaches of
Normandy during D-Day and fought in
the Battle of the Bulge, where he par-
ticipated in wrestling Europe from
Nazi control and also contributed to a
historical turning point in Western civ-
ilization.

Dodging close calls of his own, Mr.
Boswell experienced, firsthand, the
bravery and sacrifice of his fellow
American soldiers. Until he passed
away in 2017 at the age of 99, he was
known for his abundant patriotism, al-
ways flying an American flag in his
yard, displaying his war medals in his
home, and marching every year in the
annual Gainesville Memorial Day Pa-
rade.

On this 75th anniversary of D-Day, I
am proud of the rich military heritage
of Georgia that helped to secure vic-
tory for the Allied Forces. I am espe-
cially proud of and thankful for Mr.
Boswell for his bravery and service to
help defeat tyranny overseas and pro-
tect the freedom of all of Western civ-
ilization.

RECOGNIZING DENE SHEHEANE

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize Mr. Dene
Sheheane for his work in helping Geor-
gia universities become national lead-
ers in access, affordability, completion
rates, and research output.

Mr. Sheheane began his work to bet-
ter our State’s education system near-
ly 30 years ago when he worked with
Governor Zell Miller, who was known
for spearheading the most important
higher education legislation in the
State of Georgia, the HOPE Scholar-
ship.

Since 2014, Mr. Sheheane has contin-
ued this effort, working with the com-
munity relations department at Geor-
gia Institute of Technology. In this
role he has secured Federal funding for
financial aid, renewal of the univer-
sity’s library, and projects within the
Georgia Tech Research Institute that
promote economic development and re-
search of key health and environ-
mental issues.

Because of his accomplishments thus
far at Georgia Tech, he was promoted
to president of the Georgia Tech Alum-
ni Association, and on July 1 he will
begin serving over 160,000 alumni
worldwide.

I want to thank Mr. Sheheane for all
he has done for the State of Georgia
and wish him good luck in all his en-
deavors to come.
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RECOGNIZING BLAIR GREINER

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker,
there is nothing more important than
character, and I rise today to recognize
an educator from Bucks County, Penn-
sylvania, who was recently honored as
Character Builder of the Year by the
Pennsbury LYFT. Blair Greiner, an art
teacher at William Penn Middle
School, received the award from
Pennsbury LYFT leaders Vicky Allen
and Gary Sanderson.

The Character Builder of the Year
Award is a unique distinction bestowed
upon gifted teachers and faculty mem-
bers who encourage their students to
make upright decisions and conduct
themselves in a positive manner.

Blair was nominated by several of
her colleagues, who described her as a
kind and passionate person who is al-
ways passionate about her work. They
cite a project she spearheaded design-
ing a mural for a retiring colleague and
creating a give one, take one initiative
that gives students and teachers the
ability to write uplifting messages for
peers having a tough day.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Blair on
this well-deserved award and would
like to thank LYFT for honoring he-
roes in our community and for advo-
cating for the youth in Bucks County.

RECOGNIZING THE FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH OF

PERKASIE

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize a faith commu-
nity in Bucks County, Pennsylvania,
for its innovation in providing pastoral
care to members of our community.

The First Baptist Church of Perkasie
recently unveiled a community center
known as Revivals that serves as a
soup kitchen, a counseling center, and
a food pantry, among many other pur-
poses.

Throughout the summer, members of
First Baptist Church of Perkasie will
hit the road with the Revivals block
party trailer mobile unit to offer serv-
ices to our community throughout
Bucks County. These family-friendly
events, in addition to other faith serv-
ices, have an array of food and games
to serve to bring people together.

Mr. Speaker, I applaud the faith com-
munity of First Baptist Church of
Perkasie. I would like to especially
thank Teaching Pastor Chris Heller,
Family Care Pastor Doug Henning, and
Ministries Pastor Jon Adams for all of
their work that they do for our Bucks
County community.

HONORING JESSICA WILCOX AND ALEX GOLDSBY

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to recognize two student
athletes in Bucks County, Pennsyl-
vania, that were recently honored at
the 21st annual Kiwanis-Herald Schol-
ar-Athlete Awards Banquet in
Langhorne.

Jessica Wilcox and Alex Goldsby,
seniors at Conwell-Egan Catholic High
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School, my alma mater, were recently
selected as recipients of the Levittown-
Bristol Kiwanis Club Dick Dougherty
Scholarship.

A 4-year starter on the Conwell-Egan
girls volleyball team, a 4-year member
of the softball team, and a two-time
first-team all-Catholic selection in
bowling, Jessica also served as a mem-
ber of the student council for 2 years.

As a 2-year starting quarterback for
the Conwell-Egan football team, Alex
was named the 2018 Philadelphia
Catholic League Paul Bartolomeo Top
Scholar-Athlete and was a member of
the 2018 Archdiocese of Philadelphia
Scholar-Athlete Honor Roll. As a start-
er, Alex threw for 1,972 yards and 21
touchdowns, and he also rushed for
over 1,100 yards and 25 touchdowns.

Mr. Speaker, I wish Jessica and Alex
all the best as they continue their
studies at Bucks County Community
College and Ursinus College, respec-
tively, and I congratulate both of them
and my alma mater on this amazing
distinction.

———

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 23
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
O 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. ROSE of New York) at
noon.

——————

PRAYER

Dr. James Merritt, Cross Pointe
Church, Duluth, Georgia, offered the
following prayer:

Our Father in Heaven, we come
thanking You for sending Your Son,
Jesus, to die for our sins; for these men
and women who have given their lives
to public service; and for the freedom
and the inalienable rights to life, lib-
erty, and the pursuit of happiness that
come from You, our creator.

I pray for every Member of this sa-
cred House that You would give them
the wisdom of Solomon to know what
is right and the courage of Daniel to do
what is right.

I pray that the golden rule would pre-
vail in their interpersonal relation-
ships. May they be ever mindful that
they will give an account to You for
every decision they make and every
law they pass.

Finally, would You please revive us
again that Your people may rejoice in
You. Hear our prayer in the name that
is above every name, Jesus Christ our
Lord.

Amen.
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THE JOURNAL

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

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

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

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

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

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from  Illinois (Mrs.
BusTOS) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. BUSTOS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

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

———

WELCOMING DR. JAMES MERRITT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. WOODALL) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I have
the honor of hosting the guest chaplain
today, and I believe you were feeling
his words that we are all going to be
held to account at the end, as you re-
call, in that vote series there. Those
are powerful words, and it is not just
something he shares in Congress today;
it is something he shares with our en-
tire community.

If you recognized his voice in that
prayer, Mr. Speaker, it is because he is
the host of the Touching Lives Min-
istry. It can be seen in all 50 States and
around the world.

He has his lovely bride of more than
four decades, Teresa, with him here in
the gallery, and he leads back in my
home State, Mr. Speaker, Cross Pointe
Church in Duluth.

He left First Baptist Church
Snellville and was called to plant a new
congregation. It is a powerful ministry,
not just with the Word, but with what
the Word tells us we should do in deed,
and it is lived out there every day.

From 2000 to 2002, Mr. Speaker, he
was the president of the Southern Bap-
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tist Convention. I told the gentleman
earlier that, if he can handle church
politics, he can certainly handle the
politics that we are involved in here.

But the honor for me, because I have
such deep respect for all of my col-
leagues here, is to share a little bit of
back home with each one of you.

Dr. Merritt embodies the Seventh
Congressional District values of faith
and family and duty, and I am grateful
to him, not just for his prayers in min-
istry to me, not just for his prayers in
ministry to our community, but to the
entire Nation and to the world.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.

——
SECURE OUR ELECTIONS

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

Mrs. BUSTOS. Mr. Speaker, it is a
fact that Russia, a foreign adversary,
interfered in our election and even
breached the voter database for the
State of Illinois, my home State.

For the sake of our national security,
this is an issue that must be addressed
by the United States Congress because
this isn’t a Republican issue and it is
not a Democratic issue. It is our duty
as Americans and elected officials to
protect our democracy.

That is why, this week, we will pass
the Securing America’s Federal Elec-
tions Act. Our bill would require voting
machines to be manufactured in the
United States of America. It would also
make investments to secure our elec-
tions and prevent interference from
foreign enemies in the future.

As Members of Congress, we take an
oath to protect our Constitution and
our democracy. I hope both Repub-
licans and Democrats will come to-
gether to support this bill and secure
our elections.

——————

CELEBRATING RELIGIOUS
FREEDOM WEEK

(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, Religious Freedom Week
began on Saturday and runs through
June 29.

Freedom of religion is a fundamental
human right and is protected by our
Constitution. The First Amendment
protects freedom of religion, along
with freedom of speech and freedom of
the press. This affords us the oppor-
tunity to have open and thoughtful de-
bates on the floor of the House each
and every day.

The United States is a place where
people of all faiths can peaceably prac-

H5089

tice their religion without fear of per-
secution, which is something we have
recognized since our founding. The
very foundation of our Nation, a place
of freedom and liberty for all, was con-
ceived by individuals in search of reli-
gious freedom.

Mr. Speaker, the United States of
America will always be a beacon of
light in the world, and we will always
protect our fundamental, unified com-
mitment to religious freedom. It is a
central part of what makes America
exceptional. It affords our citizens the
right to live in a free society, because
no person should live in fear for their
beliefs.

———

SPLIT TOLLING ON THE
VERRAZZANO-NARROWS BRIDGE

(Mr. ROSE of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. ROSE of New York. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to support the ap-
propriations bill on the floor this week
that would implement split tolling on
the Verrazzano-Narrows Bridge.

This legislation is common sense. It
is nonpartisan, and it represents a mas-
sive win for all New Yorkers. It ad-
dresses the unintended consequences of
an archaic 30-year-old piece of legisla-
tion that singled out Staten Island and
South Brooklyn with the only bridge in
the country whose technology is con-
trolled by Congress.

Split tolling removes an obsolete
mandate that cars on the Verrazzano-
Narrows Bridge only be tolled as they
arrive in Staten Island, meaning that
eastbound drivers across the bridge
move across toll-free. Thousands of
cars each day take advantage of this
free ride and cause unnecessary conges-
tion on Staten Island, in Brooklyn, and
in Manhattan.

Split tolling cuts the toll in half and
collects it in both directions, closing
the loophole, and at no cost to com-
muters in Brooklyn or on Staten Is-
land.

Cutting down on out-of-State toll
shopping will also generate revenues
for New York to invest in mass transit
projects on Staten Island and in South
Brooklyn, two places that all levels of
government have consistently ignored
or ripped off for a generation now.

Finally, my constituents are starting
to see a new day after a long com-
muting nightmare: fewer cars on our
streets, better buses, more mass tran-
sit options, and credible alternatives to
reach the other boroughs.

This is commonsense legislation, and
we are going to get it done.

PRO ACT HURTS JOB CREATORS
AND THEIR EMPLOYEES

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

Mr. RIGGLEMAN. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today as a small business owner
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concerned about the PRO Act, a bill
that will harm both job creators and
their employees.

The PRO Act would amend the Na-
tional Labor Relations Act and repeal
right-to-work laws. Right-to-work laws
protect employees from being fired for
not paying monetary support to a
union they don’t want to join.

The PRO Act also takes away em-
ployers’ rights in National Labor Rela-
tions Board cases by taking away their
standing and giving employers no re-
course to the NLRB.

My district is home to over 2,100
small franchise business owners that
could be negatively impacted by this
bill. It will hurt businesses like
Arrington Enterprises, Inc., which op-
erates Dairy Queens, Bojangles’ Fa-
mous Chicken ‘n Biscuits, and Exxon
stores in Franklin County.

Aside from delivering a quality prod-
uct, Arrington Enterprises, Inc., has
collected close to $18,000 for Children’s
Miracle Network Hospitals and donated
$4,800 to local schools so far this year.

In closing, this bill would hurt local
businesses and local workers.

————

WAR IN THE MIDDLE EAST

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

Mr. HIMES. Madam Speaker, I am
not in the habit of praising the Presi-
dent from this perch, but I do want to
say that I am very pleased that we are
not in yet another shooting war in the
Middle East today.

I think we came very, very close, and
I appreciate that the President had the
courage to stand down some raids that,
undoubtedly, would have led to a re-
sponse and led to another war in the
Middle East.

I know he does that at the risk of
being criticized for potentially dam-
aging American credibility, but we are
not in a war today. That is an argu-
ment for history.

What is not an argument for history
is that any aggression, any military
action against Iran, must be approved
by the Congress of the United States.
It is clear in the Constitution that a
decision to go to war must be made in
this building.

I urge my friends on both sides of the
aisle to reflect on the reason for that.
If we are going to sacrifice blood and
treasure, the Representatives of the
people must make that decision, not
one individual at the other end of
Pennsylvania Avenue.

Now is the time for us to consider
whether another Middle Eastern war
makes sense for the people of the
United States of America.

———

OBSERVING ALZHEIMER’S AND
BRAIN AWARENESS MONTH
(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to recognize June as Alz-
heimer’s and Brain Awareness Month.

Alzheimer’s disease affects more than
5 million Americans. It is also our Na-
tion’s most expensive disease.

We have got to continue working to-
ward finding a cure for Alzheimer’s;
but, in the meantime, we have to cut
down on preventable hospitalizations
and lower the cost of care. That is why
I cosponsored the BOLD Infrastructure
for Alzheimer’s Act last Congress,
which President Trump has since
signed into law. This bill will help edu-
cate community members and doctors
on dementia detection, diagnosis, and
symptom management.

This Congress, I cosponsored the bi-
partisan Younger Onset Alzheimer’s
Act, to ensure younger people dealing
with dementia or other symptoms have
access to the counseling and support
they need.

I urge my colleagues, family, friends,
and neighbors to do their part and
know the warning signs of Alzheimer’s
disease. Education and awareness can
make a huge difference in a person’s
life.

STOP BUSTING THE BUDGET CAP

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

Mr. SPANO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the appropria-
tions minibus that we will be voting on
this afternoon.

Like the first appropriations pack-
age, this legislation is being considered
without reaching a budget agreement,
and it would bust the budget caps by
over $350 billion in fiscal years ‘20 and
‘21.

Not only is the majority spending
out of control on programs we cur-
rently have, but they are creating new
programs in these bills. This cir-
cumvents the authorization process
and compounds the debt problem.

Last week, I submitted an amend-
ment to eliminate funding for one of
these new pilot programs that would
use Americans’ hard-earned tax dollars
to provide legal representation to those
arriving at our southern border. My
amendment would have reallocated
that funding to assist victims of
human trafficking and address school
violence, both issues growing at the
local level in our communities.

Unfortunately, Democrats on the
Rules Committee voted along party
lines to prevent my amendment from
coming to the floor. I call on Democrat
leadership to stop silencing common-
sense proposals and let us debate those
tough issues. It is what we were elected
to do.

———
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
T1TUS) laid before the House the fol-
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lowing communication from the Clerk
of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, June 25, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission 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
June 25, 2019, at 9:21 a.m.:

Appointment:

Board of Visitors of the U.S. Coast Guard
Academy.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
CHERYL L. JOHNSON.

————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
JAPAN-UNITED STATES FRIEND-
SHIP COMMISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2903,
and the order of the House of January
3, 2019, of the following Member on the
part of the House to the Japan-United
States Friendship Commission:

Mr. HILL, Arkansas

———————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE
JOHN F. KENNEDY CENTER FOR
THE PERFORMING ARTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to section 2(a) of
the National Cultural Center Act (20
U.S.C. 7"6h(a)), amended by Public Law
107-117, and the order of the House of
January 3, 2019, of the following Mem-
ber on the part of the House to the
Board of Trustees of the John F. Ken-
nedy Center for the Performing Arts:

Mr. SMITH, Missouri

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
REPUBLICAN LEADER

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable KEVIN
MCcCARTHY, Republican Leader:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 8, 2019.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to House
Resolution 6 Section 104(a), I am pleased to
appoint remaining Republican Members to
the House Democracy Partnership:

Hon. JEFF FORTENBERRY of Nebraska.

Hon. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY of Texas.

Hon. ADRIAN SMITH of Nebraska.

Hon. STEVE WOMACK of Arkansas.

Hon. BILL FLORES of Texas.

Hon. JACKIE WALORSKI of Indiana.

Hon. ToM RICE of South Carolina.

Hon. MARKWAYNE MULLIN of Oklahoma.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
KEVIN MCCARTHY,
Republican Leader.
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REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962,
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Committee on the Judici-
ary be discharged from further consid-
eration of H.R. 962, the Born-Alive
Abortion Survivors Protection Act,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
guidelines consistently issued by suc-
cessive Speakers, as recorded in sec-
tion 956 of the House Rules and Man-
ual, the Chair is constrained not to en-
tertain the request unless it has been
cleared by the bipartisan floor and
committee leaderships.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I urge the Speaker
and Majority Leader to immediately
schedule a vote to protect born-alive
infants of failed abortions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not been recognized for de-
bate.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2722, SECURING AMER-
ICA’S FEDERAL ELECTIONS ACT;
WAIVING A REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE
ON RULES; AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3351, FI-
NANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2020

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 460 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 460

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 2722) to protect elections
for public office by providing financial sup-
port and enhanced security for the infra-
structure used to carry out such elections,
and for other purposes. All points of order
against consideration of the bill are waived.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on House Administration now printed in the
bill, an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules Com-
mittee Print 116-20, modified by the amend-
ment printed in part A of the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution, shall be considered as adopted. The
bill, as amended, shall be considered as read.
All points of order against provisions in the
bill, as amended, are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill, as amended, and on any further
amendment thereto, to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on House Administration; and (2)
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 2. The requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to consider a
report from the Committee on Rules on the
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same day it is presented to the House is
waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported through the legislative day of June
27, 2019, relating to a measure making appro-
priations.

SEC. 3. At any time after adoption of this
resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3351) making appro-
priations for financial services and general
government for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2020, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Appropriations. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
The bill shall be considered as read. Points of
order against provisions in the bill for fail-
ure to comply with clause 2 or clause 5(a) of
rule XXI are waived.

SEC. 4. (a) No amendment to the bill shall
be in order except those printed in part B of
the report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution, amendments en bloc
described in section 5 of this resolution, and
pro forma amendments described in section 6
of this resolution.

(b) Each amendment printed in part B of
the report of the Committee on Rules shall
be considered only in the order printed in the
report, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
may be withdrawn by the proponent at any
time before action thereon, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment except as provided by
section 6 of this resolution, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole.

(c) All points of order against amendments
printed in part B of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules or against amendments en
bloc described in section 5 of this resolution
are waived.

SEC. 5. It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or her designee to offer amendments en
bloc consisting of amendments printed in
part B of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution not ear-
lier disposed of. Amendments en bloc offered
pursuant to this section shall be considered
as read, shall be debatable for 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations or their respective
designees, shall not be subject to amendment
except as provided by section 6 of this resolu-
tion, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole.

SEC. 6. During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Appropriations
or their respective designees may offer up to
5 pro forma amendments each at any point
for the purpose of debate.

SEC. 7. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. In the case of sundry amendments
reported from the Committee, the question
of their adoption shall be put to the House
en gros and without division of the question.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
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except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to my good
friend, the gentleman from Oklahoma
(Mr. CoLE), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, on
Monday night, the Rules Committee
met and reported a rule, House Resolu-
tion 460. It provides for consideration
of H.R. 3351 under a structured rule
that makes 46 amendments in order,
with 1 hour of general debate con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations.

It also provides for consideration of
H.R. 2722 under a closed rule with 1
hour of general debate provided, con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on House
Administration. It also provides same-
day authority through the legislative
day of Thursday, June 27, 2019, relating
to appropriations measures.

Madam Speaker, this underlying
package of bills is proof that this
Democratic majority is committed to
getting its work done both for routine
matters like appropriations and emer-
gency priorities facing our Nation.

Take the first measure, H.R. 3351, the
Financial Services and General Gov-
ernment Appropriations Act. This
builds on our efforts to fund the gov-
ernment for fiscal year 2020 in a timely
way. Instead of hollowing out impor-
tant investments like past Republican
majorities have done, this Democratic
majority is investing in our future.

This legislation not only ensures
both the executive and judicial
branches can continue to operate for
the American people, there is also lan-
guage here to protect consumers from
dangerous products and help small
businesses thrive, especially in dis-
tressed communities.

Most notably, Madam Speaker, this
bill provides hundreds of millions in
grants to strengthen the integrity of
our election system. This is especially
important since, if left to his own de-
vices, I don’t think our President
would even acknowledge that there is a
crisis of confidence in our elections fol-
lowing Russia’s meddling in 2016, let
alone act so it never happens again. He
seems content to welcome future inter-
ference rather than prevent it, so it is
especially important that this Con-
gress takes the lead to protect our de-
mocracy.
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That is why we are also moving here
to consider H.R. 2722, the Securing
America’s Federal Elections Act. The
Mueller report made clear that Russia
waged an all-out attack on our elec-
tions. Putin put his thumb on the scale
for President Trump, and intelligence
officials have made clear that he and
others are trying to attack us again in
the next election.

I want to repeat that, Madam Speak-
er, in case the President happens to be
watching. Our very democracy is under
attack. No troops have been sent into
combat. No guns have been fired, but a
foreign adversary is turning the inter-
net and the ballot box into battlefields
with the integrity of the vote at stake.

It is beyond me why this President
has not acted as if this is a national
emergency. Instead, he said the other
day that he thinks he would take cam-
paign dirt about an opponent from a
foreign government. You can’t make
this stuff up, Madam Speaker. That is
like leaving the front door wide open
when you know there is a burglar in
town. He is not preventing future acts,
he is encouraging them.

Before my friends on the other side
chalk this up to a slip of the tongue,
let me remind them that his own
former communications director, Hope
Hicks, testified recently that she be-
lieves he is serious about accepting in-
formation from a foreign source.

This President may not be stepping
up to secure our elections, but this
Democratic majority is. This bill
would enact things like verified paper
ballots, cybersecurity upgrades, and
State grants to secure voting systems.

This majority passed H.R. 1 in the
opening months of this Congress. That
package includes reforms to fix our de-
mocracy. But under Leader MCCON-
NELL, the Senate did with it what it
seems to do best: nothing.

He refused to even bring H.R. 1 up for
a vote. Now, I don’t know why Leader
MCCONNELL is ignoring the warnings
from our intelligence officials or why
he seems content with weaknesses in
our election systems. Maybe he is un-
willing to ever break from Donald
Trump on anything, even something
this important, which really is quite
sad. But I hope this time he will try
something radical for the Senate: have
a vote. Bring this bill up so the Amer-
ican people can see whose side you are
on.

Lastly, Madam Speaker, this bill also
gives us flexibility to deal with an
emergency of a different kind—the one
this President is creating on our south-
ern border. President Trump’s policies
have led to children sleeping on con-
crete floors, dirty and hungry with no
access to soap or even a toothbrush,
sometimes left to be cared for by chil-
dren just a few years older than they
are. It is hard to believe that this is
happening in the United States of
America today.

This House will act, and I hope the
Senate does the same thing. I encour-
age all my colleagues to vote for this
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rule and the underlying legislation, so
we can do our jobs and act on these im-
portant issues.

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume. I
want to thank my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts, Chairman
MCGOVERN, for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes.

Madam Speaker, we are here today
on two very different pieces of legisla-
tion. Last night at the Rules Com-
mittee, I noted that these unrelated
bills have only one thing in common,
and that is their place in the Demo-
cratic majority’s partisan, going-no-
where agenda. Unfortunately, I believe
today’s rule is only going to compound
that recurring problem of the Demo-
crats, frankly, not even trying to work
with Republicans to actually legislate
in divided government.

Our first bill today is H.R. 3351, the
Financial Services and General Gov-
ernment Appropriations Act of 2020.
This is the 10th of 12 appropriations
bills to come to the floor. As we have
worked through these bills, I have
raised several concerns that are appli-
cable to this bill as well.

Like the previous appropriations
bills this Congress, H.R. 3351 is marked
to a high allocation figure that has no
basis in reality. Remember, the House
and Senate have not agreed to an over-
all budget for fiscal year 2020, which
the Congressional Budget Act man-
dates be done by April 15.
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Without a budget agreement, the
budget cap numbers contained in the
Budget Control Act will automatically
take effect, leading to an 11 percent cut
in defense spending and a 9 percent cut
in nondefense spending.

Instead of working with Republicans
in the Senate to reach a deal before
marking and reporting funding bills,
the majority has, instead, gone ahead
and pushed through their own partisan
appropriations bills that are marked to
fake and unrealistic numbers.

The 12 appropriations bills the major-
ity has proposed have several flaws in
common. They reflect the idea that
any increase in defense spending must
be matched by an even greater increase
in nondefense spending, which simply
isn’t a realistic assessment of our na-
tional priorities.

What is worse, these bills actually
underfund defense and homeland secu-
rity, coming in below the numbers that
the President requested in order to en-
sure our military can adequately de-
fend our Nation.

The FSGG bill we are considering
today contains an 8 percent increase
over fiscal year 2019, which makes lit-
tle sense when we are simultaneously
underfunding our national security.

Like the previous bills brought by
my Democratic friends, the Financial
Services appropriations bill also con-
tains several partisan provisions that
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must be removed before a bipartisan,
bicameral agreement can be reached on
spending.

The majority has removed Ilong-
standing pro-life protections, such as a
rider that prohibits the District of Co-
lumbia from using government funds to
provide for abortions except in cases of
rape, incest, or health of the mother.

The majority has also cut out a long-
standing provision that I originally
sponsored several years ago barring
government contractors from being
forced to disclose political campaign
contributions. Since I originally spon-
sored this provision several years ago,
I find it surprising that the majority
would eliminate this provision, which
provides important protections for gov-
ernment contractors and prevents con-
tracts from being awarded on the basis
of contributions.

Of course, there was an opportunity
to work through and fix these problems
through the amendment process. But
instead of making things better, the
majority has chosen, once again, to
leave out minority voices.

I want to reiterate a point I made the
last time I was on the floor for a rule.
During the last Congress, when Repub-
licans were in the majority, our record
shows that we allowed more amend-
ments sponsored solely by Democrats
than we did amendments sponsored
solely by Republicans.

The current majority has a much sor-
rier record. As of yesterday, of all
amendments made in order this Con-
gress, 67 percent were sponsored by
Democrats, 19 percent by Republicans,
and 13 percent were bipartisan.

Today’s rule is right in line with that
record. Sixty-seven percent of the
amendments made in order are spon-
sored by Democrats, 24 percent by Re-
publicans, and 9 percent are bipartisan.

Madam Speaker, this record of par-
tisanship is a far cry from what the
majority promised at the start of this
Congress. There was an opportunity to
move forward with fulfilling the major-
ity’s promises with today’s rule. In-
stead, we see few Republican amend-
ments and many Democratic amend-
ments, resulting in a final product that
will fail to achieve the bipartisan sup-
port needed to become law.

The second bill included in this rule
is H.R. 2722, which the majority is pro-
moting as a bill that provides security
for elections. The reality is that this
bill, like its partisan predecessor H.R. 1
that passed the House earlier this Con-
gress, amounts to nothing less than a
complete Federal takeover of elections.

Traditionally, elections are left to
the States and local governments to
conduct as they see fit. Localities can
respond to local conditions; election of-
ficials can innovate; and elections can
be operated in a way that best suits the
unique needs of each community.

H.R. 2722 turns all that on its head.
The bill will force all elections to be
conducted using paper ballots, even if
the local officials prefer more advanced
technology. It will require costly re-
counts with no apparent purpose. It
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will impose significant and wasteful
spending on taxpayers.

Instead of affirming States as the
laboratories of democracy, when it
comes to elections, H.R. 2722 will im-
pose a one-size-fits-all regulatory re-
gime directed from Washington on
communities across the country.

Madam Speaker, this state of affairs
could and should have been avoided. In-
stead of pushing these partisan bills
this week, the majority could have
chosen to work with Republicans to
craft bipartisan bills to address all of
these problems.

Even if that did not come to pass, the
majority at the Rules Committee still
could have worked with the minority
to make more minority amendments in
order and give all Members the oppor-
tunity to fix these flawed bills on the
floor. That they did not is yet another
indication of where the majority’s pri-
orities lie: with pushing partisan bills
to score political points and avoiding
the bipartisan work of actually making
law.

There is still a chance to change,
Madam Speaker. In order to do so, the
majority needs to decide whether they
are here to score political points or if
they are here to make law.

Before I conclude, I would be remiss
if I did not highlight what is missing in
today’s rule. We should have been con-
sidering three bills today, not two. The
missing bill is the supplemental appro-
priations bill providing funding for the
humanitarian crisis on the southern
border.

Each week, this crisis grows worse.
Our facilities for holding new arrivals,
particularly children and wvulnerable
unaccompanied minors, are already at
the breaking point. Simply put, we
need more resources, and we need them
today.

To be fair to the President, he has
been asking Congress to do that since
May 1. The failure to bring forward a
supplemental appropriations bill for
this purpose is a major failure of gov-
ernance by the majority.

All of us here, Republicans and
Democrats alike, agree that we need to
provide funding for this crisis. Time is
wasting while we wait.

Back in 2014, when President Obama
asked us for $3.7 billion in supple-
mental resources for precisely the
same purpose, the House acted to give
him the resources he needed in 24 days.
As of today, almost 2 months have
gone by with the majority failing to
act.

Many of my friends on the other side
rightfully express concern that unac-
companied minors backing up at border
stations is not appropriate nor in the
best interests of the children. I
couldn’t agree more. The Border Patrol
couldn’t agree more.

By failing to bring forward a supple-
mental appropriations bill, the path
the majority is taking us on leads only
to this outcome: hurting the children I
know we all want to help.

Congress has given HHS the mandate
to care for unaccompanied minors.
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Congress now needs to write the check
so that HHS can do what Congress has
mandated.

I remind my friends across the aisle
that Republicans are ready and willing
to work with them to pass a bipartisan
supplemental appropriations package
that provides needed funding for hous-
ing, for the Department of Defense, and
especially for children who find them-
selves in an unfathomable situation at
the border.

Madam Speaker, I urge opposition to
the rule, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yvield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I thank the gentleman for his com-
ments, and I would like to say for the
record that when it comes to this piece
of legislation, the Financial Services
appropriations bill, Democrats actu-
ally did much better than the Repub-
licans did when they were in charge.

In fact, we made more amendments
in order. We made more minority
amendments in order than the Repub-
licans did when they were in charge. In
fact, there is a 57 percent increase, in
terms of minority amendments being
made in order compared to what they
did.

Let me also point out for the record
that my Republican friends, I think,
tend to be a little redundant in the
amendments that they offer.

For example, I think they submitted
three amendments on the wall. We
make one amendment. Do we have to
debate the wall three different times?

On spending reductions, four amend-
ments were submitted. We make two in
order, which is probably two too many.
We should have made one in order.

The bottom line is, there is a habit of
just offering the same old, same old,
again and again and again. Quite
frankly, the minority will get its op-
portunity to debate these issues but
not over and over and over again.

Let’s also get to the substance here.
The gentleman said these are two unre-
lated bills. Well, I disagree. The Finan-
cial Services appropriations bill actu-
ally funds the Election Assistance
Commission, and the other bill we are
considering, the SAFE Act, authorizes
the Election Assistance Commission at
the same amount that is in the appro-
priations bill. They are very much
intertwined.

Let me also say, I expect that, before
the day is out, we will do a supple-
mental emergency bill to deal with the
crisis that this President has created
at the border.

Let me also be clear that what we
want to make sure is that, when we
provide the funding, this cruel treat-
ment of children at the border comes
to an end.

This administration’s deliberate pol-
icy of separating children from their
parents, of allowing children, almost
infants, to sleep on cold floors, to be
denied basic necessities like soap and
toothpaste and toothbrushes, I mean,
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it is child abuse. It is unconscionable,
so we want to demand that this admin-
istration stop it.

This is the United States of America.
I think the American people are horri-
fied at the inhumanity that they are
reading about that is occurring to
these little children at our border.

It is unbelievable. I never thought
that we would ever be on the House
floor talking about how children who
have fled some of the worst conditions
imaginable are being so mistreated at
the border.

So, yes, we will have a supplemental
appropriations bill to deal with it, but
we are going to demand that the cruel
policies of this administration stop and
stop now.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr.
WELCH).

Mr. WELCH. Madam Speaker, there
is a crisis at the southern border. That
is true. This past month, 140,000 people
showed up seeking asylum: 84,000 fami-
lies, 11,000 children.

But everything—every single thing—
that the Trump administration is
doing, led by President Trump himself,
is making a very dire situation worse.

First, start with the definition that
our President gives for what is going
on. It is the arrival of rapists, of crimi-
nals, of gang members, when every sin-
gle one of us who has been on that
heartbreaking trip to the southern bor-
der knows it is children, women, and
families who are fleeing violence, who
are fleeing gang members, and who are
fleeing destitution and grinding pov-
erty.

Those are the people arriving at the
border. Their crime, made criminal by
the administration, is to seek help, to
knock on America’s door and ask for
help.

We may not be able to do all that we
would like, but is it a crime for a per-
son to ask for assistance?

Second, by defining the crisis as an
invasion of criminals—the Trump defi-
nition—the Trump policy is to treat
these people worse than criminals, first
starting with the family separation
policy where children, literally, were
yanked out of the arms of their par-
ents.

Many of those children still don’t
know where their father or their moth-
er is. That is being done in your name
and mine, with the full authority of
the American Government and the
widespread opposition of the American
people.

Then, when these people are in our
custody, it is the imposition of cruel
and brutal conditions on children and
innocent people whose crime is to seek
some assistance.

We had a Trump attorney, in Federal
court, arguing that when it came to
fulfilling the duty that we had of hold-
ing in custody children, it was okay to
deny them toothbrushes, soap, access
to showers, and sanitary conditions,
and to have them sleeping on cement
floors in frigid conditions.
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This is shocking. It is unnecessary. It
is inhumane. In short, it is a policy of
calculated cruelty, family separation,
and affliction of wholesale suffering.

It must end. We must immediately
return all children to their parents and
provide humane, sanitary, and safe
conditions for those seeking asylum.

We must work with El1 Salvador,
Honduras, and Guatemala to improve
conditions in those countries to ad-
dress humanitarian conditions.

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentleman from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH. We must not withdraw
hundreds of millions of dollars in aid,
as the President decrees.

Mr. President, the response to this
crisis must not be cruelty.

Enforce our laws, yes. Work with
Central American governments, yes.
But treat all who seek America’s help
with respect and dignity.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.
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Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to remind my friends that it
took them weeks, if not longer, to even
acknowledge there was a crisis at the
border. As a matter of fact, they were
accusing the President of manufac-
turing the crisis a few weeks ago. Now,
fortunately, they have come around to
the idea that hundreds of thousands of
people arriving over a 3-month period
of time is a crisis.

Secondly, I want to remind them,
they have still yet to act in the face of
the crisis. They have had the ability to
pass legislation. The President asked
for it almost 60 days ago. We still
haven’t seen anything in terms of leg-
islation reaching this floor.

Madam Speaker, I also want to point
out that, frankly, it shouldn’t take this
long to respond. We can disagree over a
lot of things. And I have no doubt
about the sincerity of my friends when
it comes to being concerned about the
well-being of these children; none
whatsoever.

But we know that part of this crisis
is created because we haven’t given the
President the emergency funds he
needs to quickly move people out of fa-
cilities where they were never designed
to be, into influx facilities that we are
trying to stand up, literally, right now.
One of these is going to be in my dis-
trict.

We dealt with this, by the way, in
2014. We did it with President Obama;
supported it; gave him the funds he
needed; a Republican House, a Demo-
cratic Senate, and the President. He
got that money in 24 days. One of those
facilities was set up in my district.

Again, we don’t like using military
bases in this way; don’t approve of it;
but we understand that President
Obama faced an emergency situation,
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and we gave him the tools and the re-
sources he needed to deal with that.
That needs to happen now.

Frankly, what we are seeing in the
House is quite a contrast to the Sen-
ate, which has a bill in the Appropria-
tions Committee that was reported out
30-1. It is bipartisan. It is a bill the
President has expressed a willingness
to sign. We ought to be working with
that vehicle, if my friends can’t get
something to the floor to deal with this
urgent crisis now.

Madam Speaker, I would also, if I
may, like to inform the Chair that if
we defeat the previous question, I will
offer an amendment to the rule to im-
mediately bring up Congressman
DAVIS® Election Security Assistance
Act for consideration under an open
rule.

This bill provides targeted and cru-
cially needed resources to State and
local election administrators to help
secure America’s voting infrastructure.
Unlike the majority’s partisan bill that
takes over all election operations and
replaces local authority with a one-
size-fits-all mandate from Washington,
the Republican alternative provides
needed resources without stepping on
the toes of State and local election ad-
ministrators.

It provides grants to States to update
aging and at-risk election infrastruc-
ture; provides security clearances to
election officials to facilitate the shar-
ing of information about threats with
frontline officials; increases resources
available to States and local govern-
ments; and provides for hands-on as-
sistance, as needed.

Madam Speaker, we all agree that
our elections need to be protected, and
we all agree that more resources and
more assets are necessary to accom-
plish that goal. But rather than push-
ing a complicated mandate from Wash-
ington that wastes taxpayer dollars
and eliminates the tradition of State
and local control over the election op-
erations, we can do better by providing
resources for security improvements
and reinforcements for local officials
with the minimum additional regula-
tion.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of my
amendment in the RECORD, along with
extraneous material, immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS), my good friend,
the author of the legislation in ques-
tion.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to urge
my colleagues to defeat the previous
question so the House may consider
election security legislation that actu-
ally has a chance at becoming law.

As I explained last night during de-
bate of H.R. 2722 at the Rules Com-
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mittee, there is no place for partisan-
ship when it comes to securing our
elections.

H.R. 2722, the SAFE Act, is simply
another partisan bill by the majority
aimed at federally mandating election
standards; like mandating that States
exclusively use paper ballots, effec-
tively banning any type of direct re-
cording electronic voting machines
which have been proven safe and effi-
cient.

Madam Speaker, keep this in mind;
that if this legislation passes, if one of
our local election officials had just
worked to spend hundreds of thousands
of dollars purchasing new, digital elec-
tronic machines with a paper backup,
those machines and that investment of
their hard-earned tax dollars would be
obsolete in the year 2022, 3 years from
now. That is not right.

Mandating the exclusive use of paper
ballots will create longer lines at poll-
ing places, and can be lost, destroyed,
or manipulated far easier than elec-
tronic voting machines with a paper
trail backup.

I want to highlight the fact that
there is no evidence of voting machines
being hacked in 2016, 2018, or ever. So
why are we forcing States to get rid of
what they have deemed as safe tech-
nology?

We should work together to safe-
guard technology. Safeguard tech-
nology not abandon it. We don’t know
in this institution what technology is
going to look like when it comes to
voting machines in the next five to 10
years. Why are we requiring a certain
type of ballot process that is only
going to be processed by five compa-
nies that maybe produce it today? That
is not what we should be doing here in
Washington.

Additionally, the SAFE Act federally
mandates hand recounts, which will re-
sult in drawn-out elections that will
become unnecessarily expensive.

The majority’s bill also contains irre-
sponsible funding commitments. The
funding of elections is the primary re-
sponsibility of our States. Democrats
are committing $1.3 billion over 10
years, with zero funding match require-
ments from States.

Congress has a responsibility to be
good stewards of taxpayer dollars.
Funds should be given based on need,
not a guess of what might be needed a
decade down the road.

I want the record to be clear. Many
of the provisions in the SAFE Act are
inconsistent with what we have heard
from experts in election administra-
tion. But the majority is ignoring their
requests.

As my colleagues across the aisle
know, I believe there are areas on elec-
tion security where Republicans and
Democrats can find and have found
common ground. There is a role for
Congress in election security, which is
why, me and my fellow members on the
House Administration Committee, in-
troduced H.R. 3412, the Election Secu-
rity Assistance Act.
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I want to thank my colleagues on the
committee, MARK WALKER and BARRY
LOUDERMILK, for joining me in this ef-
fort, and the others who have cospon-
sored it since its introduction. This re-
alistic legislation provides $380 million
in Federal grants to States to update
their aging and at-risk election infra-
structure, while requiring a 25 percent
match from States.

If it is good for transportation
projects; if it is good for DHS projects,
DOJ projects, USDA projects, why
don’t we have locals and States have
some skin in the game?

In addition, our bill creates the first-
ever Election Cyber Assistance Unit. It
is aimed at connecting State and local
election officials with leading election
administration and cybersecurity ex-
perts from across the Nation.

Our bill empowers State officials by
providing security clearances to elec-
tion officials to better facilitate the
sharing of information and requiring
the Department of Homeland Security
to notify State election officials of
cyberattacks and any foreign threats
within the State. Keep in mind, the
majority bill does not address this.

If DHS hacked a local election offi-
cial’s election system, if they saw a
hack in, let’s say, central Nevada, DHS
would not be able to notify your local
election official because he or she may
not have security clearance. The ma-
jority bill doesn’t address this. Our bill
does.

To sum it up, our solution provides
much-needed election security im-
provements and reinforcements for
local election officials without over-
stepping the State’s authority to main-
tain their elections. The Election Secu-
rity Assistance Act, our bill, is the
only proposal being discussed today
that has a realistic chance of becoming
law.

If the previous question is defeated,
it will be the first step in putting forth
election security legislation that has a
chance of helping States improve their
security ahead of the 2020 election.

I thank Ranking Member COLE for
giving me the opportunity to speak on
behalf of this important issue.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I always enjoy listening to my Re-
publican colleagues debate on the
floor. And I always love listening to
the gentleman from Illinois when he is
on the House floor.

But I can’t help but think of the fact
that the Russians attacked our elec-
tions in 2016. The 2 years after that, the
House was controlled by Republicans.
The Senate was controlled by Repub-
licans. Donald Trump, a Republican,
was in the White House. They had a
unified government; the House, the
Senate, and the Presidency.

And all of our intelligence agencies
said that Russia interfered in our elec-
tions; they attacked our democracy;
not only the Obama administration’s
intelligence officials, but the Trump
administration’s intelligence officials.
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And what did my Republican friends
do in the aftermath of this attack on
our democracy by a foreign adversary?
Nothing. Nothing.

We hear all these great ideas, but
while they had a unified government,
while they were in control of every-
thing, they did nothing. In fact, I recall
sitting here on the House floor and lis-
tening to Republican after Republican
after Republican basically say that
this was much ado about nothing; in
fact, trying to deny that Russia at-
tacked our elections.

Now the evidence is so overwhelming
you can’t deny it anymore. But yet,
they had this opportunity. And now
they say we all want to protect our
elections.

Well, 2 years prior to this, I don’t
know where you were, but you weren’t
working trying to protect our elec-
tions. People were working, instead, to
try to cover up for what a foreign ad-
versary did to our elections.

So here we are, coming forward with
a bill that we believe will provide secu-
rity for our elections so that people be-
lieve that the elections have integrity,
they believe the results. And we are
told well, we disagree with you, and we
have better ideas; on and on and on.

Bottom line is we are acting. My
friends had 2 years to act. They did

nothing.
Our Democratic majority went
through regular order on this. The

Committee on House Administration
held three hearings on election secu-
rity. In case anyone forgot, they were
on February 14, May 8, and May 21.

In addition to those hearings, the
Subcommittee on Elections conducted
field hearings in six States, while the
Committees on Oversight, Homeland
Security, and the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence held hear-
ings on the subject.

So experts testified. People offered
their viewpoints. And after all of that,
the House Administration Committee
marked up this bill last Friday, on
June 21, and here we are on the House
floor.

So, I mean, give me a break. I get it.
Some of my Republicans friends may
be ‘“Johnny-come-latelies”” when it
comes to the issue of election security.
We welcome you on board, because our
elections are important, and we need to
protect them from interference from
foreign adversaries like Russia.

But you had 2 years of unified gov-
ernment in which my friends did noth-
ing, nothing.

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, to quote
my friend, ‘‘give me a break.” The last
Republican Congress appropriated
roughly $300 million for election secu-
rity, point 1.

Point 2, we have no evidence anybody
hacked any election machines, as my
friend, Mr. DAVIS pointed out in 2016 or
2018. If you want to respond to the Rus-
sians, you probably ought to respond to
what they did, not to what they didn’t
do or didn’t succeed in doing.
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I would actually argue this adminis-
tration did a lot more than the last ad-
ministration. You have got a larger
military today, partly because of what
the Russians did. You have a reinvigo-
rated NATO today. You have a Presi-
dent who actually sent lethal aid to
Ukraine today.

You want to get the Russians’ atten-
tion? That is the way you get it. When
you lay down a red line in Syria, you
enforce the red line. This administra-
tion has been a lot tougher on Russia
than the last administration, which, by
the way, knew this was going on, did
almost nothing to alert anybody or to
stop anybody; and now, are trying to
blame it on the person that was actu-
ally involved in the election, our cur-
rent President, for their lapse when
they were actually in power in the ex-
ecutive branch.

So this idea that nobody wants to de-
fend our elections is not true. And,
frankly, I will take some offense be-
cause I have never said that the Rus-
sians didn’t matter, or that our elec-
tions weren’t serious or weren’t threat-
ened. I used to be a State election
board secretary. I used to sit on the
Board of Directors for the election
board secretaries around the country,
and the oldest public body that there
is, or the oldest association of public
officials there is in this country; very
bipartisan, by the way, extraordinarily
well-run. They don’t agree with this
bill.

I would just ask every Member to
call their local Secretary of State or
election administrator, whatever they
have, and go through the bill and say,
did you want to cede this much author-
ity to the Congress of the United
States; or do you think you do a pretty
good job of running your own election?

O 1300

I know in my State, we do a very
good job of running our elections, and
that has been true under Democrats
and true under Republicans. I think
that is true around the country.

The other thing is if you want to ac-
tually do something before the 2020
election, then whether you like it or
not, you are going to have to do some-
thing that is bipartisan, because this
will not get through the Senate and
this will not become law, and that
makes it a rather pointless exercise.

Sometimes in the legislative process,
you sit down, and in Mr. DAVIs, I will
tell you, you have a willing partner
and a person who has a reputation in
this body that I think is exceptionally
bipartisan and who is working, I think,
in good faith on this very problem, and
you work through the problem.

But if it is going to be a partisan my-
way-or-the-highway approach—remem-
ber, this is coming under a closed rule,
there is not even an amendment made
in order here—then it is not likely to
get out of this Chamber.

So if you are serious about trying to
protect the elections, you would. You
may not get everything you want, but
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in divided government, you have to
work together to get things done.

That is the problem with almost
every major initiative that our Demo-
cratic friends have brought to the floor
since they have been in the majority.

Sorry. The Constitution is pretty
clear. The Senate gets to decide wheth-
er or not they are going to accept what
we do over here or do something dif-
ferent. The President has a part in this
process.

We had to endure this when we first
became the majority. We had a Repub-
lican House, we had a Democratic Sen-
ate, we had a Democratic President.

I don’t have any problem with my
friends bringing their agenda to the
floor. I applaud them for doing it. They
ran on it. It is perfectly appropriate.

A lot of times we bring that agenda
to the floor knowing we can get it
across this Chamber, but we are not
going to probably get it all the way
through the process unless we change
it some.

What we haven’t seen yet is any evi-
dence that the new majority has any
ability to work with the current major-
ity or the current President. And if
that is what they want to do for 18
months, score political points as op-
posed to actually legislate something
in a compromise manner, they are free
to do that, too, but it is not going to
work.

If the aim here is to make our elec-
tions more secure, then I wouldn’t
bring a bill with a closed rule. I would
work with the other side, knowing that
their very concerns are probably going
to be similar to the concerns expressed
in the United States Senate and by the
President of the United States.

So, you know, that is an unsolicited
piece of personal and political advice
to my friends, but I think if they fol-
low it, they will actually have some
success legislatively and will actually
get some things done.

We are going to disagree about a lot
of things. The American people will
sort that out in rather short order,
about 18 months, but we ought to try
to get the things we can do today done.

This is an area I think we could work
together in if we approached it in a dif-
ferent manner.

I would also hope we could do the
same thing on the southern border,
Madam Speaker. That is an impending
emergency right now. We are going to
run out of money right now. So let’s
get that at least taken care of while we
sort out our differences in other areas.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, the gentleman was
talking about appropriations that were
approved in the last Congress.

A lot of the ideas that we are talking
about here today, including some of
the ideas that Mr. DAVIS raised, are au-
thorizations, and so they can’t be
taken care of in an appropriations bill,
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and that is why we are doing a separate
bill in addition to the appropriations
bill.

The gentleman talks about the $300
million that were approved under the
previous leadership. Well, we are ask-
ing for $600 million. We are doubling
that because we know how serious it is.

And just forgive us if we are a little
bit concerned, because we have a Presi-
dent who continues not to acknowledge
that the Russians interfered in our
election. He continues to refer it to as
a Russian hoax. He took Vladimir
Putin’s word for it rather than the
word of our intelligence agencies.

So when we express concern about
our election process and about the lack
of attention given to this, we are re-
sponding to what the President of the
United States, Donald Trump, says on
a weekly, if not daily basis.

The fact of the matter is Russia
interfered in our election. Everybody
knows that. The only person who is in
denial is at 1600 Pennsylvania Avenue.
So we need to respond, and we need to
respond appropriately.

Madam Speaker, I say this to my
friend again, that we expect, hopefully
today, to bring up a supplemental ap-
propriations bill to be able to deal with
what I would call the Donald Trump-
created crisis on the border.

And, by the way, as we provide fund-
ing, which I believe we will do to deal
with some of the issues on the border,
let us be clear: there is absolutely no
excuse at all for how this administra-
tion has allowed children to be treated
in such an inhumane fashion under our
custody, children being denied soap,
children being denied toothpaste or
toothbrushes, children so young and
separated from any adult who are being
cared for by children only a couple of
years older.

I mean, everybody should be horrified
by that. There is no excuse, none at all,
for that to be happening.

Madam Speaker, I yield 56 minutes to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RASKIN).

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I want
to thank the chairman, Mr. MCGOVERN,
for his extraordinary leadership on
H.R. 2722, the Securing America’s Fed-
eral Elections Act, the SAFE Act.

Madam Speaker, we were attacked as
a country in 2016. We were not at-
tacked as Democrats or Republicans or
Independents. Our Nation was at-
tacked.

Special Counsel Mueller found that
Russia conducted a sweeping and sys-
tematic campaign to subvert and un-
dermine the U.S. election on behalf of
one party and one candidate as opposed
to another party or another candidate,
but you know what, that should make
no difference to us today. It could have
been the reverse.

I would hope that all of us would be
standing together as Americans to re-
ject foreign interference in our elec-
tions.

What did the Russians do? Well, they
conducted cyber surveillance and espi-
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onage and sabotage at the Democratic
National Committee, at the Demo-
cratic National Campaign Committee,
and at Hillary Clinton’s headquarters.
They injected racial and ethnic propa-
ganda and poison into our body politic
through Facebook, through Twitter,
through social media, and then they di-
rectly entered into the websites of 30
different State boards of election
across the country, with varying de-
grees of success, according to how well
prepared the different election boards
were.

Now, in response to all of this, what
do we get from the President of the
United States, the Commander in Chief
of the Armed Forces? What we get is
denunciation of what he calls the Rus-
sian hoax. He rejects the evidence of-
fered to him by his own intelligence
agencies and leaders. He rejects all of
the evidence compiled by Special Coun-
sel Robert Mueller. He rejects the con-
clusion that there was a sweeping and
systematic effort to undermine our
election.

H.R. 2722 says we need to protect our
election in 2020. It is precious. Our de-
mocracy is precious to us, so we will
promote accuracy, integrity, and secu-
rity through voter-verified permanent
paper ballots, and provide grants to the
States to carry out the security im-
provements that we need. It will estab-
lish cybersecurity requirements for
voting systems and require testing of
the existing hardware and software to
make sure there is not malware in
there, to make sure that it is not being
manipulated, and it will implement
risk-limiting audits to ensure the accu-
racy of vote tallies in an efficient man-
ner.

Madam Speaker, we have a philo-
sophical difference with our friends. It
is not just that the President denied
the existence of the attack, but the Re-
publican-controlled Senate did noth-
ing, they offered us no plan. They con-
trolled the House and the Senate in the
last Congress. They did nothing. They
offered us no plan for securing our elec-
tions against foreign attack in 2020,
which is why we have come forward
with an attempt to prevent the attack
in 2020.

Now, we have a philosophical dif-
ference with them, because when we
say that America needs to act, they
say federalism, let every State work it
out on their own.

I heard one of my colleagues say they
are doing a great job at the local level
running the elections. But we are not
talking about running the elections, we
are talking about protecting the secu-
rity of our elections against a foreign
attack.

It is like we are saying we need to de-
fend the country, and they say, well,
we have got great local police forces all
across the America. The police forces
may be great, but we still need a na-
tional defense.

The election boards might be doing a
good job in some places, maybe less so
in others, running the local elections,
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but we still need to protect all of our
elections against the foreign attack
that was described in detail by Special
Counsel Mueller.

There is a constitutional basis and
imperative for doing this. I direct my
friends to Article IV of the Constitu-
tion, the Republican Guarantee Clause,
which my good friend from Illinois sug-
gested may have been the Republican
Party guarantee clause. I know he was
kidding when he said it. It is not the
Republican Party guarantee clause; it
is a guarantee of a republican form of
government.

“The United States shall guarantee
to every State in this Union a repub-
lican form of government, and shall
protect each of them against inva-
sion”’.

That is a constitutional command
that we must protect every State in
the union’s republican form of govern-
ment.

Well, what is a republican form of
government? A republican form of gov-
ernment is a representative form of
government where the voters vote for
their leaders. It is republican only if
the will of the people is properly ex-
pressed through an election, we get the
will through an election, and it has in-
tegrity and accuracy and safety. That
is what this bill is about.

Madam Speaker, I urge everybody to
support H.R. 2722.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
make a quick point, and then I want to
move to my friend from Illinois.

Madam Speaker, I don’t argue about
constitutional power, but I argue about
process.

Look, I seriously doubt my friends
have spent very much time talking to
election board secretaries and election
administration officials around the
country. Had they done so, they would
have heard, I am sure, uniformly that
they don’t want a one-size-fits-all made
system from Washington, D.C. They
don’t want to throw away equipment
that they think is better than what we
are offering them or that they have al-
ready invested millions of dollars in.

They are happy to work with us.
They are happy to inform us and tes-
tify. That is not what is happening
here.

This is the idea: all wisdom is in this
Chamber, evidently, because it is not
going to get through the Senate, it is
not going to get signed by the Presi-
dent. We haven’t talked to the people
that actually are the front-line people
in defending us in this process, and
that is the folks at the State and the
local level.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS).

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.
Madam Speaker, I am always glad to
be here with my good friend from the
House Administration Committee, the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
RASKIN). And he was right in com-
mittee during the markup of this bill
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that was posted late last week, and we
marked it up earlier this week after
the rules notice was already posted. It
just shows you how rushed this process
is.

The gentleman erroneously, and I
know, because I had made a quick joke
about it afterwards, mentioned we
ought to have a mandated republican
government or something like that. I
said, ‘“You know what? That is one
mandate I can be for in our State and
local authorities,” but I knew what he
was talking about.

He knows what he is talking about
when it comes to what we all have the
same interest in doing, and that is pro-
tecting our election security.

My colleague mentioned about stand-
ing together. Well, we were trying to
stand together, Madam Speaker. We
were working in a bipartisan way to
put together a bipartisan election secu-
rity bill, and the Democrat majority
walked away. They forced this vote.

These are areas that we can come to-
gether and find common ground.

I have been asked, what did the Re-
publicans do when we were in the ma-
jority? Well, we not only did $300 mil-
lion in election security upgrades and
cybersecurity protections, we did $380
million. And what was great was we
were working over the last 2 years with
DHS officials and our local election of-
ficials to ensure that 2018 did not suffer
the same consequences as 2016. And it
worked, even in an extensively high
midterm turnout.

Then they said, well, what else did
you do over the 2 years? Well, you
know what we did? We waited for the
$35-million Mueller report to come out
and tell us what else we could do.

Now we are here today. We are here
today to ensure that we put together
an election security bill, not one that
the Democrats want, not one that is
going to be a top-down approach. It is
not what our local secretaries of state
want, it is not what our local election
officials want, and they are on the
ground. Let’s listen to them, but let’s
make sure that we don’t take away our
ability to address cybersecurity con-
cerns.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.
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Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. It
has been mentioned that the Russians
used social media to strike at our elec-
tion process in this country. That is
true. This bill does nothing to address
that problem. The majority’s bill does
absolutely nothing to address this
problem. That is something that we
still need to take care of in Congress.

Let’s not confuse the issue, and let’s
not listen to the 30,000-foot rhetoric
that somehow one party over the other
is more defensive or wants to be more
offensive against nefarious actors. We
are all Americans. We are all elected to
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serve this great country and this great
institution.

None of us, Republicans or Demo-
crats, want anyone to attack this
country, let alone attack our election
process, but the answer to making sure
that our elections are safe are in our
bill, the previous question.

We are the ones who ensure that DHS
can talk to local election officials.
Their bill does not do that.

We are the ones that make sure that
we create a cybersecurity unit and the
ability to address ongoing threats.
Their bill does not do that.

That is why I would urge a ‘‘no’’ vote
on the previous question. Let’s come
back to the table. Let’s get something
done.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I appreciate the
gentleman trying to articulate the best
he can all that the Republicans did on
this issue when they were in the major-
ity, but I will be very honest with him:
I am unimpressed, and so are the
American people.

The bottom line is my friends had
unified government, Republican con-
trol of the House, Senate, and the
White House for 2 years, and basically
they did nothing.

The President, the leader of their
party, routinely and continues to do so
today, refers to Russian interference in
our election as a Russian hoax. The
leader of our country says that it is a
hoax.

So I understand why there was inac-
tion for the previous 2 years, but that
ends because Democrats, Republicans,
Independents, people of all political
persuasions deserve to have an election
system that has some integrity.

I look forward to passing this bill,
and I am urging the Senate to do the
same.

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

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, could I
inquire, I am prepared to close when-
ever my friend is. If he has additional
speakers, I will just reserve.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
am prepared to close.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, I would like to
begin by just submitting for the
RECORD the views of the National Dis-
ability Rights Network, which actually
came out against this legislation be-
cause they believe it will make it more
difficult for people with physical im-
pairments to actually get to the polls
and vote. I know that is not the inten-
tion of my friend on the other side, but
that is the effect of one-size-fits-all
voting.
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NATIONAL DISABILITY
RIGHTS NETWORK,
June 25, 2019.

Hon. ZOE LOFGREN,
Chairwoman, House Administration Committee,

Washington, DC.
Hon. RODNEY DAVIS,
Ranking Member, House Administration Com-

mittee, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN LOFGREN AND RANKING
MEMBER DAVIS: The National Disability
Rights Network (NDRN) writes today to ex-
press our concerns with the impact of H.R.
2722, the Securing America’s Federal Elec-
tion (SAFE) Act, on voters with disabilities.
While improvements have been made to the
legislation as it has moved through the legis-
lative process, we continue to remain con-
cerned that, taken as a whole, the bill will
negatively impact voters with disabilities.

NDRN is the voluntary membership asso-
ciation for Protection and Advocacy

(P&A) and Client Assistance Program

(CAP) agencies. The P&A and CAP agen-
cies are a nationwide network of congres-
sionally mandated, cross disability organiza-
tions operating in every state in the United
States, the District of Columbia, Puerto
Rico, and the U.S. Territories (American
Samoa, Guam, Northern Mariana Islands,
and the US Virgin Islands). There is also a
P&A and CAP affiliated with the Native
American Consortium which includes the
Hopi, Navajo, and San Juan Southern Paiute
Nations located in the Four Corners region
of the Southwest.

The P&A/CAP Network has the authority
to provide legally based advocacy services
and legal representation to all people with
disabilities. P&As and CAPs pursue legal, ad-
ministrative, and other appropriate remedies
under all applicable federal and state laws to
protect and advocate for the rights of people
with disabilities. Through the Protection
and Advocacy for Voter Access (PAVA) pro-
gram, P&As provide advocacy to voters with
disabilities on all facets of the election sys-
tem. Collectively, the P&A/CAP Network is
the largest provider of legally based advo-
cacy services to people with disabilities in
the United States.

Following a contentious presidential elec-
tion and investigation into foreign inter-
ference with the electoral process, the na-
tional public discourse on American democ-
racy has understandably turned to voting se-
curity. NDRN believes that action to protect
the security of our votes is necessary to en-
sure the health of our electoral system. How-
ever, the need to create accurate and secure
elections must be balanced with protecting
access to the vote for all eligible Americans.
Voting systems that rely on an electorate
capable of independently marking and
verifying a paper ballot have become a pre-
ferred solution to protecting vote security.
Understandably, if all voters are able to
mark their ballots privately and independ-
ently, and visually verify that the completed
paper ballot is correct, elections officials
could routinely audit election results that
are verified to have captured voter intent.
Yet, the ability to privately and independ-
ently mark, and visually verify, and then
cast a paper ballot is simply not an option
for all voters.

We have three concerns with the latest
version of the SAFE Act. First, by man-
dating that only voters with disabilities can
use ballot marking devices (BMDs) you are
segregating voters with disabilities away
from the entire pool of voters by making
them the only group of people that use a par-
ticular type of voting machine. Federally
mandated segregation is problematic alone.
Additionally, this increases the likelihood
that poll workers will not be properly
trained on the machine, the machine not
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working, and if the one machine breaks,
there will be no alternative option. It will
also saddle poll workers with determining
who is ‘‘disabled enough’ to use the BMD, a
decision for which they have no qualifica-
tions or legal right.

Second, by not requiring that the ballot
marked with a BMD be identical to the hand
marked ballot, you are removing the right of
the voter with a disability to cast a private
ballot. It is possible that some smaller pre-
cincts may only have one person with a dis-
ability that votes, making it extremely easy
to identify how the person voted. But even
where there might be tens or hundreds of
people with disabilities voting, elections per-
sonnel should not be able to look at the bal-
lots and know how people with disabilities
voted.

Third, assuming BMDs fully solved the ac-
cessibility issues around marking a ballot
(which they do not for all voters with a dis-
ability) the so called solution continues to
ignore the accessibility issues around
verification and the casting of the ballot,
two necessary steps in the voting process.
While some may argue that the BMDs ad-
dress accessibility, there is nothing that ad-
dresses the ability of a person with a dis-
ability to independently and privately verify
and ultimately cast their ballot. BMDs are
not the accessibility panacea that makes
federally mandated paper based voting work
for people with disabilities.

Security of our elections is an issue that is
crucial to the health of our democracy and
must not be taken lightly. Likewise, a pri-
vate and independent vote is the law of the
land, and an electoral system that know-
ingly denies the right to vote to any of its el-
igible citizens to appease others is simply
not a democracy. NDRN firmly believes that
all Americans, including people with disabil-
ities, want secure, accurate, and fair elec-
tions, but not at the expense of the right to
vote for people with disabilities. The SAFE
Act is an important first step in this na-
tional discourse, but the concerns expressed
above must be addressed before this legisla-
tion can become the law of the land.

Thank you for your work on this impor-
tant topic, and should you have any ques-
tions, please do not hesitate to contact Eric
Buehlmann, Deputy Executive Director for
Public Policy.

Sincerely,
CURT DECKER,
Executive Director.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, my
friend is not impressed, and that is a
fair statement, and I don’t question my
friend ever, but I am not impressed
with legislation that can’t become law
because it is futile. We come down here
with a lot of sound and fury, but we
don’t get anything done.

Madam Speaker, in closing, I urge
opposition to this rule. This rule will
make in order for consideration two
bills: H.R. 3351 and H.R. 2722.

The first is a partisan appropriations
bill that is marked to an unrealistic
number that does not reflect agree-
ment with Republicans or the Senate
and that includes partisan policy riders
that must come out before this bill can
become law.

Not to be outdone, H.R. 2722 is even
more partisan, throwing out the tradi-
tional ability of States and localities
to manage their own election proce-
dures and, instead, imposing a one-size-
fits-all regulatory regime direct from
Washington, D.C. like H.R. 1 before it,
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this bill was produced without Repub-
lican input and, instead, reflects only
the partisan motivations of the current
majority.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous
question, ‘“‘no” on the rule, and ‘‘no”’
on the underlying measures.

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Madam Speaker, I urge, obviously,
support for this rule and the under-
lying bills that will be debated.

As we are sitting here debating, we
just got some news that Acting Com-
missioner of Customs and Border Pro-
tection Agency John Sanders has sub-
mitted his resignation. I guess the pub-
lic pressure is so great that it is unten-
able for him to continue in that posi-
tion, and I am sure the President will
replace him with somebody else.

The problem is the President keeps
on replacing individuals with people
who continue to enforce policies that
are cruel, policies that separate chil-
dren from their parents at the border,
and policies that treat children worse
than animals in our custody, but I
thought it would be interesting for my
colleagues to note this breaking news.

Madam Speaker, it is true that we
have an ambitious agenda before us
this week, and we believe in doing our
job and holding the administration ac-
countable. We aren’t going to leave the
threat of another shutdown for another
day. Maybe that is what my Repub-
lican friends did when they were in
charge, but that is how we ended up in
one shutdown after another.

And, yes, we wish we had an agree-
ment on the caps, but it is not for lack
of trying. We have been trying to nego-
tiate with the Senate since we took
control of the House of Representa-
tives. We have been trying to negotiate
with the President since we took con-
trol of the House of Representatives.
But every time we sit down with the
President, he has a temper tantrum or
he behaves in an erratic way and leaves
the room. We can’t wait, so we are
going to lead, and hopefully they will
follow.

And we are not going to ignore the
threats posed by Russia and others to
our elections. The President wants to
cozy up to Putin instead of defending
this Nation, but this majority doesn’t
believe in prioritizing the egos of dic-
tators. We believe in accountability
and restoring the integrity of the vote.

My friend says, well, this isn’t going
anywhere. Well, look, we are happy to
negotiate with Republicans in the Sen-
ate, but where is their bill? Basically,
the Republicans in the Senate are fol-
lowing the lead of the Republicans in
the House and the previous Congress in
doing nothing.

We don’t believe in doing nothing. We
think our elections are important, that
they are worth defending, so we are
acting. These are serious matters,
Madam Speaker, and this is why we
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were sent here, and this is what we in-
tend to tackle.

I urge all my colleagues to vote
‘“‘yes” on the previous question. I urge
them to vote ‘‘yes” on the rule and the
underlying legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

The text of the material previously
referred to by Mr. COLE is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 460

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 8. That immediately upon adoption of
this resolution, the House shall resolve into
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 3412) to protect the administration
of Federal elections against cybersecurity
threats. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on House Admin-
istration. After general debate the bill shall
be considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. All points of order against pro-
visions in the bill are waived. When the com-
mittee rises and reports the bill back to the
House with a recommendation that the bill
do pass, the previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the
Committee of the Whole rises and reports
that it has come to no resolution on the bill,
then on the next legislative day the House
shall, immediately after the third daily
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV,
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for
further consideration of the bill.

SEC. 9. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 3412.

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time, and
I move the previous question on the
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

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

Mr. COLE. Madam 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.

——————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 23 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
O 1330

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. TITUS) at 1 o’clock and 30
minutes p.m.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 460; and

Adoption of House Resolution 460, if
ordered.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2722, SECURING AMER-
ICA’S FEDERAL ELECTIONS ACT;
WAIVING A REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE
ON RULES; AND PROVIDING FOR
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 3351, FI-
NANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering
the previous question on the resolution
(H. Res. 460) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 2722) to protect
elections for public office by providing
financial support and enhanced secu-
rity for the infrastructure used to
carry out such elections, and for other
purposes; waiving a requirement of
clause 6(a) of rule XIII with respect to
consideration of certain resolutions re-
ported from the Committee on Rules;
and providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 3351) making appropriations
for financial services and general gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2020, and for other purposes,
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 228, nays
188, not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 403]

YEAS—228

Adams Cardenas Craig
Aguilar Carson (IN) Crist
Allred Cartwright Crow
Axne Case Cuellar
Barragan Casten (IL) Cummings
Bass Castor (FL) Cunningham
Beatty Castro (TX) Davids (KS)
Bera Chu, Judy Davis (CA)
Beyer Cicilline :
Bishop (GA) Cisneros g:;s, Danny K.
Blumenauer Clark (MA) DeFazi
Blunt Rochester Clarke (NY) erazio
Bonamici Clay DeGette
Boyle, Brendan  Cleaver DeLauro

F. Cohen DelBene
Brindisi Connolly Delgado
Brown (MD) Cooper Demings
Brownley (CA) Correa DeSaulnier
Bustos Costa Deutch
Butterfield Courtney Dingell
Carbajal Cox (CA) Doggett
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Doyle, Michael
F

Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes

Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim

Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence

Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot,
Cheney
Cline

Cole
Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway

Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond

NAYS—188

Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores
Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn

H5099

Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan

Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk
Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie
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Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes
Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence
Perry
Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman

Abraham
Biggs
Cloud
Clyburn
Gabbard
Gohmert

Mr.

Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer
Rutherford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor

Hice (GA)
Lucas
Meadows
Meeks
Moulton
Rooney (FL)

0 1357

uyeaw to una,y.aa

Mr.

from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
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Thompson (PA)
Timmons
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright
Yoho
Young
Zeldin

NOT VOTING—16

Roy

Ryan
Swalwell (CA)
Thornberry

KATKO changed his vote from

PASCRELL changed his vote

question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that

the ayes appeared to have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a

5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 225, nays

190, not voting 17, as follows:

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay

[Roll No. 404]

YEAS—225

Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig

Crist

Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)

Davis, Danny K.

Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.

Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat

Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes

Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes

Horn, Kendra S.

Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur

The

Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meng
Moore

Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks

Barr
Bergman
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Bost

Brady
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Cheney
Cline

Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comer
Conaway
Cook
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson (OH)
Dayvis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Duffy
Duncan
Dunn
Emmer
Estes
Ferguson
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Flores

Morelle
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier

NAYS—190

Fortenberry
Foxx (NC)
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garamendi
Gianforte
Gibbs
Gonzalez (OH)
Gooden
Gosar
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Griffith
Grothman
Guest
Guthrie
Hagedorn
Harris
Hartzler
Hern, Kevin
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (LA)
Hill (AR)
Holding
Hollingsworth
Hudson
Huizenga
Hunter

Hurd (TX)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kustoff (TN)
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta

Lesko

Long
Loudermilk

Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Luetkemeyer
Marchant
Marshall
Massie

Mast
McAdams
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meuser
Miller
Mitchell
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Mullin
Newhouse
Norman
Nunes

Olson
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry

Posey
Ratcliffe
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Riggleman
Roby
Rodgers (WA)
Roe, David P.
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose, John W.
Rouzer
Rutherford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spano
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
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Stewart Walden Wilson (SC)
Stivers Walker Wittman
Taylor Walorski Womack
Thompson (PA) Waltz Woodall
Timmons Watkins Wright
Tipton Weber (TX) Yoho
Turner Webster (FL) Young
Upton Wenstrup Zeldi
Wagner Westerman edn
Walberg Williams
NOT VOTING—17

Abraham Hice (GA) Roy
Biggs Lucas Ryan
Cloud Meadows Swalwell (CA)
Clyburn Meeks Thornberry
Gabbard Moulton Tonko
Gohmert Rooney (FL)

0O 1407

Ms. WATERS changed her vote from
“na,yw to uyea.w

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. TONKO. Madam Speaker, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall
No. 404.

—————

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE,
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 445 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3055.

Will the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MCGOVERN) kindly take the
chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3055) making appropriations for the De-
partments of Commerce and Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2020,
and for other purposes, with Mr.
MCGOVERN (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. McGOVERN. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Monday,
June 24, 2019, amendment No. 244 print-
ed in House Report 116-119 offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
GROTHMAN) had been disposed of.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part B of House Report 116—
119 on which further proceedings were
postponed, in the following order:

Amendment No. 251 by Mr. BANKS of
Indiana.

Amendment No. 268 by Ms. JAYAPAL
of Washington.

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the time for any electronic vote in this
series.

AMENDMENT NO. 251 OFFERED BY MR. BANKS

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
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vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BANKS)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 131, noes 287,
not voting 20, as follows:

[Roll No. 405]

AYES—131
Allen Granger Norman
Amash Graves (GA) Nunes
Arrington Green (TN) Olson
Babin Griffith Palazzo
Bacon Grothman Perry
Balderson Guest Posey
Banks Guthrie Ratcliffe
Barr Harris Rice (SC)
Bergman Hern, Kevin Riggleman
Bilirakis Herrera Beutler Rodgers (WA)
Bishop (UT) Higgins (LA) Roe, David P.
Brady Hill (AR) Rogers (AL)
Brooks (AL) Holding Rose, John W.
Brooks (IN) Hudson Rouzer
Buck Huizenga Scalise
Bucshon Hunter Schweikert
Budd Johnson (LA) Scott. Austin
Burchett Johnson (OH) S ’
ensenbrenner
Burgess Johnson (SD) .
Shimkus
Byrne Jordan Smith (MO)
Carter (GA) Joyce (PA) X
Carter (TX) Kelly (MS) Smith (NE)
Chabot Kelly (PA) Smucker
Cline King (TA) Spano
Collins (GA) Kustoff (TN) Steil
Comer LaHood Steube
Conaway LaMalfa Stewart
Cook Lamborn Taylor
Crawford Latta Timmons
Curtis Lesko Tipton
Davidson (OH) Long Wagner
DesJarlais Loudermilk Walberg
Duncan Marchant Walker
Dunn Marshall Walorski
Emmer Massie Waltz
Estes McCaul Watkins
Ferguson McClintock Weber (TX)
Flores McHenry Wenstrup
Foxx (NC) Meuser Westerman
Fulcher Miller Williams
Gaetz Mitchell Wittman
Gibbs Moolenaar Woodall
Gooden Mooney (WV) Wright
Gosar Mullin Yoho
NOES—287
Adams Carbajal Crenshaw
Aderholt Cardenas Crist
Aguilar Carson (IN) Crow
Allred Cartwright Cuellar
Amodei Case Cummings
Armstrong Casten (IL) Cunningham
Axne Castor (FL) Davids (KS)
Baird Castro (TX) Dayvis (CA)
Barragan Cheney Dayvis, Danny K.
Beatty Chu, Judy Dayvis, Rodney
Bera Cicilline Dean
Beyer Cisneros DeFazio
Bishop (GA) Clark (MA) DeGette
Blumenauer Clarke (NY) DeLauro
Blunt Rochester  Clay DelBene
Bonamici Cleaver Delgado
Bost Cohen Demings
Boyle, Brendan Cole DeSaulnier
F. Collins (NY) Deutch
Brindisi Connolly Diaz-Balart
Brown (MD) Cooper Dingell
Brownley (CA) Correa Doggett
Buchanan Costa Doyle, Michael
Bustos Courtney F.
Butterfield Cox (CA) Duffy
Calvert Craig Engel

Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fletcher
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallagher
Gallego
Garamendi
Garcla (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gianforte
Golden
Gomez
Gonzalez (OH)
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Hagedorn
Harder (CA)
Hartzler
Hastings
Hayes

Heck

Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Hollingsworth
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Hurd (TX)
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Joyce (OH)
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Keller

Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer

Kim

Kind

King (NY)
Kinzinger
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)

Abraham
Bass
Biggs
Cloud
Clyburn
Gabbard
Gohmert

Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Luria
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Mast
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCarthy
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McKinley
McNerney
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neguse
Newhouse
Norcross
Norton
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Palmer
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Plaskett
Pocan
Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Radewagen
Raskin
Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roby
Rogers (KY)
Rose (NY)
Rouda
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Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Rutherford
Sablan
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Simpson
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stanton
Stauber
Stefanik
Stevens
Stivers
Suozzi
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Torres Small
(NM)
Trahan
Trone
Turner
Underwood
Upton
Van Drew
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Womack
Yarmuth
Young
Zeldin

NOT VOTING—20

Gonzalez-Colon
(PR)

Hice (GA)

Lucas

Meadows

Meeks

Moulton

Rooney (FL)
Roy

Ryan

San Nicolas
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thornberry

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr.

TAKANO. Mr.

Chair,

had | been

present, | would have voted “nay” on rollcall

No. 405.
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AMENDMENT NO. 268 OFFERED BY MS. JAYAPAL

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from Washington (Ms.
JAYAPAL) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 294, noes 127,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 406]

AYES—294

Adams DeSaulnier Kuster (NH)
Aguilar DesJarlais LaHood
Allred Deutch Lamb
Amodei Diaz-Balart Langevin
Axne Dingell Larsen (WA)
Bacon Doggett Larson (CT)
Balderson Doyle, Michael Lawrence
Banks F. Lawson (FL)
Barragan Duffy Lee (CA)
Bass Engel Lee (NV)
Beatty Escobar Levin (CA)
Bera Eshoo Levin (MI)
Bergman Evans Lewis
Beyer Finkenauer Lieu, Ted
Bishop (GA) Fitzpatrick Lipinski
Blumenauer Fletcher Loebsack
Blunt Rochester  Fortenberry Lofgren
Bonamici Foster Long
Boyle, Brendan Frankel Lowenthal

F. Fudge Lowey
Brindisi Gallagher Lujan
Brown (MD) Gallego Luria
Brownley (CA) Garamendi Lynch
Buchanan Garcla (IL) Malinowski
Bustos Garcia (TX) Maloney,
Butterfield Gianforte Carolyn B.
Calvert Gibbs Maloney, Sean
Carbajal Golden Marshall
Cardenas Gomez Mast
Carson (IN) Gonzalez (TX) Matsui
Cartwright Gottheimer McAdams
Case Green, Al (TX) McBath
Casten (IL) Grijalva McCollum
Castor (FL) Haaland McEachin
Castro (TX) Harder (CA) McGovern
Chu, Judy Hastings McHenry
Cicilline Hayes McKinley
Cisneros Heck McNerney
Clark (MA) Herrera Beutler Meng
Clarke (NY) Higgins (NY) Miller
Clay Hill (AR) Mitchell
Cleaver Hill (CA) Moolenaar
Cohen Himes Mooney (WV)
Collins (NY) Hollingsworth Moore
Connolly Horn, Kendra S. Morelle
Cook Horsford Mucarsel-Powell
Cooper Houlahan Murphy
Correa Hoyer Nadler
Costa Hudson Napolitano
Courtney Huffman Neal
Cox (CA) Jackson Lee Neguse
Craig Jayapal Newhouse
Crenshaw Jeffries Norcross
Crist Johnson (GA) Norton
Crow Johnson (TX) O’Halleran
Cuellar Kaptur Ocasio-Cortez
Cummings Katko Omar
Cunningham Keating Pallone
Davids (KS) Kelly (IL) Panetta
Davis (CA) Kennedy Pappas
Davis, Danny K. Khanna Pascrell
Davis, Rodney Kildee Payne
Dean Kilmer Perlmutter
DeFazio Kim Peters
DeGette Kind Peterson
DeLauro King (NY) Phillips
DelBene Kinzinger Pingree
Delgado Kirkpatrick Plaskett
Demings Krishnamoorthi Pocan
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Porter Serrano Torres Small
Pressley Sewell (AL) (NM)
Price (NC) Shalala Trahan
Quigley Sherman Trone
Raskin Sherrill Turner
Reed Shimkus Underwood
Rice (NY) Sires Upton
Richmond Slotkin Van Drew
Riggleman Smith (NJ) Vargas
Roby Smith (WA) Veasey
Rodgers (WA) Smucker Vela
Roe, David P. Soto Velazquez
Rogers (AL) Spanberger Vi
isclosky
Rogers (KY) Spano Wagner
Rose (NY) Speier Walden
Rouda Stanton .
Roybal-Allard Stauber Walorski
Ruiz Stefanik Waltz
Ruppersberger Steil Wasserman
Rush Stevens Schultz
Sablan Stivers Waters
Sanchez Suozzi Watson Coleman
Sarbanes Takano Welch
Scanlon Thompson (CA)  Wenstrup
Schakowsky Thompson (MS)  Wexton
Schiff Thompson (PA)  Wild
Schneider Tipton Wilson (FL)
Schrader Titus Wilson (SC)
Schrier Tlaib Woodall
Scott (VA) Tonko Yarmuth
Scott, David Torres (CA) Zeldin
NOES—127

Aderholt Gongzalez (OH) Meadows
Allen Gooden Meuser
Amash Gosar Mullin
Armstrong Granger Norman
Arrington Graves (GA) Nunes
Babin Graves (LA) Olson
Baird Graves (MO) Palazzo
Barr Green (TN)
Bilirakis Griffith gz;r?:r
Bishop (UT) Grothman Perry
Bost Guest
Brady Guthrie Posey
Brooks (AL) Hagedorn Radewagen
Brooks (IN) Harris Ratcliffe
Buck Hartzler Reschenthaler
Bucshon Hern, Kevin Rice (SC)
Budd Higgins (LA) Rose, John W.
Burchett Holding Rouzer
Burgess Huizenga Rutherford
Byrne Hunter Scalise
Carter (GA) Hurd (TX) Schweikert
Carter (TX) Johnson (LA) Scott, Austin
Chabot Johnson (OH) Sensenbrenner
g{{eney joh(l;xson (SD) Simpson

ne ordan Smith (MO
Cole Joyce (OH) Smith ENE))
Collins (GA) Joyce (PA) Steube
Comer Keller
Conaway Kelly (MS) ,?,Z;T:ft
Crawford Kelly (PA) Timmons
Curtis King (IA) Walberg
Davidson (OH) Kustoff (TN)
Duncan LaMalfa Walkgr
Dunn Lamborn Watkins
Emmer Latta Weber (TX)
Estes Lesko Webster (FL)
Ferguson Loudermilk Westerman
Fleischmann Luetkemeyer Williams
Flores Marchant Wittman
Foxx (NC) Massie Womack
Fulcher McCarthy Wright
Gaetz McCaul Yoho
Gohmert McClintock Young

NOT VOTING—17

Abraham Gonzalez-Colon Rooney (FL)
Biggs (PR) Roy
Cloud Hice (GA) Ryan
Clyburn Lucas San Nicolas
Espaillat Meeks Swalwell (CA)
Gabbard Moulton Thornberry

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
There is 1 minute remaining.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Chair, on June 25,
2019, | was absent for recorded vote No. 406.
Had | been present, | would have voted yea.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CLOUD. Mr. Chair, | was at the White
House. Had | been present, | would have
voted “nay” on rollcall No. 403, ”nay” on roll-
call No. 404, “yea” on rollcall No. 405, and
“nay” on rollcall No. 406.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. ROY. Mr. Chair, | was unavoidably de-
tained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “nay” on rollcall No. 403, “nay” on roll-
call No. 404, “yea” on rollcall No. 405, and
“nay” on rollcall No. 406.

The Acting CHAIR. There being no
further amendments, under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana) having assumed the
chair, Mr. MCGOVERN, Acting Chair of
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 3055) making
appropriations for the Departments of
Commerce and Justice, Science, and
Related Agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2020, and for
other purposes, and pursuant to House
Resolution 445, he reported the bill, as
amended by that resolution, back to
the House with sundry further amend-
ments adopted in the Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Pursuant to House Resolution 445,
the question on adoption of the further
amendments will be put en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

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. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

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

Mr. HURD of Texas. I am in its cur-
rent form.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Hurd of Texas moves to recommit the
bill H.R. 3055 to the Committee on Appro-
priations with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith with the
following amendment:

Page 7, line 12, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $75,000,000)"".

Page 25, line 7, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $75,000,000)"".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes in support of his
motion.

Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, my
colleagues know I am the only Repub-
lican on the border. My colleagues
know I am the only Member of Con-
gress who has 820 miles along the bor-
der. My colleagues know that I have
spent a good deal of my time up here
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working with them on things like stop-
ping the separation of families along
the border. My colleagues also know
that I know that some Members are
not for open borders.

It is an understatement to say that
our Nation’s immigration docket is a
matter of concern. The caseload has in-
creased by nearly fivefold since the end
of 2008, and now it stands at roughly
9,000 cases. The average wait for non-
detained individuals is over 670 days,
with many individuals waiting much
longer for an immigration hearing. The
net effect of this untenable backlog sit-
uation is to delay justice, in many
cases, for years for those with valid
claims. This is simply outrageous.

The adjudication of immigration
matters is essential to the proper ad-
ministration of justice in our country.
Congress must ensure that U.S. immi-
gration laws are administered fairly,
efficiently, and consistently with due
process.

This motion adds $756 million to our
immigration court system. It will sup-
port additional immigration judge
teams and the expansion of courtroom
capacity.

Now, some of my colleagues will say
that there are already judges in this
bill. There are. They meet the requests
of, actually, this White House, but that
is not enough.

In 2016, the ACLU came out and said
that to get to the backlog there, to ad-
dress the backlog then, which was only
500,000, we mneeded 500 immigration
judge teams. We need more.

Many Members have already voted
for more than this when they all helped
me jam Republican leadership last
year—or try to jam Republican leader-
ship last year—on sorting out the im-
migration issue.

Now, some of my colleagues will say
that taking money away from Census
to do that is not the right way to go.
This underlying bill funds the Census
40 percent above the President’s re-
quest. That is more than $2.3 billion.
This bill includes $8 billion, with or
without this amendment.

Most importantly, this motion to re-
commit does not address or change the
question that my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle have addressed
in this bill, and that is whether or not
the citizenship question can be added
on the 2020 Census. This bill says it
cannot. This motion to recommit does
not change that.

Let me repeat. This motion to recom-
mit does not change that.

We are taking money out of the Cen-
sus reserve slush fund. This is money
that may or may not be used. We can
hold on to this funding for unforeseen
problems, or we can use this funding
now to help solve a problem we see
loud and clear.

Our current shortage of immigration
judges delays justice for individuals
who have valid immigration claims,
while preserving many years of contin-
ued illegal presence for others who do
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not. Worse still, the allure of our weak-
ened system entices migrants to under-
take the incredibly dangerous journey
north with young children.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on
this motion to help reverse these re-
grettable and unsustainable trends
caused by our broken immigration sys-
tem, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the motion.

With the approach of the 2020 Census,
the U.S. Census Bureau needs a strong
infusion of resources to ensure a thor-
ough and accurate count.

As a member of the Appropriations
Committee, my colleague knows that
the funding level provided for the Cen-
sus Bureau in this bill is more in line
with recent revised budget costs and
estimates. This bill also supports crit-
ical funding of the Bureau as it em-
barks on the most technologically ad-
vanced Census in its history, including
$1 billion in infrastructure that in-
cludes IT funding to enhance the Bu-
reau’s cybersecurity efforts and protect
respondents’ personal data and infor-
mation submitted to the Bureau. Every
dollar can be tied to an original plan, a
cost estimate, or a recommendation
submitted by the department.

There appears to be a growing attack
on the Census out of fear of a demo-
graphically changing country and a
concerning effort by the other side to
skew the results in their favor.

We need every dollar in this Census
because the administration is fear-
mongering, because they are trying to
force an undercount with the inclusion
of the citizenship question, and, in re-
ality, we are recommending a funding
level consistent with what they indi-
cated they need for a fair and accurate
count.

Any proposal to decrease this
amount increases the risk of under-
counts of minority and hard-to-count
communities, including rural parts of
this country that lack broadband serv-
ices.

[ 1430

Such an undercount would cause
these areas to lose out on political rep-
resentation and Federal funding.

Reduced funding for the Census also
increases the risk of cyber intrusions
and the release of protected personal
data.

This bill already provides a strong in-
crease for immigration judges, as the
gentleman mentioned, consistent with
the administration’s request, an in-
crease of over $110 million over the fis-
cal year 2019 level that provides for an
additional 100 judge teams, which my
colleague acknowledged in his re-
marks.

I am not aware of a Census slush
fund, but I am aware that these are

vital resources that will help count our
communities, help ensure that this is
done fairly, and help ensure that hard-
to-count communities are counted.

The Justice Department is not able
to hire any faster than that, as the
gentleman acknowledged.

Mr. Speaker, I urge rejection of this
motion. I urge my colleagues to vote
“no,” and 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.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. HURD of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5-
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit will be followed by a b-minute vote
on passage of the bill.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 201, noes 220,
not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 407]

AYES—201
Aderholt Fortenberry Long
Allen Foxx (NC) Loudermilk
Amash Fulcher Luetkemeyer
Amodei Gaetz Luria
Armstrong Gallagher Marchant
Arrington Gianforte Marshall
Babin Gibbs Massie
Bacon Gohmert Mast
Baird Golden McCarthy
Balderson Gonzalez (OH) McCaul
Banks Gooden MecClintock
Barr Gosar McHenry
Bergman Gottheimer McKinley
Biggs Granger Meadows
Bilirakis Graves (GA) Meuser
Bishop (UT) Graves (LA) Miller
Bost Graves (MO) Mitchell
Brady Green (TN) Moolenaar
Brooks (AL) Griffith Mooney (WV)
Brooks (IN) Grothman Mullin
Buchanan Guest Newhouse
Buck Guthrie Norman
Bucshon Hagedorn Nunes
Budd Harris Olson
Burchett Hartzler Palazzo
Burgess Hern, Kevin Palmer
Byrne Herrera Beutler Pence
Calvert Hice (GA) Perry
Carter (GA) Higgins (LA) Porter
Carter (TX) Hill (AR) Posey
Chabot Holding Ratcliffe
Cline Hollingsworth Reed
Cloud Hudson Reschenthaler
Cole Huizenga Rice (SC)
Collins (GA) Hunter Riggleman
Collins (NY) Hurd (TX) Roby
Comer Johnson (LA) Rodgers (WA)
Conaway Johnson (OH) Roe, David P.
Cook Johnson (SD) Rogers (AL)
Crawford Jordan Rogers (KY)
Crenshaw Joyce (OH) Rose, John W.
Curtis Joyce (PA) Rouzer
Davidson (OH) Katko Roy
Dayvis, Rodney Keller Rutherford
DesJarlais Kelly (MS) Scalise
Diaz-Balart Kelly (PA) Schweikert
Duffy King (IA) Scott, Austin
Duncan King (NY) Sensenbrenner
Dunn Kinzinger Shimkus
Emmer Kustoff (TN) Simpson
Estes LaHood Slotkin
Ferguson LaMalfa Smith (MO)
Fitzpatrick Lamborn Smith (NE)
Fleischmann Latta Smith (NJ)
Flores Lesko Smucker
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Spanberger
Spano
Stauber
Stefanik
Steil
Steube
Stewart
Stivers
Taylor
Thompson (PA)
Timmons
Tipton

Adams
Aguilar
Allred
Axne
Barragan
Bass
Beatty
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brindisi
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Case
Casten (IL)
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Cisneros
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly
Cooper
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Cox (CA)
Craig
Crist
Crow
Cuellar
Cummings
Cunningham
Davids (KS)
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny K.
Dean
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
DelBene
Delgado
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Engel
Escobar
Eshoo
Espaillat
Evans
Finkenauer
Fletcher
Foster
Frankel
Fudge
Gallego

Abraham
Cheney
Clyburn
Gabbard

Torres Small
(NM)
Turner
Upton
Van Drew
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Waltz
Watkins
Weber (TX)

NOES—220

Garamendi
Garcia (IL)
Garcia (TX)
Gomez
Gonzalez (TX)
Green, Al (TX)
Grijalva
Haaland
Harder (CA)
Hastings
Hayes
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Hill (CA)
Himes
Horn, Kendra S.
Horsford
Houlahan
Hoyer
Huffman
Jackson Lee
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (TX)
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kildee
Kilmer
Kim
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Lamb
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee (CA)
Lee (NV)
Levin (CA)
Levin (MI)
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Malinowski
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McAdams
McBath
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meng
Moore
Morelle
Mucarsel-Powell
Murphy
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
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Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Wright
Yoho
Young
Zeldin

Neguse
Norcross
O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar
Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rose (NY)
Rouda
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shalala
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Smith (WA)
Soto
Speier
Stanton
Stevens
Suozzi
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tlaib
Tonko
Torres (CA)
Trahan
Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wwild
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—I11

Lucas
Meeks
Moulton
Rooney (FL)

Ryan
Swalwell (CA)
Thornberry
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Mr. CARSON of Indiana changed his
vote from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi). The question
is on the passage of the bill.

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays
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194, not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 408]

YEAS—227

Adams Garamendi Napolitano
Aguilar Garcia (IL) Neal
Allred Garcia (TX) Neguse
Axne Golden Norcross
Barragan Gomez O’Halleran
Bass Gonzalez (TX) Ocasio-Cortez
Beatty Gottheimer Omar
Bera Green, Al (TX) Pallone
Beyer Grijalva Panetta
Bishop (GA) Haaland Pappas
Blumenauer Harder (CA) Pascrell
Blunt Rochester  Hastings Payne
Bonamici Hayes Perlmutter
Boyle, Brendan Heck Peters

F. Higgins (NY) Peterson
Brindisi Hill (CA) Phillips
Brown (MD) Himes Pingree
Brownley (CA) Horn, Kendra S. Pocan
Bustos Horsford Porter
Butterfield Houlahan Pressley
Carbajal Hoyer Price (NC)
Cardenas Huffman Quigley
Carson (IN) Jackson Lee Raskin
Cartwright Jayapal Rice (NY)
Case Jeffries Richmond
Casten (IL) Johnson (GA) Rose (NY)
Castor (FL) Johnson (TX) Rouda

Castro (TX) Kaptur Roybal-Allard
Chu, Judy Keating Ruiz
Cicilline Kelly (IL) Ruppersberger
Cisneros Kennedy Rush
Clark (MA) Khanna Sanchez
Clarke (NY) Kildee Sarbanes
Clay Kilmer Scanlon
Cleaver Kim Schakowsky
Cohen Kind Schiff
Connolly Kirkpatrick Schneider
Cooper Krishnamoorthi  Schrader
Correa Kuster (NH) Schrier
Costa Lamb Scott (VA)
Courtney Langevin Scott, David
Cox (CA) Larsen (WA) Serrano
Craig Larson (CT) Sewell (AL)
Crist Lawrence Shalala
Crow Lawson (FL) Sherman
Cuellar Lee (CA) Sherrill
Cummings Lee (NV) Sires
Cunningham Levin (CA) Slotkin
Davids (KS) Levin (MI) Smith (WA)
Dayvis (CA) Lewis Soto
Davis, Danny K.  Lieu, Ted Spanberger
Dean Lipinski Speier
DeFazio Loebsack Stanton
DeGette Lofgren Stevens
DeLauro Lowenthal Suozzi
DelBene Lowey Takano
Delgado Lujan Thompson (CA)
Demings Luria Thompson (MS)
DeSaulnier Lynch Titus
Deutch Malinowski Tlaib
Dingell Maloney, Tonko
Doggett Carolyn B. Torres (CA)
Doyle, Michael Maloney, Sean Torres Small
F. Matsui (NM)
Engel McBath Trahan
Escobar McCollum Trone
Eshoo McEachin Underwood
Espaillat McGovern Van Drew
Evans McNerney Vargas
Finkenauer Meng Veasey
Fletcher Moore Vela
Foster Morelle Velazquez
Frankel Mucarsel-Powell  Visclosky
Fudge Murphy Wasserman
Gallego Nadler Schultz

Waters Wexton Yarmuth
Watson Coleman  Wild
Welch Wilson (FL)
NAYS—194
Aderholt Gosar Nunes
Allen Granger Olson
Amash Graves (GA) Palazzo
Amodei Graves (LA) Palmer
Armstrong Graves (MO) Pence
Arrington Green (TN) Perry
Babin Griffith Posey
Bacon Grothman Ratcliffe
Baird Guest Reed
Balderson Guthrie Reschenthaler
Banks Hagedorn Rice (SC)
Barr Harris Riggleman
Bergman Hartzler Roby
B?ggs ) Hern, Kevin Rodgers (WA)
B}hrakls ngrera Beutler Roe, David P.
iggins (LA) Rogers (KY)
Brady Hill (AR) Rose, John W.
Brooks (AL) Hold}ng Rouzer
Brooks (IN) Hollingsworth Roy
Buchanan Hu('ison Rutherford
Buck Huizenga Scalise
Bucshon Hunter :
Budd Hurd (TX) Sonwelkert
Burchett Johnson (LA) g ' b
Burgess Johnson (OH) Sir'lsen renner
imkus
Byrne Johnson (SD) Simpson
Calvert Jordan Smith (MO)
Carter (GA) Joyce (OH) Smi
mith (NE)
Carter (TX) Joyce (PA) Smith (NJ)
Chabot Katko )
Cline Keller Smucker
Cloud Kelly (MS) Spano
Cole Kelly (PA) Stauber
Collins (GA) King (TA) Stefanilk
Collins (NY) King (NY) Steil
Comer Kinzinger Steube
Conaway Kustoff (TN) Stf}wart
Cook LaHood Stivers
Crawford LaMalfa Taylor
Crenshaw Lamborn Thompson (PA)
Curtis Latta Timmons
Davidson (OH) Lesko Tipton
Davis, Rodney Long Turner
DesJarlais Loudermilk Upton
Diaz-Balart Luetkemeyer Wagner
Duffy Marchant Walberg
Duncan Marshall Walden
Dunn Massie Walker
Emmer Mast Walorski
Estes McAdams Waltz
Ferguson McCarthy Watkins
Fitzpatrick McCaul Weber (TX)
Fleischmann McClintock Webster (FL)
Flores McHenry Wenstrup
Fortenberry McKinley Westerman
Foxx (NC) Meadows Williams
Fulcher Meuser Wilson (SC)
Gaetz Miller Wittman
Gallagher Mitchell Womack
Gianforte Moolenaar Woodall
Gibbs Mooney (WV) Wright
Gohmert Mullin Yoho
Gonzalez (OH) Newhouse Young
Gooden Norman Zeldin
NOT VOTING—11
Abraham Lucas Ryan
Cheney Meeks Swalwell (CA)
Clyburn Moulton Thornberry
Gabbard Rooney (FL)
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-

GROSSMENT OF H.R. 30565, COM-
MERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2020

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of H.R. 3055, the Clerk be author-
ized to make technical and conforming
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changes to reflect the actions of the
House.

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

There was no objection.

————

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2020

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 3351.

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

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 460 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3351.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. KEATING) to
preside over the Committee of the
Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3351)
making appropriations for financial
services and general government for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2020, and for other purposes, with Mr.
KEATING in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
General debate shall be confined to the
bill and shall not exceed 1 hour equally
divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
QUIGLEY) and the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. GRAVES) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

As chairman of the Financial Serv-
ices and General Government Sub-
committee, I first want to thank Rank-
ing Member ToM GRAVES, the gen-
tleman from Georgia, who I now have
had the privilege of working with for a
third year managing the bill. Our dis-
cussions have always been both valu-
able and productive, and I thank him
for his partnership throughout this
process.

Of course, I always like to take the
opportunity to thank the staff on both
sides for all the hard work that goes on
behind the scenes. In my personal of-
fice, that includes Doug and Juan. On
our committee staff on the majority
side, that includes Laura, Marybeth,
Elliot, Aalok, Parker, and Lisa, and for
the minority, John Martens.
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The committee staff, in particular,
sacrificed many long nights and week-
ends to get us to this stage. I am truly
grateful, and I know Members on both
sides share the same sentiment.

The bill before us today provides
$24.95 billion in total discretionary re-
sources, including $400 million in ad-
justments for tax enforcement program
integrity activities.

The FSGG bill encompasses a wide
range of programs, everything from the
Internal Revenue Service to the Fed-
eral courts to the District of Columbia
to the Small Business Administration.

In total, the bill includes $12 billion
for the IRS, an increase of more than 6
percent above the President’s request,
a good first step toward restoring cuts
this agency has suffered for almost a
decade.

Notably, the bill almost doubles the
amount provided in FY19 to the sys-
tems modernization account to support
the IRS IT modernization efforts.

Investing in the IRS will support
more effective and efficient enforce-
ment activities to help close the tax
gap, improve taxpayer experience by
reducing wait times, and increase sup-
port to those trying to navigate the
complex Tax Code.

My friend across the aisle speaks a
lot about deficit reduction, and as a fis-
cal moderate, I understand and agree.
But underfunding tax enforcement for
all these years has been penny-wise and
pound-foolish. The IRS generates $4 in
revenue for every $1 in enforcement ex-
penses. That is fiscally sound policy
that we should all support.

On the national security front, the
bill also provides increases totaling
$15.6 million for Treasury Department
offices and programs focused on com-
bating money laundering, enforcing
sanctions, and countering the financ-
ing of terrorism.

The bill includes funding for numer-
ous important independent agencies
critical to the operation of the entire
Federal Government, as well as com-
munities throughout the country.

Let me highlight just a few of the
many investments provided in this bill.

One of the top priorities this year has
been to help States and local govern-
ments meet the challenge of restoring
the security and integrity of our elec-
tions. To this end, the bill includes $600
million in funding the Election Assist-
ance Commission.

Just last month, Special Counsel
Robert Mueller described Russia’s con-
certed attack on our political system
in 2016, saying, ‘‘There were multiple,
systematic efforts to interfere in our
election.” He detailed the Russian ef-
forts and specified that they were de-
signed and timed to interfere with and
damage a Presidential candidate.

It was a purposeful strategy involv-
ing sophisticated cyber techniques to
influence the outcome of our election,
the underpinning of American democ-
racy whereby American citizens alone
decide who represents them in govern-
ment.
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Mr. Mueller concluded with a call to
action, that the efforts to interfere in
our election ‘‘deserve the attention of
every American.”

I couldn’t agree more. This is not a
partisan matter. If anything, the chal-
lenge of securing our election systems
should unite all Americans.

Another major priority in this bill
has been to support the regulatory
agencies funded in this bill, especially
the financial regulatory agencies that
protect consumers, taxpayers, and in-
vestors, and to help police Wall Street
and prevent another financial melt-
down.

We boost funding for the Securities
and Exchange Commission by $148 mil-
lion above 2019, $104 million above the
budget request.

We also provide increases for the
Federal Trade Commission to help
refocus on preventing anticompetitive
practices and for various inspector gen-
eral offices that deal with financial
matters.

We give an $8.5 million increase to
the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion to better protect our families from
potentially dangerous products.

The bill also makes targeted invest-
ments to make sure that small busi-
nesses on Main Street and low-income
communities in too-often forgotten
neighborhoods, both urban and rural,
have access to the capital and assist-
ance needed to thrive.

For instance, this bill increases en-
trepreneurial development programs at
the Small Business Administration by
$34 million above 2019, to $280 million.

Just as significant, this bill rejects
the President’s proposal to eliminate
grant programs under the Community
Development Financial Institutions
Fund, which directly supports the ex-
pansion of affordable housing, small
business creation, and infrastructure
growth in underserved and rural areas,
in addition to supplying credit to revi-
talize neglected communities. Instead,
the bill boosts funding by $50 million
for this extremely successful and
broadly bipartisan program.

Ultimately, I am a capitalist who be-
lieves in the power of the free market
economy. But I also believe there needs
to be reasonable measures and checks
in place to make sure our economy is
benefiting everyone and not just a se-
lect few at the top.

If you believe, as I do, that fraudsters
shouldn’t be able to manipulate mar-
kets and scam seniors of their hard-
earned savings, and that you shouldn’t
have to be a Fortune 500 company to
access affordable financing for your
business, then you should support the
investments this bill makes to em-
power everyday investors, consumers,
and entrepreneurs.

Finally, the bill takes significant
steps toward reducing undue congres-
sional interference in local D.C. affairs
and eliminating restrictions on the
District that do not apply to other
parts of the Nation.

Importantly, it ended the uniquely
restrictive prohibition on the use of lo-
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cally raised funds for abortion, thereby
placing the District in the same posi-
tion as the 50 States, in that regard.

It also discontinues the ban on Fed-
eral funds for local needle exchange
programs and allows the District to
implement local law legalizing mari-
juana, as has been done in most States.

In closing, I would like to reiterate
how grateful I am to all the staff who
helped put this product together. It is
a bill that we all can be proud of, and
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this legislation.

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

O 1500

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today to express some concerns
and opposition to the current bill be-

fore us, the Financial Services and
General Government appropriations
bill.

First, before I get into some of the
highlights of our opposition, I have
been through this process before last
year as chairman of this sub-
committee, so I truly understand and
am aware of the hard work that Mr.
QUIGLEY and his team have put into
this bill, and I commend them for navi-
gating a process that is not easy and
making it to this point that we are
here today.

Now, while I don’t support every
piece of this bill, I certainly value the
approach that Chairman QUIGLEY took
and the strong working relationship
that he and I have both had over the
years and continue to have.

The bill we are addressing includes, I
will say, a few key priorities that have
been really important to my Repub-
lican colleagues and myself, and we ap-
preciate that and look forward to sup-
porting those in the future. And it does
strike a bit of a bipartisan tone in a
way that I know that we all appreciate,
and our constituents value the most,
and, quite frankly, we could use a little
bit more of that around here. And I
know you would agree with that, Mr.
Chairman.

Now, while this is a really good start-
ing point, and that is how I will char-
acterize where we are today, we are at
a starting point, a small foundation
that we can build from, the bill, as
drafted, is just not something that I
can support at this time, nor my Re-
publican colleagues, but I would like to
highlight some of the areas that I
think we need to work on.

First and foremost, if we were to
have a budget agreement—and that is a
big if, because there is a lot of discus-
sion about budget agreements, but
there has certainly not been any move-
ment, and that is one of the bigger
problems the new majority has, is navi-
gating the budget process, seeing how a
budget hasn’t even been passed out of
committee.

This bill will continue the spending
that our Nation has seen at a sky-
rocketing fashion, one that we just
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don’t need to accept. The total level of
discretionary spending under this bill
increases by 8 percent over last year.
That is a significant number. Last
year, when I was chair, we were pro-
posing cutting this bill by 5 percent,
and this year we are 13 points different,
going up 8 percent, which is nearly a $2
billion increase.

Secondly, this bill blocks the admin-
istration from doing what they are so
focused on right now, and that is secur-
ing this Nation and our country, par-
ticularly at the southern border. I am
sure we will hear later this week if the
new majority gets the votes to bring a
bill to the floor about a border supple-
mental, but you have to ask yourself,
why do we even need that supple-
mental?

We had an opportunity earlier this
year with the conference committee re-
port to provide the funds the adminis-
tration requested, and yet the new ma-
jority rejected that then, and now
comes forward with a supplemental,
but while at the same time, ironically,
obstructing the spending of the admin-
istration currently from spending
funds to secure the border through this
bill.

So the irony of the failure of the con-
ference committee report, the inability
to get a supplemental to the floor for a
vote this week, but yet refusing to
allow the administration to secure the
border through this bill in addition, so
it is ironic, and that is something that
we certainly would like to see restored.

But also, this would remove any
oversight and accountability that this
body has over the District of Columbia.

The District of Columbia is not like a
city in any of our States. It is a dis-
trict. It is a different entity under a
different charter, of which the greatest
Nation on the planet’s capital exists,
and I believe we should continue that
oversight, but yet this gives the Dis-
trict of Columbia a blank checkbook
here.

Then next I would say, you know, we
have talked about bipartisanship. This
bill does omit some longstanding bipar-
tisan provisions that we have always
agreed on, and I am not sure why we
would object to them today, or why the
new majority would object to them
today, but one, in particular, is to
allow taxpayer funding for the ending
of the lives of the innocent unborn.

Mr. Chairman, I don’t know why we
would go there today when year after
year after year, Republicans and Demo-
crats, House and Senate, have always
come together and said those lives are
precious and we should protect them
from the use of taxpayer funds being
used to eliminate their life.

And then I am concerned that the
bill as it is currently written would
force schools to withdraw from the Op-
portunity Scholarship Program. One of
the great successes this body has en-
joyed over the years is celebrating in
the success of children of the District
of Columbia benefiting from a scholar-
ship program, to see their lives im-
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proved and enriched and move on into
a better future. In fact, the scholarship
program has a great record of success,
with 98 percent of 12th grade students
participating graduating, a 98 percent
graduation rate. Eighty-six percent of
them are accepted to a 2- or 4-year col-
lege after graduation.

We should not be making it harder
for these schools to operate. We
shouldn’t be making it harder for kids
to be able to enjoy this opportunity. In
fact, quite frankly, it is just an assault
on the low-income children right here
in the District of Columbia.

It is also disappointing that this bill
drops a long-standing prohibition
against requiring contractors to dis-
close campaign contributions as a part
of the Federal procurement process.

This process should be about getting
the best service by the best company
for the best price for the American peo-
ple, the best to assist our constituents.
Instead, now, if the provision as it is
stated in this bill continues, we might
be creating a new higher bidder sce-
nario in which it is the highest bidder
of political contributions going to a
company might get the bid instead of
something different, such as the best
price from the best company for the
best service.

Now, we all know that these are poi-
son pills that Members of both sides
shouldn’t be forced to swallow here
today.

As long as this bill is fashioned in
this manner, Mr. Chairman, we Know
that it is not going to be signed into
law. Just yesterday President Trump
said that if this bill were on his desk in
this current form, he would veto this
legislation.

So I know we are going to have a ro-
bust debate today, and maybe we can
improve upon this foundation, but with
the Federal debt exceeding $22 trillion,
we just can’t afford to spend more. We
don’t need to spend more on general
governmental activities. Just because
we can spend it doesn’t mean we
should, nor should we spend it at any
time in the future when we have the
opportunity to cut, and instead, today
here we are spending more.

So it is up to us. Let’s set the exam-
ple, Mr. Chairman. Let’s leave this
country’s pocketbook in better shape
for our kids and our grandkids.

Mr. Chair, as I close, I do want to fin-
ish on a positive note, because we do
have a great working relationship. I
want to thank Chairman QUIGLEY. I
want to thank his team. They have ad-
dressed some of the priorities that are
important to us, and they have crafted
a small foundation which I know we
can all work from in the days ahead.

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. LOWEY), the distin-
guished chairwoman of the full com-
mittee.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chair, I thank
Chairman QUIGLEY for yielding, and I
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would like to congratulate Chairman
QUIGLEY, Ranking Member GRAVES,
and the outstanding staff for the bill
before us.

House Democrats are fighting to en-
sure that America is safe, strong, and
moving forward.

The investments in this bill to fund
financial regulators and small busi-
nesses improve the financial security
of every American. With the inclusion
of funding for election security, we can
safeguard our democracy.

This bill would provide $12 billion for
the IRS, including $2.56 billion for tax-
payer services, and $290 million for
business systems modernization. These
increases are particularly important to
secure sensitive data housed at the
IRS.

Small businesses are the foundation
of our economy, and this bill gives
them and their employees a better shot
at success. A nearly 40 percent increase
to the Small Business Administration
includes a 14 percent increase for entre-
preneurial development programs like
Women’s Business Centers.

To combat the attacks on our democ-
racy by foreign powers, the bill would
provide $16.2 million for Election As-
sistance Commission operating ex-
penses, a 76 percent increase, and $600
million for election security grants.

Other important issues would make
DACA recipients eligible for Federal
employment and prohibit the use of
funds from the Treasury Forfeiture
Fund to construct the President’s ill-
conceived border wall.

What is not in this bill is also note-
worthy, starting with objectionable
riders from previous years that threat-
ened Home Rule for D.C., such as the
ban on D.C. using its own local funds to
support abortion services, needle ex-
changes, and the legalization of mari-
juana.

The bill would also eliminate three
riders related to the SEC and FEC
aimed at thwarting transparency and
disclosures of political contributions.

This bill would invest in a future
that supports the security of our data
and our elections, while setting up our
communities, making sure that our
communities succeed.

Mr. Chair, I urge support for the bill.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I appreciate the chairwoman,
Mrs. LOWEY. She has done a great job
this year with the committee, and she
is absolutely right in congratulating

Mr. QUIGLEY on his good work this
year.

Mr. Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.

GRANGER), our Republican leader of the
full Appropriations Committee.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Chair, I thank
Mr. GRAVES for yielding. I appreciate
the work that he and Chairman
QUIGLEY have done to craft a Financial
Services and General Government bill
for fiscal year 2020.

The bill includes many priorities of
Members on both sides of the aisle,
such as support for small businesses,
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drug control programs, and the Treas-
ury Department’s counterterrorism
and financial intelligence efforts.

However, I am concerned that there
are several controversial items in the
bill regarding immigration policy, the
border wall, collective bargaining, and
many other provisions that will tie
this administration’s hands.

Regarding the District of Columbia,
this bill fails to provide appropriate
oversight. It is disappointing that the
bill does not include a longstanding
pro-life provision regarding the use of
D.C. local funds.

I am also troubled that my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
rejected an amendment offered in com-
mittee by Dr. HARRIS that would pre-
vent the District of Columbia from le-
galizing solicitation of prostitution or
profiting from the sex work of others.

The possibility of the bill pending be-
fore the D.C. Council becoming law is
appalling, and Congress must make it
clear that this is unacceptable. Con-
gress should not allow prostitution to
be legalized in our Nation’s capital.

Additionally, the bill includes an 8
percent increase in spending above the
current year. This level of spending is
excessive, and as I have said before,
this bill is written using an unrealistic
top line funding level.

In order for our work to be meaning-
ful and produce bills that can be signed
into law, leaders from both parties and
the administration must come together
and develop a mutually agreeable fund-
ing framework. Then we can turn to
drafting appropriations bills with bi-
partisan support that can be signed
into law.

In closing, I would like to thank
Chairwoman LOWEY, Chairman
QUIGLEY, Mr. GRAVES, as well as all of
the subcommittee members and the
staff for their hard work on this bill.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. SERRANO), the chairman of
the Commerce, Justice, Science, and
Related Agencies Subcommittee and a
member of the Financial Services and
General Government Subcommittee.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in strong support of this bill,
the Financial Services and General
Government Appropriations Act.

Mr. Chair, I want to start by con-
gratulating my good friend and col-
league, Chairman MIKE QUIGLEY, for
his leadership in bringing our tenth ap-
propriations bill to the House floor.
Speaking from experience, I know this
is no easy task, and I am sure that the
relationship between he and Mr.
GRAVES will have a final product that
we can all vote for.

I am proud that the work that has
been accomplished here takes care of
80 many issues. This bill provides $24.95
billion to assist elderly and low-income
taxpayers; support our entrepreneurs
and grow our small businesses; ensure
the products of our store shelves are
safe for children and families; protect
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our economy by policing Wall Street;
protect and strengthen the integrity of
our election systems; and provide a 3.1
percent pay raise for Federal employ-
ees; and, once again, empower the Dis-
trict of Columbia to handle its own
local affairs.

[ 1515

The administration has proposed to
eliminate the Community Develop-
ment Financial Institutions Fund,
risking the public-private investments
that are generating economic growth
in places like my district in the South
Bronx. In response, Congress is invest-
ing $300 million for this invaluable pro-
gram, an increase of $50 million over
fiscal year 2019.

This bill also provides $600 million in
Election Assistance Commission secu-
rity grants to help State election offi-
cials improve the security and integ-
rity of our elections. Our election sys-
tems remain vulnerable, and additional
investments like this can give voters
the peace of mind that, when they cast
their ballot, their vote will count and
be counted correctly. As we approach
elections this fall in several States
across the country and the Presidential
election next year, we must be ready to
combat any attempts to disrupt our
democratic institutions.

The Small Business Administration
will receive nearly $1 billion to con-
tinue providing technical assistance
and other services our Nation’s busi-
nessmen need to help get their business
ideas off the ground.

Out of the total amount, $150 million
will go to the Small Business Develop-
ment Centers Program, $35 million will
help provide Microloan technical as-
sistance, and $30 million will go toward
supporting and investing in women-
owned businesses through the Women’s
Business Centers. These investments
will help create jobs.

Last but not least, this bill once
again restores home rule to the Dis-
trict of Columbia. I cannot think of
anything more insulting than telling
any city across our country how they
can spend their locally raised funds or
requiring congressional approval to im-
plement laws their duly elected gov-
ernment officials enact. The intrusive
policy riders the bill removes will en-
sure D.C. can govern itself without
congressional meddling and address the
challenges it faces in serving its resi-
dents.

This is now our 10th bill on the floor.
Our Appropriations Committee is doing
the work of the people, and I congratu-
late, once again, Mr. QUIGLEY for his
work. I stand ready to vote for this
with great enthusiasm.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I appreciate Mr. SERRANO’S years
of work on the subcommittee as well as
his leadership on the Commerce, Jus-
tice, and Science Committee. It has
been a joy to work with him and learn
from him over the years. We are going
to miss his presence after this term, as
I know he has announced he is not run-
ning for reelection.
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I now yield 4 minutes to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX), the Republican leader of the
Education and Labor Committee.

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I thank my colleague from
Georgia for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
H.R. 3351. One of the many faults of
this legislation is language designed to
eliminate educational options for low-
income families in the District of Co-
lumbia.

Mr. Chairman, every Member of this
body wants all students to receive an
excellent education. That is why Con-
gress authorized the D.C. Opportunity
Scholarship Program in 2004, which
provided low-income students in the
District of Columbia the chance to es-
cape public schools that were not
working for them and find a private
school that would meet their edu-
cational needs. Congress has reauthor-
ized this program twice, most recently
in 2017.

We know the program works. Just re-
cently, a witness testifying before the
Committee on Education and Labor de-
scribed her son pursued private school
options through the program in part
because he was bullied in his public el-
ementary school. He ultimately grad-
uated from his private high school as
salutatorian and is now attending the
University of Maryland.

This family’s story is not uncommon.
A Department of Education study on
the D.C. Opportunity Scholarship Pro-
gram found that students receiving
scholarships were 21 percent more like-
ly to graduate high school than their
public school peers.

An Urban Institute study of the Flor-
ida Tax Credit Scholarship Program re-
leased earlier this year found similar
results. Students participating in that
program were more likely to attend
and graduate college than their public
school peers.

If we truly believe in improving edu-
cational outcomes for students, sup-
porting educational freedom is some-
thing all of us should support. Unfortu-
nately, the bill before us today seeks to
strip these choices from low-income
parents in D.C. under the guise of pro-
tecting students’ civil rights.

For example, the language would re-
quire private schools to follow most of
the requirements of the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act. On the
surface, that sounds like it makes
sense, but families of students with dis-
abilities are exercising their freedom
to pursue private school options be-
cause the public school has failed their
child. They believe the private school
provides an educational program that
will provide a better outcome for their
student. They know that student bet-
ter than the Federal Government does.
Who are you to take that choice away?

And to be clear, the system the ma-
jority wants to shackle these families
with is failing.

Since 2007, the Department of Edu-
cation has evaluated States and the



H5108

District of Columbia on their compli-
ance with the requirements of the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education
Act. In every single year since then,
the District’s public school system has
failed to meet the requirements of the
law.

To put this in plain language, the
majority wants to return students who
have found educational choices that
work for them to a failing system. And
they are couching this policy in civil
rights terms. That is shameful.

The majority will presumably pass
this bill, but I urge the Senate to reject
this attempt to hide a special interest
giveaway behind civil rights language.
I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this bill.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. BISHOP), the chairman of the
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies Subcommittee and a member
of the Financial Services and General
Government Subcommittee.

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in strong support of the fis-
cal year 2020 Financial Services and
General Government Appropriations
Act.

The legislation before the House
today is vitally important to ensuring
the Federal Government and the U.S.
economy can work for the American
people. This bill safeguards our finan-
cial system and provides a fair playing
field for our taxpayers. It funds those
agencies that cultivate a vibrant and
competitive telecommunications sys-
tem that support new businesses and
that make sure our consumers are safe
from dangerous and defective products.

Perhaps more importantly, this bill
helps protect the integrity of our elec-
tions. As has been illustrated over the
last few years, it is imperative that we
provide the States with the resources
to ensure the sanctity of our demo-
cratic institution. This bill includes
$600 million in grant funding for elec-
tion security grants and, additionally,
$16.2 million is included for the Elec-
tion Assistance Commission operating
expenses, an increase of $7 million
above the 2019 enacted level.

I am also pleased that this legisla-
tion includes a total of $2.6 billion for
Taxpayer Services, which provides as-
sistance to the elderly and low-income
taxpayers to help navigate our complex
Tax Code, as well as increases in fund-
ing to address the growing tax gap.

Further, the legislation rejects the
administration’s elimination of the
Community Development Financial In-
stitutions Fund, a successful program
that leverages public-private invest-
ment to revitalize and provide jobs to
distressed rural and urban commu-
nities.

This bill also further embodies our
democratic mode of government by
supporting home rule for the District
of Columbia.

Finally, I thank Chairman QUIGLEY
for rejecting the administration’s mis-
guided plan to merge the GSA and
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OPM. The GSA manages our Federal
properties, while OPM acts as the chief
human resources agency for our Fed-
eral workforce.

The administration’s unilateral pro-
posal to merge these two agencies
without any analysis of cost, rationale,
or risk would disrupt both agencies
without contributing to their mission.
It would potentially politicize our Fed-
eral career employees and create con-
fusion and bureaucracy for no
discernable reason.

To close, I would like to thank full
Committee Chairwoman LOWEY, Rank-
ing Member GRANGER, Subcommittee
Chairman QUIGLEY, and Ranking Mem-
ber GRAVES for their work on this bill.

As a member of the House Financial
Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, I urge my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
support this legislation.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.

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

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mrs.
TOoRRES of California) having assumed
the chair, Mr. KEATING, Chair of the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 3055) making appro-
priations for the Departments of Com-
merce and Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2020, and for other
purposes, had come to no resolution
thereon.

———

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

Cheryl L. Johnson, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title, which was thereupon
signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 559. An act to amend section 6 of the
Joint Resolution entitled ‘“A Joint Resolu-
tion to approve the Covenant To Establish a
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands in Political Union with the United
States of America, and for other purposes’.

———

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2020

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 460 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3351.

Will the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. KEATING) kindly resume the
chair.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
3351) making appropriations for finan-
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cial services and general government
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2020, and for other purposes, with Mr.
KEATING in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. When the Committee of
the Whole rose earlier today, 31 min-
utes remained in general debate.

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
QUIGLEY) has 13%2 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GRAVES) has 17% minutes remaining.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
4 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. CARTWRIGHT), a member
of the Financial Services and General
Government Subcommittee.

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, as
a member of the subcommittee, I rise
today to discuss the importance of the
Financial Services and General Gov-
ernment bill, FSGG.

First, I would like to thank Chair-
man QUIGLEY for his leadership on the
subcommittee and for his work on the
bill. I would also like to thank Rank-
ing Member GRAVES for all that he has
done to ensure this bill receives its
proper airing and reaches the floor and
for his support on several provisions in
the bill.

The FSGG bill supports a broad
range of functions and services in both
the executive and judicial branches
that are essential to the operation of
our Federal Government. The FSGG
bill supports programs that assist and
protect the public, such as shielding
consumers from defective and dan-
gerous products, assisting small busi-
nesses, investing in distressed commu-
nities, and ensuring the integrity of
Federal elections. This bill includes
significant funding to support these
critical functions.
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One especially important provision
the workers in my district appreciate
is the increase in the Federal civilian
pay by 3.1 percent in FY 2020. This pay
increase means so much to the hard-
working men and women in our Nation
who struggle to make ends meet while
serving our Nation. For far too long,
Federal workers have been short-
changed by the work they do, and their
wages have not kept up with the
changes in our country’s cost of living.

Importantly, this FSGG bill is also
about improving our economy. From
increased funding for the IRS to assist
taxpayers and bolster enforcement, to
supporting the Small Business Admin-
istration to help small businesses de-
velop and expand throughout the coun-
try, this bill will make our economy
stronger for everyday Americans.

Mr. Chairman, another important
program I would like to highlight in
the bill is the funding for the Office of
National Drug Control Policy. My
home State of Pennsylvania, like so
many others across the Nation, has
suffered severely from the effects of
the opioid crisis. To help combat this
crisis, the ONDCP receives $100.5 mil-
lion for the Drug-Free Communities
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program, along with $300 million for
the High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Areas program in the bill.

Notably, these funding levels are a
rejection of the administration’s pro-
posed transfer or elimination of the
ONDCP grant programs. It is vital that
we continue to support these programs,
which help fight addiction issues in
communities across this Nation.

Finally, this FSGG bill takes an im-
portant step in improving election se-
curity and integrity. In the last Presi-
dential election, we saw unprecedented
interference with our election system,
an issue that we, as a Congress, must
address in the strongest of terms in
support and defense of our national
sovereignty. We cannot, and will not,
allow any foreign power to harm our
democracy. It rests solely in the hands
of the American people.

To that end, the FSGG bill provides
$600 million to the Election Assistance
Commission. This commission deals
with issues that are extraordinarily
important to this Nation, conducting
reliable, secure, and accessible elec-
tions. The integrity of American elec-
tions should not be a partisan matter.

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, I
am proud to support this bill as it
comes to the floor today, and I urge my
colleagues to do the same.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. TORRES), a member of
the Financial Services Subcommittee.

Mrs. TORRES of California. Mr.
Chairman, I thank Chairman QUIGLEY
and Ranking Member GRAVES for their
hard work on the Financial Services
and General Government Appropria-
tions bill. This legislation prioritizes
public safety and invests in under-
served communities like the ones that
I represent.

I am especially grateful to the chair-
man for increasing funding to the High
Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas pro-
gram at its highest possible level. Drug
trafficking is a major challenge for my
district. It brings violence and crime to
our streets. It is flooding our commu-
nities and schools with harmful, illegal
drugs like cocaine, methamphetamine,
and opioids.

Our local law enforcement is the first
line of defense. They understand what
is going on in our neighborhoods, in
our schools, and in our families.

What I appreciate so much about
HIDTA is that it creates a real partner-
ship, a partnership between local law
enforcement, State agencies, and Fed-
eral enforcement agencies. It provides
them with important resources to
bring to the fight against illegal drugs.
It also supports prevention and edu-
cation campaigns to ensure that our
children do not suffer from addiction
and deadly overdoses.

On the subject of public safety, I am
encouraged that this bill prevents the
administration from raiding funds from
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the Treasury Department’s asset for-
feiture funds. These are funds that our
local police departments can use to
purchase better equipment and keep
our communities safe.

Another way to strengthen public
safety is by financially investing in our
local communities. I am pleased that
the bill rejects President Trump’s pro-
posal to cut funding for community de-
velopment financial institutions by 94
percent.

Mr. Chairman, I look forward to the
swift passage of the Financial Services
and General Government Appropria-
tions bill.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to just
highlight one little point there. I really
enjoy working with Mrs. TORRES. She
is a great addition to the committee
this year and spends a lot of time in
the Rules Committee, so she hears a
lot of the different issues that we all
discuss. But the forfeiture fund—I
think this is a really important point
to highlight—wouldn’t necessarily go
to local law enforcement. These are
funds that are collected from criminals
that the administration was going to
use to stop criminals.

What better way to secure our Nation
than using the funds that have been
forfeited by criminals to stop future
criminals. This bill eliminates that
ability of the administration to do
that. I feel like that was $290-plus mil-
lion that could go to better invest in
securing our southern border and, un-
fortunately, this bill has removed that.

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE), a member of the
Appropriations Committee.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chairman,
first, let me thank Chairman QUIGLEY
for his leadership and for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of the fiscal year 2020 Financial
Services and General Government Ap-
propriations bill.

This includes $1.4 billion in funding
over fiscal year 2019 enacted levels to
support critical functions and services
in the executive and judicial branches,
it ensures the integrity of our Federal
elections, as well as supporting critical
programs that protect consumers.

I am pleased that the bill includes
my language that would nullify Presi-
dent Trump’s proposed changes to the
calculation of how we measure poverty,
which would have a devastating impact
on families all across the country.

This bill also includes $23 million for
the Healthy Food Financing Initiative,
which provides critical financing to at-
tract grocery stores, food banks, and
other fresh food businesses to under-
served areas. Thanks to HFFI, healthy
food initiatives are available in all of
our congressional districts in urban
and in rural communities, and also in
my congressional district at the
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Mandela MarketPlace in Oakland, Cali-
fornia.

As co-chair of the Pro-Choice Caucus,
I thank Chairman QUIGLEY for lifting
the ban on the use of local D.C. funds
for abortion services. This ban has un-
justly prevented 55,000 D.C. women of
reproductive age from accessing the
full range of reproductive healthcare,
including abortion. This has been tar-
geted to low-income women, primarily
women of color, so I thank Chairman
QUIGLEY for this.

The bill also includes language pro-
hibiting funds appropriated in this bill
from being used to penalize financial
institutions from providing financial
services to an entity that participates
in a business or organized activity in-
volving cannabis that is legal on the
State level.

With 33 States and the District of Co-
lumbia legalizing some form of can-
nabis use, it is past time for Congress
to ensure that the Federal Government
can’t infringe on what State and local
jurisdictions are doing on cannabis re-
form. Whether you agree or not, States
and local jurisdictions have passed
some form of legalization or medical
marijuana, so let’s leave the States to
their own business on this issue.

I thank Chairman QUIGLEY, also, for
including $30 million for community fi-
nancial development institutions,
which is an increase of $50 million over
fiscal year 2019 enacted levels. CDFIs
are really a lifeline across the country,
especially underbanked communities,
which many of us represent.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this bill.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Chairman, I know we are reach-
ing the conclusion here of general de-
bate of the bill. We have heard cer-
tainly some positives about the bill
and we have heard some negatives
about the bill. I think there is a great
opportunity to work together and build
upon the foundation in which there is
agreement. But until then, there are
certainly items that there is strong
disagreement on.

In summary, working with Mr.
QUIGLEY has been fantastic. He has
done a great job of getting us to this
point. I know, under his leadership, we
will continue working together until
we can have a product that Repub-
licans and Democrats alike can sup-
port, can get through the Senate, and,
yes, needs the signature of the Presi-
dent of the United States, Donald
Trump.

But as the bill stands today, I guess
if T had to sum it up, if you want to
spend a lot more, if you want to weak-
en our national security, if you want to
wash your hands of oversight and ac-
countability of Washington, D.C.—the
District of Columbia, here where we re-
side and so many of our constituents
come to visit—or maybe, more impor-
tantly, if you really want to limit the
access of low-income children from en-
joying and benefiting from one of the
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best educations they could receive,
then this is the bill for you, but it is
not the bill for us.

We believe that we can reduce spend-
ing. We believe that national security
should be a priority. We believe that
D.C. does deserve some oversight. And
we certainly believe that low-income
children deserve the best opportunity
that they can have to have the best
education possible that provides them
the best future that their dreams are
imagining right now, but this bill just
doesn’t provide that.

Mr. Chairman, it is for those reasons
that I can’t support this.

Lastly, I would say, knowing that
this bill would never become law, I
think that should cause us all to just
pause for a second and go: Do you know
what? Maybe we should take it back
and go back to the drawing board to
see if we can’t find some more areas of
agreement and build a better product
in which Republicans and Democrats
alike could support, the Senate could
pass with 60 votes, and the President of
the United States could sign.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, again, I want to re-
state that it has been a pleasure to
work with my colleagues across the
aisle, particularly the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. GRAVES).

In response to a couple of the rank-
ing member’s comments, if all we did
was write a bill that we were convinced
the President of the United States
would support, we would just say: Well,
what do you want us to introduce and
what do you want to us approve?

These are separate branches of gov-
ernment. It is our purpose to work on
a bipartisan basis, recognizing where
the President of the United States is
on the issues, but to put together the
best product we possibly can. When the
Senate does the same, there will be dif-
ferences, and that is what conference
committees are all about. That is
what, unfortunately, is somewhat lost
in this town, is this sense of com-
promise and working together.

I want to stress a few things. Special
counsel has only spoken to this coun-
try directly once since he revealed his
2-year work product. And that was to
tell us that we need to protect this
country from further attack by the
Russians on a democratic process. I
think this bill does that in an extraor-
dinarily appropriate fashion.

As it references the school children
of Washington, D.C., all we are sug-
gesting in doing what we are doing, and
providing extraordinary amounts of
funding to do so, is that all the schools
of Washington, D.C. that get Federal
tax dollars have to follow the same
rules. They have to play on the same
level playing field. That is only fair to
those children. It doesn’t deny anyone
access to the best education that is
possible.

So with those things in mind, I
think, in referencing the District of Co-
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lumbia, the last thing we can say is,
just because we can micromanage them
doesn’t mean we should micromanage
them. Nobody here was elected to the
D.C. City Council. Unless it has ex-
traordinary national policy implica-
tions, let them run their own govern-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this bill, and I yield back
the balance of my time.
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The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3351

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2020, and for
other purposes, namely:

TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Depart-
mental Offices including operation and
maintenance of the Treasury Building and
Freedman’s Bank Building; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; maintenance, repairs, and
improvements of, and purchase of commer-
cial insurance policies for, real properties
leased or owned overseas, when necessary for
the performance of official business; execu-
tive direction program activities; inter-
national affairs and economic policy activi-
ties; domestic finance and tax policy activi-
ties, including technical assistance to State,
local, and territorial entities; and Treasury-
wide management policies and programs ac-
tivities, $224,373,000: Provided, That of the
amount appropriated under this heading—

(1) not to exceed $350,000 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses;

(2) not to exceed $258,000 is for unforeseen
emergencies of a confidential nature to be
allocated and expended under the direction
of the Secretary of the Treasury and to be
accounted for solely on the Secretary’s cer-
tificate; and

(3) not to exceed $24,000,000 shall remain
available until September 30, 2021, for—

(A) the Treasury-wide Financial Statement
Audit and Internal Control Program;

(B) information technology modernization
requirements;

(C) the audit, oversight, and administra-
tion of the Gulf Coast Restoration Trust
Fund;

(D) the development and implementation
of programs within the Office of Critical In-
frastructure Protection and Compliance Pol-
icy, including entering into cooperative
agreements;

(E) operations and maintenance of facili-
ties; and

(F) international operations.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN INVESTMENT IN THE

UNITED STATES FUND

For necessary expenses of the Committee
on Foreign Investment in the United States,
$20,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the chairperson of the
Committee may transfer funds provided
under this heading to a department or agen-
cy represented on the Committee (including
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the Department of the Treasury) upon the
advance notification of the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate: Provided further, That
amounts so transferred shall remain avail-
able until expended for expenses of imple-
menting section 721 of the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. 4565), and shall be
available in addition to any other funds
available to any department or agency: Pro-
vided further, That fees authorized by section
721(p) of the Defense Production Act of 1950,
shall be credited to this appropriation as off-
setting collections: Provided further, That the
total amount appropriated under this head-
ing from the general fund shall be reduced as
such offsetting collections are received dur-
ing fiscal year 2020, so as to result in a total
appropriation from the general fund esti-
mated at not more than $10,000,000.
OFFICE OF TERRORISM AND FINANCIAL
INTELLIGENCE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For the necessary expenses of the Office of
Terrorism and Financial Intelligence to safe-
guard the financial system against illicit use
and to combat rogue mnations, terrorist
facilitators, weapons of mass destruction
proliferators, human rights abusers, money
launderers, drug kingpins, and other na-
tional security threats, $167,712,000, of which
not less than $3,000,000 shall be for enforce-
ment of sanctions, as authorized by the
Global Magnitsky Human Rights Account-
ability Act (Public Law 114-328): Provided,
That of the amounts appropriated under this
heading, up to $10,000,000 shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2021.

CYBERSECURITY ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT

For salaries and expenses for enhanced cy-
bersecurity for systems operated by the De-
partment of the Treasury, $18,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2022: Pro-
vided, That such funds shall supplement and
not supplant any other amounts made avail-
able to the Treasury offices and bureaus for
cybersecurity: Provided further, That of the
total amount made available under this
heading $1,000,000 shall be available for ad-
ministrative expenses for the Treasury Chief
Information Officer to provide oversight of
the investments made under this heading:
Provided further, That such funds shall sup-
plement and not supplant any other amounts
made available to the Treasury Chief Infor-
mation Officer.

DEPARTMENT-WIDE SYSTEMS AND CAPITAL

INVESTMENTS PROGRAMS

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For development and acquisition of auto-
matic data processing equipment, software,
and services and for repairs and renovations
to buildings owned by the Department of the
Treasury, $6,118,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2022: Provided, That these
funds shall be transferred to accounts and in
amounts as necessary to satisfy the require-
ments of the Department’s offices, bureaus,
and other organizations: Provided further,
That this transfer authority shall be in addi-
tion to any other transfer authority provided
in this Act: Provided further, That none of
the funds appropriated under this heading
shall be used to support or supplement ‘‘In-
ternal Revenue Service, Operations Support’’
or ‘“‘Internal Revenue Service, Business Sys-
tems Modernization™.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
$40,044,000, including hire of passenger motor
vehicles; of which not to exceed $100,000 shall
be available for unforeseen emergencies of a
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confidential nature, to be allocated and ex-
pended under the direction of the Inspector
General of the Treasury; of which up to
$2,800,000 to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2021, shall be for audits and inves-
tigations conducted pursuant to section 1608
of the Resources and Ecosystems Sustain-
ability, Tourist Opportunities, and Revived
Economies of the Gulf Coast States Act of
2012 (33 U.S.C. 1321 note); and of which not to
exceed $1,000 shall be available for official re-
ception and representation expenses.
TREASURY INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR TAX
ADMINISTRATION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Treasury In-
spector General for Tax Administration in
carrying out the Inspector General Act of
1978, including purchase and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)); and
services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such
rates as may be determined by the Inspector
General for Tax Administration; $171,350,000,
of which $5,000,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2021; of which not to ex-
ceed $6,000,000 shall be available for official
travel expenses; of which not to exceed
$500,000 shall be available for unforeseen
emergencies of a confidential nature, to be
allocated and expended under the direction
of the Inspector General for Tax Administra-
tion; and of which not to exceed $1,500 shall
be available for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

SPECIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR THE
TROUBLED ASSET RELIEF PROGRAM

SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Special Inspector General in carrying out
the provisions of the Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-
343), $23,000,000.
FINANCIAL CRIMES ENFORCEMENT NETWORK
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Financial
Crimes Enforcement Network, including hire
of passenger motor vehicles; travel and
training expenses of non-Federal and foreign
government personnel to attend meetings
and training concerned with domestic and
foreign financial intelligence activities, law
enforcement, and financial regulation; serv-
ices authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; not to ex-
ceed $12,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and for assistance to
Federal law enforcement agencies, with or
without reimbursement, $124,700,000, of
which not to exceed $34,335,000 shall remain
available until September 30, 2022.

BUREAU OF THE FISCAL SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of operations of the
Bureau of the Fiscal Service, $340,280,000; of
which not to exceed $7,733,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2022, is for in-
formation systems modernization initia-
tives; and of which $5,000 shall be available
for official reception and representation ex-
penses.

In addition, $165,000, to be derived from the
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to reimburse
administrative and personnel expenses for fi-
nancial management of the Fund, as author-
ized by section 1012 of Public Law 101-380.

ALCOHOL AND TOBACCO TAX AND TRADE
BUREAU
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of carrying out sec-
tion 1111 of the Homeland Security Act of
2002, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles, $119,600,000; of which not to exceed $6,000
for official reception and representation ex-
penses; and of which not to exceed $50,000
shall be available for cooperative research
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and development programs for laboratory
services; and provision of laboratory assist-
ance to State and local agencies with or
without reimbursement: Provided, That of
the amount appropriated under this heading,
$5,000,000 shall be for the costs of accel-
erating the processing of formula and label
applications: Provided further, That of the
amount appropriated under this heading,
$5,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2021, shall be for the costs associ-
ated with enforcement of the trade practice
provisions of the Federal Alcohol Adminis-
tration Act (27 U.S.C. 201 et seq.).

UNITED STATES MINT
UNITED STATES MINT PUBLIC ENTERPRISE FUND

Pursuant to section 5136 of title 31, United
States Code, the United States Mint is pro-
vided funding through the United States
Mint Public Enterprise Fund for costs asso-
ciated with the production of circulating
coins, numismatic coins, and protective
services, including both operating expenses
and capital investments: Provided, That the
aggregate amount of new liabilities and obli-
gations incurred during fiscal year 2020
under such section 5136 for circulating coin-
age and protective service capital invest-
ments of the United States Mint shall not
exceed $30,000,000.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT

To carry out the Riegle Community Devel-
opment and Regulatory Improvement Act of
1994 (subtitle A of title I of Public Law 103-
325), including services authorized by section
3109 of title 5, United States Code, but at
rates for individuals not to exceed the per
diem rate equivalent to the rate for EX-3,
$300,000,000. Of the amount appropriated
under this heading—

(1) not less than $191,000,000, notwith-
standing section 108(e) of Public Law 103-325
(12 U.S.C. 4707(e)) with regard to Small and/
or Emerging Community Development Fi-
nancial Institutions Assistance awards, is
available until September 30, 2021, for finan-
cial assistance and technical assistance
under subparagraphs (A) and (B) of section
108(a)(1), respectively, of Public Law 103-325
(12 U.S.C. 4707(a)(1)(A) and (B)), of which up
to $1,600,000 may be available for training
and outreach under section 109 of Public Law
103-3256 (12 U.S.C. 4708), of which up to
$2,397,600 may be used for the cost of direct
loans, and of which up to $4,000,000, notwith-
standing subsection (d) of section 108 of Pub-
lic Law 103-325 (12 U.S.C. 4707 (d)), may be
available to provide financial assistance,
technical assistance, training, and outreach
to community development financial institu-
tions to expand investments that benefit in-
dividuals with disabilities: Provided, That
the cost of direct and guaranteed loans, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such loans,
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize gross obligations for the principal
amount of direct loans not to exceed
$25,000,000: Provided further, That of the funds
provided under this paragraph, excluding
those made to community development fi-
nancial institutions to expand investments
that benefit individuals with disabilities and
those made to community development fi-
nancial institutions that serve populations
living in persistent poverty counties, the
CDFI Fund shall prioritize Financial Assist-
ance awards to organizations that invest and
lend in high-poverty areas: Provided further,
That for purposes of this section, the term
“high-poverty area’ means any census tract
with a poverty rate of at least 20 percent as
measured by the 2011-2015 5-year data series
available from the American Community
Survey of the Bureau of the Census;
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(2) not less than $20,000,000, notwith-
standing section 108(e) of Public Law 103-325
(12 U.S.C. 4707(e)), is available until Sep-
tember 30, 2021, for financial assistance,
technical assistance, training, and outreach
programs designed to benefit Native Amer-
ican, Native Hawaiian, and Alaska Native
communities and provided primarily through
qualified community development lender or-
ganizations with experience and expertise in
community development banking and lend-
ing in Indian country, Native American or-
ganizations, tribes and tribal organizations,
and other suitable providers;

(3) not less than $27,000,000 is available
until September 30, 2021, for the Bank Enter-
prise Award program;

(4) not less than $23,000,000, notwith-
standing subsections (d) and (e) of section 108
of Public Law 103-325 (12 U.S.C. 4707(d) and
(e)), is available until September 30, 2021, for
a Healthy Food Financing Initiative to pro-
vide financial assistance, technical assist-
ance, training, and outreach to community
development financial institutions for the
purpose of offering affordable financing and
technical assistance to expand the avail-
ability of healthy food options in distressed
communities;

(6) not less than $10,000,000 is available
until September 30, 2021, to provide grants
for loan loss reserve funds and to provide
technical assistance for small dollar loan
programs under section 122 of Public Law
103-325 (12 U.S.C. 4719): Provided, That sec-
tions 108(d) and 122(b)(2) of such Public Law
shall not apply to the provision of such
grants and technical assistance;

(6) up to $29,000,000 is available until Sep-
tember 30, 2020, for administrative expenses,
including administration of CDFI Fund pro-
grams and the New Markets Tax Credit Pro-
gram, of which not less than $1,000,000 is for
development of tools to better assess and in-
form CDFI investment performance, and up
to $300,000 is for administrative expenses to
carry out the direct loan program; and

(7) during fiscal year 2020, none of the
funds available under this heading are avail-
able for the cost, as defined in section 502 of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, of com-
mitments to guarantee bonds and notes
under section 114A of the Riegle Community
Development and Regulatory Improvement
Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 4713a): Provided, That
commitments to guarantee bonds and notes
under such section 114A shall not exceed
$500,000,000: Provided further, That such sec-
tion 114A shall remain in effect until Decem-
ber 31, 2020: Provided further, That of the
funds awarded under this heading, not less
than 10 percent shall be used for awards that
support investments that serve populations
living in persistent poverty counties: Pro-
vided further, That for the purposes of this
paragraph and paragraph (1) the term ‘‘per-
sistent poverty counties’ means any county
that has had 20 percent or more of its popu-
lation living in poverty over the past 30
years, as measured by the 1990 and 2000 de-
cennial censuses and the 2011-2015 5-year
data series available from the American
Community Survey of the Bureau of the Cen-
sus.

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
TAXPAYER SERVICES

For necessary expenses of the Internal
Revenue Service to provide taxpayer serv-
ices, including pre-filing assistance and edu-
cation, filing and account services, taxpayer
advocacy services, and other services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as
may be determined by the Commissioner,
$2,5568,564,000, of which not less than
$11,000,000 shall be for the Tax Counseling for
the Elderly Program, of which not less than
$13,000,000 shall be available for low-income
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taxpayer clinic grants, of which not less
than $25,000,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2021, shall be available for a
Community Volunteer Income Tax Assist-
ance matching grants program for tax return
preparation assistance, and of which not less
than $209,000,000 shall be available for oper-
ating expenses of the Taxpayer Advocate
Service: Provided, That of the amounts made
available for the Taxpayer Advocate Service,
not less than $5,500,000 shall be for identity
theft and refund fraud casework.
ENFORCEMENT

For necessary expenses for tax enforce-
ment activities of the Internal Revenue
Service to determine and collect owed taxes,
to provide legal and litigation support, to
conduct criminal investigations, to enforce
criminal statutes related to violations of in-
ternal revenue laws and other financial
crimes, to purchase and hire passenger
motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)), and to pro-
vide other services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, at such rates as may be determined by
the Commissioner, $4,957,446,000, of which not
to exceed $250,000,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2021, and of which not
less than $60,257,000 shall be for the Inter-
agency Crime and Drug Enforcement pro-
gram: Provided, That of the funds provided
under this heading, $4,860,000,000 is provided
to meet the terms of section 251(b)(2) of the
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985, as amended, and section
1(£)(2) of H. Res. 293 of the 116th Congress as
engrossed in the House of Representatives on
April 9, 2019. In addition, not less than
$200,000,000 for tax enforcement activities
under this heading, including tax compliance
to address the Federal tax gap: Provided fur-
ther, That such amount is additional new
budget authority for tax enforcement activi-
ties, including tax compliance to address the
Federal tax gap, as specified for purposes of
section 251(b)(2) of the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as
amended, and section 1(f)(1) of H. Res. 293 of
the 116th Congress.

OPERATIONS SUPPORT

For necessary expenses of the Internal
Revenue Service to support taxpayer serv-
ices and enforcement programs, including
rent payments; facilities services; printing;
postage; physical security; headquarters and
other IRS-wide administration activities; re-
search and statistics of income; tele-
communications; information technology de-
velopment, enhancement, operations, main-
tenance, and security; the hire of passenger
motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)); the oper-
ations of the Internal Revenue Service Over-
sight Board; and other services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as may be de-
termined by the Commissioner; $3,794,000,000,
of which not to exceed $250,000,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2021; of
which not to exceed $10,000,000 shall remain
available until expended for acquisition of
equipment and construction, repair and ren-
ovation of facilities; of which not to exceed
$1,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2022, for research; of which not to
exceed $20,000 shall be for official reception
and representation expenses: Provided, That
not later than 30 days after the end of each
quarter, the Internal Revenue Service shall
submit a report to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate and the Comptroller General
of the United States detailing the cost and
schedule performance for its major informa-
tion technology investments, including the
purpose and life-cycle stages of the invest-
ments; the reasons for any cost and schedule
variances; the risks of such investments and
strategies the Internal Revenue Service is
using to mitigate such risks; and the ex-
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pected developmental milestones to be
achieved and costs to be incurred in the next
quarter: Provided further, That the Internal
Revenue Service shall include, in its budget
justification for fiscal year 2021, a summary
of cost and schedule performance informa-
tion for its major information technology
systems: Provided further, That of the funds
provided under this paragraph, $3,724,000,000
is provided to meet the terms of section
251(b)(2) of the Balanced Budget and Emer-
gency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as amend-
ed, and section 1(f)(2) of H. Res. 293 of the
116th Congress as engrossed in the House of
Representatives on April 9, 2019. In addition,
not less than $200,000,000 for enforcement tax
activities under this heading, including tax
compliance to address the Federal tax gap:
Provided further, That such amount is addi-
tional new budget authority for tax enforce-
ment activities, including tax compliance to
address the Federal tax gap, as specified for
purposes of section 251(b)(2) of the Balanced
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act
of 1985, as amended, and section 1(f)(1) of H.
Res. 293 of the 116th Congress.
BUSINESS SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION

For necessary expenses of the Internal
Revenue Service’s business systems mod-
ernization program, $290,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2022, for the
capital asset acquisition of information
technology systems, including management,
labor, and related contractual costs of said
acquisitions, including related Internal Rev-
enue Service labor costs, and contractual
costs associated with operations authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided, That not later
than 30 days after the end of each quarter,
the Internal Revenue Service shall submit a
report to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate and the Comptroller General of the
United States detailing the cost and sched-
ule performance for major information tech-
nology investments included in the Internal
Revenue Service Integrated Modernization
Business Plan.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—INTERNAL
REVENUE SERVICE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 101. Not to exceed 4 percent of the ap-
propriation made available in this Act to the
Internal Revenue Service under the ‘‘En-
forcement’’ heading, and not to exceed 5 per-
cent of any other appropriation made avail-
able in this Act to the Internal Revenue
Service, may be transferred to any other In-
ternal Revenue Service appropriation upon
the advance approval of the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate.

SEC. 102. The Internal Revenue Service
shall maintain an employee training pro-
gram, which shall include the following top-
ics: taxpayers’ rights, dealing courteously
with taxpayers, cross-cultural relations, eth-
ics, and the impartial application of tax law.

SEC. 103. The Internal Revenue Service
shall institute and enforce policies and pro-
cedures that will safeguard the confiden-
tiality of taxpayer information and protect
taxpayers against identity theft.

SEC. 104. Funds made available by this or
any other Act to the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice shall be available for improved facilities
and increased staffing to provide sufficient
and effective 1-800 help line service for tax-
payers. The Commissioner shall continue to
make improvements to the Internal Revenue
Service 1-800 help line service a priority and
allocate resources necessary to enhance the
response time to taxpayer communications,
particularly with regard to victims of tax-re-
lated crimes.

SEC. 105. The Internal Revenue Service
shall issue a notice of confirmation of any
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address change relating to an employer mak-
ing employment tax payments, and such no-
tice shall be sent to both the employer’s
former and new address and an officer or em-
ployee of the Internal Revenue Service shall
give special consideration to an offer-in-com-
promise from a taxpayer who has been the
victim of fraud by a third party payroll tax
preparer.

SEC. 106. None of the funds made available
under this Act may be used by the Internal
Revenue Service to target citizens of the
United States for exercising any right guar-
anteed under the First Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States.

SEC. 107. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Internal Rev-
enue Service to target groups for regulatory
scrutiny based on their ideological beliefs.

SEC. 108. None of funds made available by
this Act to the Internal Revenue Service
shall be obligated or expended on con-
ferences that do not adhere to the proce-
dures, verification processes, documentation
requirements, and policies issued by the
Chief Financial Officer, Human Capital Of-
fice, and Agency-Wide Shared Services as a
result of the recommendations in the report
published on May 31, 2013, by the Treasury
Inspector General for Tax Administration
entitled ‘‘Review of the August 2010 Small
Business/Self-Employed Division’s Con-
ference in Anaheim, California’ (Reference
Number 2013-10-037).

SEC. 109. None of the funds made available
in this Act to the Internal Revenue Service
may be obligated or expended—

(1) to make a payment to any employee
under a bonus, award, or recognition pro-
gram; or

(2) under any hiring or personnel selection
process with respect to re-hiring a former
employee, unless such program or process
takes into account the conduct and Federal
tax compliance of such employee or former
employee.

SEC. 110. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used in contravention of
section 6103 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 (relating to confidentiality and disclo-
sure of returns and return information).

SEC. 111. Section 9503 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘Before’ and inserting ‘‘before’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting before the
semicolon the following: ‘‘, but are renew-
able for an additional two years based on
critical organization need’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“(c) The Secretary may exercise the au-
thority provided by subsection (a) with re-
spect to positions for IT specialists through
September 30, 2023.”".

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT

OF THE TREASURY
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

SEcC. 112. Appropriations to the Department
of the Treasury in this Act shall be available
for uniforms or allowances therefor, as au-
thorized by law (b U.S.C. 5901), including
maintenance, repairs, and cleaning; purchase
of insurance for official motor vehicles oper-
ated in foreign countries; purchase of motor
vehicles without regard to the general pur-
chase price limitations for vehicles pur-
chased and used overseas for the current fis-
cal year; entering into contracts with the
Department of State for the furnishing of
health and medical services to employees
and their dependents serving in foreign coun-
tries; and services authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109.

SEC. 113. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap-
propriations in this title made available
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under the headings ‘‘Departmental Offices—
Salaries and Expenses’’, ‘‘Office of Terrorism
and Financial Intelligence’, ‘‘Financial
Crimes Enforcement Network”, ‘“‘Bureau of
the Fiscal Service”, and ‘‘Alcohol and To-
bacco Tax and Trade Bureau’ may be trans-
ferred between such appropriations upon the
advance approval of the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate: Provided, That no transfer
under this section may increase or decrease
any such appropriation by more than 2 per-
cent.

SEC. 114. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap-
propriation made available in this Act to the
Internal Revenue Service may be transferred
to the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration’s appropriation upon the ad-
vance approval of the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate: Provided, That no transfer
may increase or decrease any such appro-
priation by more than 2 percent.

SEC. 115. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act or otherwise available to the De-
partment of the Treasury or the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing may be used to rede-
sign the $1 Federal Reserve note.

SEC. 116. The Secretary of the Treasury
may transfer funds from the ‘“‘Bureau of the
Fiscal Service—Salaries and Expenses’” to
the Debt Collection Fund as necessary to
cover the costs of debt collection: Provided,
That such amounts shall be reimbursed to
such salaries and expenses account from debt
collections received in the Debt Collection
Fund.

SEC. 117. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this or any
other Act may be used by the United States
Mint to construct or operate any museum
without the explicit approval of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, the House Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and the Senate
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.

SEC. 118. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this or any
other Act or source to the Department of the
Treasury, the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing, and the United States Mint, indi-
vidually or collectively, may be used to con-
solidate any or all functions of the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing and the United
States Mint without the explicit approval of
the House Committee on Financial Services;
the Senate Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs; and the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate.

SEC. 119. Funds appropriated by this Act,
or made available by the transfer of funds in
this Act, for the Department of the Treas-
ury’s intelligence or intelligence related ac-
tivities are deemed to be specifically author-
ized by the Congress for purposes of section
504 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50
U.S.C. 414) during fiscal year 2020 until the
enactment of the Intelligence Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2020.

SEC. 120. Not to exceed $5,000 shall be made
available from the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing’s Industrial Revolving Fund for
necessary official reception and representa-
tion expenses.

SEC. 121. The Secretary of the Treasury
shall submit a Capital Investment Plan to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate not
later than 30 days following the submission
of the annual budget submitted by the Presi-
dent: Provided, That such Capital Investment
Plan shall include capital investment spend-
ing from all accounts within the Department
of the Treasury, including but not limited to
the Department-wide Systems and Capital
Investment Programs account, Treasury
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Franchise Fund account, and the Treasury
Forfeiture Fund account: Provided further,
That such Capital Investment Plan shall in-
clude expenditures occurring in previous fis-
cal years for each capital investment project
that has not been fully completed.

SEC. 122. Within 45 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the
Treasury shall submit an itemized report to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate on
the amount of total funds charged to each of-
fice by the Franchise Fund including the
amount charged for each service provided by
the Franchise Fund to each office, a detailed
description of the services, a detailed expla-
nation of how each charge for each service is
calculated, and a description of the role cus-
tomers have in governing in the Franchise
Fund.

SEC. 123. (a) Not later than 60 days after
the end of each quarter, the Office of Finan-
cial Research shall submit reports on their
activities to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate, the Committee on Financial
Services of the House of Representatives,
and the Senate Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

(b) The reports required under subsection
(a) shall include—

(1) the obligations made during the pre-
vious quarter by object class, office, and ac-
tivity;

(2) the estimated obligations for the re-
mainder of the fiscal year by object class, of-
fice, and activity;

(3) the number of full-time equivalents
within each office during the previous quar-
ter;

(4) the estimated number of full-time
equivalents within each office for the re-
mainder of the fiscal year; and

(b) actions taken to achieve the goals, ob-
jectives, and performance measures of each
office.

(c) At the request of any such Committees
specified in subsection (a), the Office of Fi-
nancial Research shall make officials avail-
able to testify on the contents of the reports
required under subsection (a).

SEC. 124. Notwithstanding paragraph (2) of
section 402(c) of the Helping Families Save
Their Homes Act of 2009, in utilizing funds
made available by paragraph (1) of section
402(c) of such Act, the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for the Troubled Asset Relief Program
shall prioritize the performance of audits or
investigations of any program that is funded
in whole or in part by funds appropriated
under the Emergency Economic Stabiliza-
tion Act of 2008, to the extent that such pri-
ority is consistent with other aspects of the
mission of the Special Inspector General.

SEC. 125. None of the funds provided under
the heading ‘‘Department of the Treasury—
Office of Terrorism and Financial Intel-
ligence” may be used to pay the salary of a
Department of the Treasury employee de-
tailed to another Department, agency, or of-
fice funded by this Act.

SEC. 126. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds available in
the Department of the Treasury Forfeiture
Fund established by section 9705 of title 31,
United States Code, may be obligated, ex-
pended, or used to plan, design, construct, or
carry out a project to construct a wall, bar-
rier, fence, or road along the southern border
of the United States, or a road to provide ac-
cess to a wall, barrier, or fence constructed
along the southern border of the United
States.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department
of the Treasury Appropriations Act, 2020°°.
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TITLE IT

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
AND FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE
PRESIDENT

THE WHITE HOUSE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the White
House as authorized by law, including not to
exceed $3,850,000 for services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 105; subsistence ex-
penses as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 105, which
shall be expended and accounted for as pro-
vided in that section; hire of passenger
motor vehicles, and travel (not to exceed
$100,000 to be expended and accounted for as
provided by 3 U.S.C. 103); and not to exceed
$19,000 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses, to be available for allocation
within the Executive Office of the President;
and for necessary expenses of the Office of
Policy Development, including services as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107,
$55,000,000.

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE AT THE WHITE HOUSE

OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Executive
Residence at the White House, $13,081,000, to
be expended and accounted for as provided by
3 U.S.C. 105, 109, 110, and 112-114.

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES

For the reimbursable expenses of the Exec-
utive Residence at the White House, such
sums as may be necessary: Provided, That all
reimbursable operating expenses of the Exec-
utive Residence shall be made in accordance
with the provisions of this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, such amount for re-
imbursable operating expenses shall be the
exclusive authority of the Executive Resi-
dence to incur obligations and to receive off-
setting collections, for such expenses: Pro-
vided further, That the Executive Residence
shall require each person sponsoring a reim-
bursable political event to pay in advance an
amount equal to the estimated cost of the
event, and all such advance payments shall
be credited to this account and remain avail-
able until expended: Provided further, That
the Executive Residence shall require the na-
tional committee of the political party of
the President to maintain on deposit $25,000,
to be separately accounted for and available
for expenses relating to reimbursable polit-
ical events sponsored by such committee
during such fiscal year: Provided further,
That the Executive Residence shall ensure
that a written notice of any amount owed for
a reimbursable operating expense under this
paragraph is submitted to the person owing
such amount within 60 days after such ex-
pense is incurred, and that such amount is
collected within 30 days after the submission
of such notice: Provided further, That the Ex-
ecutive Residence shall charge interest and
assess penalties and other charges on any
such amount that is not reimbursed within
such 30 days, in accordance with the interest
and penalty provisions applicable to an out-
standing debt on a United States Govern-
ment claim under 31 U.S.C. 3717: Provided fur-
ther, That each such amount that is reim-
bursed, and any accompanying interest and
charges, shall be deposited in the Treasury
as miscellaneous receipts: Provided further,
That the Executive Residence shall prepare
and submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions, by not later than 90 days after the end
of the fiscal year covered by this Act, a re-
port setting forth the reimbursable oper-
ating expenses of the Executive Residence
during the preceding fiscal year, including
the total amount of such expenses, the
amount of such total that consists of reim-
bursable official and ceremonial events, the
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amount of such total that consists of reim-
bursable political events, and the portion of
each such amount that has been reimbursed
as of the date of the report: Provided further,
That the Executive Residence shall maintain
a system for the tracking of expenses related
to reimbursable events within the Executive
Residence that includes a standard for the
classification of any such expense as polit-
ical or nonpolitical: Provided further, That no
provision of this paragraph may be construed
to exempt the Executive Residence from any
other applicable requirement of subchapter I
or II of chapter 37 of title 31, United States
Code.
WHITE HOUSE REPAIR AND RESTORATION

For the repair, alteration, and improve-
ment of the Executive Residence at the
White House pursuant to 3 U.S.C. 105(d),
$750,000, to remain available until expended,
for required maintenance, resolution of safe-
ty and health issues, and continued prevent-
ative maintenance.

COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Council of
Economic Advisers in carrying out its func-
tions under the Employment Act of 1946 (15
U.S.C. 1021 et seq.), $4,000,000.

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL AND HOMELAND
SECURITY COUNCIL

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the National Se-
curity Council and the Homeland Security
Council, including services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109, $11,500,000.

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad-
ministration, including services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107, and hire
of passenger motor vehicles, $94,000,000, of
which not to exceed $12,800,000 shall remain
available until expended for continued mod-
ernization of information resources within
the Executive Office of the President.

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of
Management and Budget, including hire of
passenger motor vehicles and services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, to carry out the
provisions of chapter 35 of title 44, United
States Code, and to prepare and submit the
budget of the United States Government, in
accordance with section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, $101,600,000, of which not
to exceed $3,000 shall be available for official
representation expenses: Provided, That none
of the funds appropriated in this Act for the
Office of Management and Budget may be
used for the purpose of reviewing any agri-
cultural marketing orders or any activities
or regulations under the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937 (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.): Provided further,
That none of the funds made available for
the Office of Management and Budget by this
Act may be expended for the altering of the
transcript of actual testimony of witnesses,
except for testimony of officials of the Office
of Management and Budget, before the Com-
mittees on Appropriations or their sub-
committees: Provided further, That none of
the funds made available for the Office of
Management and Budget by this Act may be
expended for the altering of the annual work
plan developed by the Corps of Engineers for
submission to the Committees on Appropria-
tions: Provided further, That none of the
funds provided in this or prior Acts shall be
used, directly or indirectly, by the Office of
Management and Budget, for evaluating or
determining if water resource project or
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study reports submitted by the Chief of En-
gineers acting through the Secretary of the
Army are in compliance with all applicable
laws, regulations, and requirements relevant
to the Civil Works water resource planning
process: Provided further, That the Office of
Management and Budget shall have not more
than 60 days in which to perform budgetary
policy reviews of water resource matters on
which the Chief of Engineers has reported:
Provided further, That the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget shall notify
the appropriate authorizing and appro-
priating committees when the 60-day review
is initiated: Provided further, That if water
resource reports have not been transmitted
to the appropriate authorizing and appro-
priating committees within 15 days after the
end of the Office of Management and Budget
review period based on the notification from
the Director, Congress shall assume Office of
Management and Budget concurrence with
the report and act accordingly.

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY ENFORCEMENT
COORDINATOR

For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Intellectual Property Enforcement Coordi-
nator, as authorized by title III of the
Prioritizing Resources and Organization for
Intellectual Property Act of 2008 (Public Law
110-403), including services authorized by 5
U.S.C. 3109, $1,000,000.

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL PoOLICY
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy; for research ac-
tivities pursuant to the Office of National
Drug Control Policy Reauthorization Act of
1998, as amended by Public Law 115-271; not
to exceed $10,000 for official reception and
representation expenses; and for participa-
tion in joint projects or in the provision of
services on matters of mutual interest with
nonprofit, research, or public organizations
or agencies, with or without reimbursement,
$18,400,000: Provided, That the Office is au-
thorized to accept, hold, administer, and uti-
lize gifts, both real and personal, public and
private, without fiscal year limitation, for
the purpose of aiding or facilitating the work
of the Office.

FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS

HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREAS
PROGRAM

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy’s High Intensity
Drug Trafficking Areas Program, $300,000,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2021,
for drug control activities consistent with
the approved strategy for each of the des-
ignated High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Areas (“HIDTAS”), of which not less than 51
percent shall be transferred to State and
local entities for drug control activities and
shall be obligated not later than 120 days
after enactment of this Act: Provided, That
up to 49 percent may be transferred to Fed-
eral agencies and departments in amounts
determined by the Director of the Office of
National Drug Control Policy, of which up to
$2,700,000 may be used for auditing services
and associated activities: Provided further,
That any unexpended funds obligated prior
to fiscal year 2018 may be used for any other
approved activities of that HIDTA, subject
to reprogramming requirements: Provided
further, That each HIDTA designated as of
September 30, 2019, shall be funded at not
less than the fiscal year 2019 base level, un-
less the Director submits to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate justification for
changes to those levels based on clearly ar-
ticulated priorities and published Office of
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National Drug Control Policy performance
measures of effectiveness: Provided further,
That the Director shall notify the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the initial alloca-
tion of fiscal year 2020 funding among
HIDTASs not later than 45 days after enact-
ment of this Act, and shall notify the Com-
mittees of planned uses of discretionary
HIDTA funding, as determined in consulta-
tion with the HIDTA Directors, not later
than 90 days after enactment of this Act:
Provided further, That upon a determination
that all or part of the funds so transferred
from this appropriation are not necessary for
the purposes provided herein and upon notifi-
cation to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, such amounts may be transferred back
to this appropriation.
OTHER FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For other drug control activities author-
ized by chapter 2 of the National Narcotics
Leadership Act of 1988 and the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy Reauthorization
Act of 1998, as amended by Public Law 115—
271, $121,851,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, which shall be available as follows:
$100,500,000 for the Drug-Free Communities
Program, of which $2,500,000 shall be made
available as directed by section 4 of Public
Law 107-82, as amended by section 8204 of
Public Law 115-271; $3,000,000 for drug court
training and technical assistance; $12,101,000
for anti-doping activities, to include United
States membership dues to the World Anti-
Doping Agency; $1,250,000 for the Model Acts
Program; and $5,000,000 for activities author-
ized by section 103 of Public Law 114-198: Pro-
vided, That amounts made available under
this heading may be transferred to other
Federal departments and agencies to carry
out such activities.

UNANTICIPATED NEEDS

For expenses necessary to enable the Presi-
dent to meet unanticipated needs, in further-
ance of the national interest, security, or de-
fense which may arise at home or abroad
during the current fiscal year, as authorized
by 3 U.S.C. 108, $1,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2021.

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY OVERSIGHT AND

REFORM
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses for the furtherance
of integrated, efficient, secure, and effective
uses of information technology in the Fed-
eral Government, $15,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and
Budget may transfer these funds to one or
more other agencies to carry out projects to
meet these purposes.

SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO THE PRESIDENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to enable the Vice
President to provide assistance to the Presi-
dent in connection with specially assigned
functions; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109 and 3 U.S.C. 106, including subsistence
expenses as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 106, which
shall be expended and accounted for as pro-
vided in that section; and hire of passenger
motor vehicles, $4,288,000.

OFFICIAL RESIDENCE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT
OPERATING EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the care, operation, refurnishing, im-
provement, and to the extent not otherwise
provided for, heating and lighting, including
electric power and fixtures, of the official
residence of the Vice President; the hire of
passenger motor vehicles; and not to exceed
$90,000 pursuant to 3 U.S.C. 106(b)(2), $302,000:
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Provided, That advances, repayments, or
transfers from this appropriation may be
made to any department or agency for ex-
penses of carrying out such activities.
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—EXECUTIVE OF-
FICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND FUNDS APPRO-
PRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 201. From funds made available in this
Act under the headings ‘‘The White House”’,
‘“Executive Residence at the White House”,
“White House Repair and Restoration”,
“Council of Economic Advisers”, ‘‘National
Security Council and Homeland Security
Council”’, ‘“‘Office of Administration’, ‘‘Spe-
cial Assistance to the President”, and ‘‘Offi-
cial Residence of the Vice President”, the
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (or such other officer as the Presi-
dent may designate in writing), may, with
advance approval of the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate, transfer not to exceed 10 per-
cent of any such appropriation to any other
such appropriation, to be merged with and
available for the same time and for the same
purposes as the appropriation to which
transferred: Provided, That the amount of an
appropriation shall not be increased by more
than 50 percent by such transfers: Provided
further, That no amount shall be transferred
from ‘‘Special Assistance to the President”
or ‘‘Official Residence of the Vice President”
without the approval of the Vice President.

SEC. 202. (a) During fiscal year 2020, any
Executive order or Presidential memo-
randum issued or revoked by the President
shall be accompanied by a written statement
from the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget on the budgetary impact,
including costs, benefits, and revenues, of
such order or memorandum.

(b) Any such statement shall include—

(1) a narrative summary of the budgetary
impact of such order or memorandum on the
Federal Government;

(2) the impact on mandatory and discre-
tionary obligations and outlays as the result
of such order or memorandum, listed by Fed-
eral agency, for each year in the 5-fiscal-year
period beginning in fiscal year 2020; and

(3) the impact on revenues of the Federal
Government as the result of such order or
memorandum over the 5-fiscal-year period
beginning in fiscal year 2020.

(c) If an Executive order or Presidential
memorandum is issued during fiscal year
2020 due to a national emergency, the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget
may issue the statement required by sub-
section (a) not later than 15 days after the
date that such order or memorandum is
issued.

(d) The requirement for cost estimates for
Presidential memoranda shall only apply for
Presidential memoranda estimated to have a
regulatory cost in excess of $100,000,000.

SEC. 203. Not later than 10 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Director
of the Office of Management and Budget
shall issue a memorandum to all Federal de-
partments, agencies, and corporations di-
recting compliance with the provisions in
title VII of this Act.

SEC. 204. (a) Beginning not later than 10
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Office of Management and Budget shall
provide to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate each document apportioning an
appropriation, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1512, ap-
proved by the Office of Management and
Budget, including any associated footnotes,
on the date of approval of such apportion-
ment by the Office of Management and Budg-
et, until the requirements of paragraph (b)
are completed.
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(b) Not later than 90 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget shall complete implemen-
tation of an automated system to post each
document apportioning an appropriation,
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1512, including any as-
sociated footnotes, on a publicly accessible
website in a machine readable format, on the
date of approval of such form by the Office of
Management and Budget, and shall place on
such website each document apportioning an
appropriation, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1512, in-
cluding any associated footnotes, already ap-
proved by the Office of Management and
Budget in fiscal year 2020, and shall report
the date of completion of such requirements
to the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate.

(c) Not later than 60 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, and each month
thereafter during fiscal year 2020 and each
subsequent fiscal year, the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget shall pro-
vide to the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate
a report containing the bureau, account
name, appropriation name, and Treasury ac-
count fund symbol of each document re-
questing apportionment of an appropriation,
pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1512, that has not been
approved by the Office of Management and
Budget and that an agency initially sub-
mitted to Office of Management and Budget
30 days or more prior to the date of the re-
port.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Executive
Office of the President Appropriations Act,
2020°.

TITLE IIT
THE JUDICIARY
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary for the operation of
the Supreme Court, as required by law, ex-
cluding care of the building and grounds, in-
cluding hire of passenger motor vehicles as
authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343 and 1344; not to
exceed $10,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and for miscellaneous
expenses, to be expended as the Chief Justice
may approve, $87,699,000, of which $1,500,000
shall remain available until expended.

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of the chief justice and asso-
ciate justices of the court.

CARE OF THE BUILDING AND GROUNDS

For such expenditures as may be necessary
to enable the Architect of the Capitol to
carry out the duties imposed upon the Archi-
tect by 40 U.S.C. 6111 and 6112, $15,590,000, to
remain available until expended.

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
FEDERAL CIRCUIT

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries of officers and employees, and
for necessary expenses of the court, as au-
thorized by law, $32,983,000.

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of the chief judge and judges
of the court.

UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL
TRADE

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries of officers and employees of
the court, services, and necessary expenses
of the court, as authorized by law, $19,362,000.

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of the chief judge and judges
of the court.
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COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For the salaries of judges of the United
States Court of Federal Claims, magistrate
judges, and all other officers and employees
of the Federal Judiciary not otherwise spe-
cifically provided for, necessary expenses of
the courts, and the purchase, rental, repair,
and cleaning of uniforms for Probation and
Pretrial Services Office staff, as authorized
by law, $5,274,383,000 (including the purchase
of firearms and ammunition); of which not to
exceed $27,817,000 shall remain available
until expended for space alteration projects
and for furniture and furnishings related to
new space alteration and construction
projects.

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of circuit and district judges
(including judges of the territorial courts of
the United States), bankruptcy judges, and
justices and judges retired from office or
from regular active service.

In addition, for expenses of the United
States Court of Federal Claims associated
with processing cases under the National
Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 (Public
Law 99-660), not to exceed $9,070,000, to be ap-
propriated from the Vaccine Injury Com-
pensation Trust Fund.

DEFENDER SERVICES

For the operation of Federal Defender or-
ganizations; the compensation and reim-
bursement of expenses of attorneys ap-
pointed to represent persons under 18 U.S.C.
3006A and 3599, and for the compensation and
reimbursement of expenses of persons fur-
nishing investigative, expert, and other serv-
ices for such representations as authorized
by law; the compensation (in accordance
with the maximums under 18 U.S.C. 3006A)
and reimbursement of expenses of attorneys
appointed to assist the court in criminal
cases where the defendant has waived rep-
resentation by counsel; the compensation
and reimbursement of expenses of attorneys
appointed to represent jurors in civil actions
for the protection of their employment, as
authorized by 28 U.S.C. 1875(d)(1); the com-
pensation and reimbursement of expenses of
attorneys appointed under 18 U.S.C. 983(b)(1)
in connection with certain judicial civil for-
feiture proceedings; the compensation and
reimbursement of travel expenses of guard-
ians ad litem appointed under 18 U.S.C.
4100(b); and for necessary training and gen-
eral administrative expenses, $1,234,574,000 to
remain available until expended.

FEES OF JURORS AND COMMISSIONERS

For fees and expenses of jurors as author-
ized by 28 U.S.C. 1871 and 1876; compensation
of jury commissioners as authorized by 28
U.S.C. 1863; and compensation of commis-
sioners appointed in condemnation cases
pursuant to rule 71.1(h) of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure (28 U.S.C. Appendix Rule
71.1(h)), $51,851,000, to remain available until
expended: Provided, That the compensation
of land commissioners shall not exceed the
daily equivalent of the highest rate payable
under 5 U.S.C. 5332.

COURT SECURITY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, incident to the provision of protec-
tive guard services for United States court-
houses and other facilities housing Federal
court operations, and the procurement, in-
stallation, and maintenance of security sys-
tems and equipment for United States court-
houses and other facilities housing Federal
court operations, including building ingress-
egress control, inspection of mail and pack-
ages, directed security patrols, perimeter se-
curity, basic security services provided by
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the Federal Protective Service, and other
similar activities as authorized by section
1010 of the Judicial Improvement and Access
to Justice Act (Public Law 100-702),
$641,108,000, of which not to exceed $20,000,000
shall remain available until expended, to be
expended directly or transferred to the
United States Marshals Service, which shall
be responsible for administering the Judicial
Facility Security Program consistent with
standards or guidelines agreed to by the Di-
rector of the Administrative Office of the
United States Courts and the Attorney Gen-
eral.
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED
STATES COURTS

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Administra-
tive Office of the United States Courts as au-
thorized by law, including travel as author-
ized by 31 U.S.C. 1345, hire of a passenger
motor vehicle as authorized by 31 U.S.C.
1343(b), advertising and rent in the District
of Columbia and elsewhere, $94,261,000, of
which not to exceed $8,500 is authorized for
official reception and representation ex-
penses.

FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Federal Ju-
dicial Center, as authorized by Public Law
90-219, $30,736,000; of which $1,800,000 shall re-
main available through September 30, 2021,
to provide education and training to Federal
court personnel; and of which not to exceed
$1,500 is authorized for official reception and
representation expenses.

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For the salaries and expenses necessary to
carry out the provisions of chapter 58 of title
28, United States Code, $19,685,000, of which
not to exceed $1,000 is authorized for official
reception and representation expenses.
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—THE JUDICIARY

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 301. Appropriations and authoriza-
tions made in this title which are available
for salaries and expenses shall be available
for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109.

SEC. 302. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available for the current
fiscal year for the Judiciary in this Act may
be transferred between such appropriations,
but no such appropriation, except ‘“‘Courts of
Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Defender Services’” and ‘‘Courts of
Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Fees of Jurors and Commis-
sioners’’, shall be increased by more than 10
percent by any such transfers: Provided, That
any transfer pursuant to this section shall be
treated as a reprogramming of funds under
sections 604 and 608 of this Act and shall not
be available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set
forth in section 608.

SEC. 303. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the salaries and expenses appro-
priation for ‘‘Courts of Appeals, District
Courts, and Other Judicial Services’’ shall be
available for official reception and represen-
tation expenses of the Judicial Conference of
the United States: Provided, That such avail-
able funds shall not exceed $11,000 and shall
be administered by the Director of the Ad-
ministrative Office of the United States
Courts in the capacity as Secretary of the
Judicial Conference.

SEC. 304. Section 3315(a) of title 40, United
States Code, shall be applied by substituting
“Federal” for ‘‘executive’ each place it ap-
pears.

SEC. 305. In accordance with 28 U.S.C. 561-
569, and notwithstanding any other provision
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of law, the United States Marshals Service
shall provide, for such courthouses as its Di-
rector may designate in consultation with
the Director of the Administrative Office of
the United States Courts, for purposes of a
pilot program, the security services that 40
U.S.C. 1315 authorizes the Department of
Homeland Security to provide, except for the
services specified in 40 U.S.C. 1315(b)(2)(E).
For building-specific security services at
these courthouses, the Director of the Ad-
ministrative Office of the United States
Courts shall reimburse the United States
Marshals Service rather than the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

SEC. 306. (a) Section 203(c) of the Judicial
Improvements Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-
650; 28 U.S.C. 133 note), is amended in the
matter following paragraph (12)—

(1) in the second sentence (relating to the
District of Kansas), by striking ‘28 years and
6 months’” and inserting ‘29 years and 6
months’’; and

(2) in the sixth sentence (relating to the
District of Hawaii), by striking ‘25 years and
6 months’” and inserting ‘26 years and 6
months’.

(b) Section 406 of the Transportation,
Treasury, Housing and Urban Development,
the Judiciary, the District of Columbia, and
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act,
2006 (Public Law 109-115; 119 Stat. 2470; 28
U.S.C. 133 note) is amended in the second
sentence (relating to the eastern District of
Missouri) by striking ‘26 years and 6
months” and inserting ‘27 years and 6
months”.

(c) Section 312(c)(2) of the 21st Century De-
partment of Justice Appropriations Author-
ization Act (Public Law 107-273; 28 U.S.C. 133
note), is amended—

(1) in the first sentence—

(A) by striking ‘‘the central district of
California and the western district of North
Carolina’ and inserting ‘‘the central district
of California, the western district of North
Carolina, and the northern district of Ala-
bama’’; and

(B) by striking ‘17 years’’ and inserting ‘18
years’’;

(2) in the second sentence (relating to the
central district of California), by striking
‘16 years and 6 months’’ and inserting ‘17
years and 6 months’’;

(3) in the third sentence (relating to the
western district of North Carolina), by strik-
ing ‘15 years’ and inserting ‘‘16 years’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:
“The first vacancy in the office of district
judge in the northern district of Alabama oc-
curring 17 years or more after the confirma-
tion date of the judge named to fill the tem-
porary district judgeship created in that dis-
trict by this subsection, shall not be filled.”.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Judiciary
Appropriations Act, 2020"".

TITLE IV
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FEDERAL FUNDS

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR RESIDENT TUITION
SUPPORT

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia, to be deposited into a dedicated
account, for a nationwide program to be ad-
ministered by the Mayor, for District of Co-
lumbia resident tuition support, $40,000,000,
to remain available until expended: Provided,
That such funds, including any interest ac-
crued thereon, may be used on behalf of eli-
gible District of Columbia residents to pay
an amount based upon the difference be-
tween in-State and out-of-State tuition at
public institutions of higher education, or to
pay up to $2,500 each year at eligible private
institutions of higher education: Provided
further, That the awarding of such funds may
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be prioritized on the basis of a resident’s aca-
demic merit, the income and need of eligible
students and such other factors as may be
authorized: Provided further, That the Dis-
trict of Columbia government shall maintain
a dedicated account for the Resident Tuition
Support Program that shall consist of the
Federal funds appropriated to the Program
in this Act and any subsequent appropria-
tions, any unobligated balances from prior
fiscal years, and any interest earned in this
or any fiscal year: Provided further, That the
account shall be under the control of the
District of Columbia Chief Financial Officer,
who shall use those funds solely for the pur-
poses of carrying out the Resident Tuition
Support Program: Provided further, That the
Office of the Chief Financial Officer shall
provide a quarterly financial report to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate for these
funds showing, by object class, the expendi-
tures made and the purpose therefor.
FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR EMERGENCY PLANNING

AND SECURITY COSTS IN THE DISTRICT OF CO-

LUMBIA

For a Federal payment of necessary ex-
penses, as determined by the Mayor of the
District of Columbia in written consultation
with the elected county or city officials of
surrounding jurisdictions, $16,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, for the costs
of providing public safety at events related
to the presence of the National Capital in
the District of Columbia, including support
requested by the Director of the United
States Secret Service in carrying out protec-
tive duties under the direction of the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, and for the
costs of providing support to respond to im-
mediate and specific terrorist threats or at-
tacks in the District of Columbia or sur-
rounding jurisdictions.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA COURTS

For salaries and expenses for the District
of Columbia Courts, $278,488,000 to be allo-
cated as follows: for the District of Columbia
Court of Appeals, $14,682,000, of which not to
exceed $2,500 is for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; for the Superior Court
of the District of Columbia, $125,638,000, of
which not to exceed $2,500 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses; for the
District of Columbia Court System,
$75,518,000, of which not to exceed $2,500 is for
official reception and representation ex-
penses; and $62,650,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2021, for capital improve-
ments for District of Columbia courthouse
facilities: Provided, That funds made avail-
able for capital improvements shall be ex-
pended consistent with the District of Co-
lumbia Courts master plan study and facili-
ties condition assessment: Provided further,
That, in addition to the amounts appro-
priated herein, fees received by the District
of Columbia Courts for administering bar ex-
aminations and processing District of Co-
lumbia bar admissions may be retained and
credited to this appropriation, to remain
available until expended, for salaries and ex-
penses associated with such activities, not-
withstanding section 450 of the District of
Columbia Home Rule Act (D.C. Official Code,
sec. 1-204.50): Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, all
amounts under this heading shall be appor-
tioned quarterly by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and obligated and expended
in the same manner as funds appropriated
for salaries and expenses of other Federal
agencies: Provided further, That 30 days after
providing written notice to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate, the District of Colum-
bia Courts may reallocate not more than
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$9,000,000 of the funds provided under this
heading among the items and entities funded
under this heading: Provided further, That
the Joint Committee on Judicial Adminis-
tration in the District of Columbia may, by
regulation, establish a program substan-
tially similar to the program set forth in
subchapter II of chapter 35 of title 5, United
States Code, for employees of the District of
Columbia Courts.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR DEFENDER SERVICES IN
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For payments authorized under section 11—
2604 and section 11-2605, D.C. Official Code
(relating to representation provided under
the District of Columbia Criminal Justice
Act), payments for counsel appointed in pro-
ceedings in the Family Court of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia under
chapter 23 of title 16, D.C. Official Code, or
pursuant to contractual agreements to pro-
vide guardian ad litem representation, train-
ing, technical assistance, and such other
services as are necessary to improve the
quality of guardian ad litem representation,
payments for counsel appointed in adoption
proceedings under chapter 3 of title 16, D.C.
Official Code, and payments authorized
under section 21-2060, D.C. Official Code (re-
lating to services provided under the District
of Columbia Guardianship, Protective Pro-
ceedings, and Durable Power of Attorney Act
of 1986), $46,005,000, to remain available until
expended: Provided, That not more than
$20,000,000 in unobligated funds provided in
this account may be transferred to and
merged with funds made available under the
heading ‘‘Federal Payment to the District of
Columbia Courts,” to be available for the
same period and purposes as funds made
available under that heading for capital im-
provements to District of Columbia court-
house facilities: Provided further, That funds
provided under this heading shall be admin-
istered by the Joint Committee on Judicial
Administration in the District of Columbia:
Provided further, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, this appropriation
shall be apportioned quarterly by the Office
of Management and Budget and obligated
and expended in the same manner as funds
appropriated for expenses of other Federal
agencies.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE COURT SERVICES
AND OFFENDER SUPERVISION AGENCY FOR THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

For salaries and expenses, including the
transfer and hire of motor vehicles, of the
Court Services and Offender Supervision
Agency for the District of Columbia, as au-
thorized by the National Capital Revitaliza-
tion and Self-Government Improvement Act
of 1997, $248,524,000, of which not to exceed
$2,000 is for official reception and representa-
tion expenses related to Community Super-
vision and Pretrial Services Agency pro-
grams, and of which not to exceed $25,000 is
for dues and assessments relating to the im-
plementation of the Court Services and Of-
fender Supervision Agency Interstate Super-
vision Act of 2002: Provided, That, of the
funds appropriated under this heading,
$181,065,000 shall be for necessary expenses of
Community Supervision and Sex Offender
Registration, to include expenses relating to
the supervision of adults subject to protec-
tion orders or the provision of services for or
related to such persons, of which $3,818,000
shall remain available until September 30,
2022 for costs associated with relocation
under a replacement lease for headquarters
offices, field offices, and related facilities:
Provided further, That, of the funds appro-
priated under this heading, $67,459,000 shall
be available to the Pretrial Services Agency,
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of which $998,000 shall remain available until
September 30, 2022 for costs associated with
relocation under a replacement lease for
headquarters offices, field offices, and re-
lated facilities: Provided further, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, all
amounts under this heading shall be appor-
tioned quarterly by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and obligated and expended
in the same manner as funds appropriated
for salaries and expenses of other Federal
agencies: Provided further, That amounts
under this heading may be used for pro-
grammatic incentives for defendants to suc-
cessfully complete their terms of super-
vision.
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA PUBLIC DEFENDER SERVICE

For salaries and expenses, including the
transfer and hire of motor vehicles, of the
District of Columbia Public Defender Serv-
ice, as authorized by the National Capital
Revitalization and Self-Government Im-
provement Act of 1997, $43,569,000, of which
$344,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2022 for costs associated with relo-
cation under a replacement lease for head-
quarters offices, field offices, and related fa-
cilities: Provided, That notwithstanding any
other provision of law, all amounts under
this heading shall be apportioned quarterly
by the Office of Management and Budget and
obligated and expended in the same manner
as funds appropriated for salaries and ex-
penses of Federal agencies.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE

COORDINATING COUNCIL

For a Federal payment to the Criminal
Justice Coordinating Council, $2,150,000, to
remain available until expended, to support
initiatives related to the coordination of
Federal and local criminal justice resources
in the District of Columbia.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR JUDICIAL COMMISSIONS

For a Federal payment, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2021, to the Commis-
sion on Judicial Disabilities and Tenure,
$325,000, and for the Judicial Nomination
Commission, $275,000.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT

For a Federal payment for a school im-
provement program in the District of Colum-
bia, $52,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for payments authorized under the
Scholarships for Opportunity and Results
Act (division C of Public Law 112-10): Pro-
vided, That, to the extent that funds are
available for opportunity scholarships and
following the priorities included in section
3006 of such Act, the Secretary of Education
shall make scholarships available to stu-
dents eligible under section 3013(3) of such
Act (Public Law 112-10; 125 Stat. 211) includ-
ing students who were not offered a scholar-
ship during any previous school year: Pro-
vided further, That within funds provided for
opportunity scholarships up to $1,200,000
shall be for the activities specified in sec-
tions 3007(b) through 3007(d) of the Act and
up to $500,000 shall be for the activities speci-
fied in section 3009 of the Act: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds made available
under this heading may be used for an oppor-
tunity scholarship for a student to attend a
school which does not certify to the Sec-
retary of Education that the student will be
provided with the same protections under
the Federal laws which are enforced by the
Office for Civil Rights of the Department of
Education which are provided to a student of
a public elementary or secondary school in
the District of Columbia and which does not
certify to the Secretary of Education that
the student and the student’s parents will be
provided with the same services, rights, and
protections under the Individuals With Dis-
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abilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et
seq.) which are provided to a student and a
student’s parents of a public elementary or
secondary school in the District of Columbia,
as enumerated in Table 2 of Government Ac-
countability Office Report 18-94 (entitled
‘“Federal Actions Needed to Ensure Parents
Are Notified About Changes in Rights for
Students with Disabilities’), issued Novem-
ber 2017.
FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA NATIONAL GUARD

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia National Guard, $435,000, to remain
available until expended for the Major Gen-
eral David F. Wherley, Jr. District of Colum-
bia National Guard Retention and College
Access Program.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR TESTING AND
TREATMENT OF HIV/AIDS

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia for the testing of individuals for,
and the treatment of individuals with,
human immunodeficiency virus and acquired
immunodeficiency syndrome in the District
of Columbia, $5,000,000.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA WATER AND SEWER AUTHORITY

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia Water and Sewer Authority,
$8,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, to continue implementation of the
Combined Sewer Overflow Long-Term Plan:
Provided, That the District of Columbia
Water and Sewer Authority provides a 100
percent match for this payment.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘District of
Columbia Appropriations Act, 2020”°.

TITLE V
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED
STATES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Administra-
tive Conference of the United States, author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 591 et seq., $3,100,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2021, of
which not to exceed $1,000 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses.

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Consumer
Product Safety Commission, including hire
of passenger motor vehicles, services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for in-
dividuals not to exceed the per diem rate
equivalent to the maximum rate payable
under 5 U.S.C. 5376, purchase of nominal
awards to recognize non-Federal officials’
contributions to Commission activities, and
not to exceed $4,000 for official reception and
representation expenses, $135,500,000, of
which $1,300,000 shall remain available until
expended to carry out the program, includ-
ing administrative costs, required by section
1405 of the Virginia Graeme Baker Pool and
Spa Safety Act (Public Law 110-140; 15 U.S.C.
8004).

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION—CONSUMER
PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION

SEC. 501. During fiscal year 2020, none of
the amounts made available by this Act may
be used to finalize or implement the Safety
Standard for Recreational Off-Highway Vehi-
cles published by the Consumer Product
Safety Commission in the Federal Register
on November 19, 2014 (79 Fed. Reg. 68964)
until after—

(1) the National Academy of Sciences, in
consultation with the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration and the De-
partment of Defense, completes a study to
determine—

(A) the technical validity of the lateral
stability and vehicle handling requirements
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proposed by such standard for purposes of re-
ducing the risk of Recreational Off-Highway
Vehicle (referred to in this section as
“ROV”’) rollovers in the off-road environ-
ment, including the repeatability and repro-
ducibility of testing for compliance with
such requirements;

(B) the number of ROV rollovers that
would be prevented if the proposed require-
ments were adopted;

(C) whether there is a technical basis for
the proposal to provide information on a
point-of-sale hangtag about a ROV’s rollover
resistance on a progressive scale; and

(D) the effect on the utility of ROVs used
by the United States military if the proposed
requirements were adopted; and

(2) a report containing the results of the
study completed under paragraph (1) is deliv-
ered to—

(A) the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate;

(B) the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives;

(C) the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate; and

(D) the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives.

ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses to carry out the
Help America Vote Act of 2002 (Public Law
107-252), $16,171,000, of which $1,250,000 shall
be transferred to the National Institute of
Standards and Technology for election re-
form activities authorized under the Help
America Vote Act of 2002; and of which
$2,400,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2021, for relocation expenses.

ELECTION SECURITY GRANTS

Notwithstanding section 104(c)(2)(B) of the
Help America Vote Act of 2002 (52 U.S.C.
20904(c)(2)(B)), $600,000,000 is provided to the
Election Assistance Commission for nec-
essary expenses to make payments to States
for activities to improve the administration
of elections for Federal office, including to
enhance election technology and make elec-
tion security improvements, as authorized
by sections 101, 103, and 104 of such Act: Pro-
vided, That each reference to the ‘‘Adminis-
trator of General Services” or the ‘“Adminis-
trator” in sections 101 and 103 shall be
deemed to refer to the ‘“‘Election Assistance
Commission’: Provided further, That each
reference to ‘‘$5,000,000”’ in section 103 shall
be deemed to refer to ‘‘$3,000,000”’ and each
reference to ‘$1,000,000" in section 103 shall
be deemed to refer to ‘$600,000"’: Provided fur-
ther, That not later than 45 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Election
Assistance Commission shall make the pay-
ments to States under this heading: Provided
further, That a State shall use such payment
to replace voting systems which use direct-
recording electronic voting machines with a
voting system which uses an individual, du-
rable, voter-verified paper ballot which is
marked by the voter by hand or through the
use of a non-tabulating ballot-marking de-
vice or system, so long as the voter shall
have the option to mark his or her ballot by
hand, and provides the voter with an oppor-
tunity to inspect and confirm the marked
ballot before casting (in this heading re-
ferred to as a ‘‘qualified voting system’):
Provided further, That for purposes of deter-
mining whether a voting system is a quali-
fied voting system, a voter-verified paper
audit trail receipt generated by a direct-re-
cording electronic voting machine is not a
paper ballot: Provided further, That none of
the funds made available under this heading
may be used to purchase or obtain any vot-
ing system which is not a qualified voting
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system: Provided further, That a State may
use such payment to carry out other author-
ized activities to improve the administration
of elections for Federal office only if the
State certifies to the Election Assistance
Commission that the State has replaced all
voting systems which use direct-recording
electronic voting machines with qualified
voting systems: Provided further, That not
less than 50 percent of the amount of the
payment made to a State under this heading
shall be allocated in cash or in kind to the
units of local government which are respon-
sible for the administration of elections for
Federal office in the State: Provided further,
That not later than 2 years after receiving a
payment under this heading, a State shall
make available funds for such activities in
an amount equal to 5 percent of the total
amount of the payment made to the State
under this heading.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Federal
Communications Commission, as authorized
by law, including uniforms and allowances
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902;
not to exceed $4,000 for official reception and
representation expenses; purchase and hire
of motor vehicles; special counsel fees; and
services as authorized by 5 TU.S.C. 3109,
$339,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That $339,000,000 of offset-
ting collections shall be assessed and col-
lected pursuant to section 9 of title I of the
Communications Act of 1934, shall be re-
tained and used for necessary expenses, and
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided further, That the sum herein appro-
priated shall be reduced as such offsetting
collections are received during fiscal year
2020 so as to result in a final fiscal year 2020
appropriation estimated at $0: Provided fur-
ther, That, notwithstanding 47 TU.S.C.
309(j)(8)(B), proceeds from the use of a com-
petitive bidding system that may be retained
and made available for obligation shall not
exceed $132,538,680 for fiscal year 2020: Pro-
vided further, That, of the amount appro-
priated under this heading, not less than
$11,105,700 shall be for the salaries and ex-
penses of the Office of Inspector General.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

SEC. 510. Section 302 of the Universal Serv-
ice Antideficiency Temporary Suspension
Act is amended by striking ‘‘December 31,
2019 each place it appears and inserting
‘“December 31, 2020°.

SEC. 511. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be used by the Federal Commu-
nications Commission to modify, amend, or
change its rules or regulations for universal
service support payments to implement the
February 27, 2004, recommendations of the
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal
Service regarding single connection or pri-
mary line restrictions on universal service
support payments.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
$42,982,000, to be derived from the Deposit In-
surance Fund or, only when appropriate, the
FSLIC Resolution Fund.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out the
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, $71,497,000, of which not to exceed
$5,000 shall be available for reception and
representation expenses.
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FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Federal Labor Relations Author-
ity, pursuant to Reorganization Plan Num-
bered 2 of 1978, and the Civil Service Reform
Act of 1978, including services authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109, and including hire of experts
and consultants, hire of passenger motor ve-
hicles, and including official reception and
representation expenses (not to exceed $1,500)
and rental of conference rooms in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere, $24,890,000:
Provided, That public members of the Fed-
eral Service Impasses Panel may be paid
travel expenses and per diem in lieu of sub-
sistence as authorized by law (b U.S.C. 5703)
for persons employed intermittently in the
Government service, and compensation as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, funds
received from fees charged to non-Federal
participants at labor-management relations
conferences shall be credited to and merged
with this account, to be available without
further appropriation for the costs of car-
rying out these conferences.
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For necessary expenses of the Federal
Trade Commission, including uniforms or al-
lowances therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
5901-5902; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109; hire of passenger motor vehicles; and
not to exceed $2,000 for official reception and
representation expenses, $349,700,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That not to exceed $300,000 shall be available
for use to contract with a person or persons
for collection services in accordance with
the terms of 31 U.S.C. 3718: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, not to exceed $141,000,000 of offsetting
collections derived from fees collected for
premerger notification filings under the
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements
Act of 1976 (15 U.S.C. 18a), regardless of the
year of collection, shall be retained and used
for necessary expenses in this appropriation:
Provided further, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, not to exceed
$18,000,000 in offsetting collections derived
from fees sufficient to implement and en-
force the Telemarketing Sales Rule, promul-
gated under the Telemarketing and Con-
sumer Fraud and Abuse Prevention Act (15
U.S.C. 6101 et seq.), shall be credited to this
account, and be retained and used for nec-
essary expenses in this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the sum herein appro-
priated from the general fund shall be re-
duced as such offsetting collections are re-
ceived during fiscal year 2020, so as to result
in a final fiscal year 2020 appropriation from
the general fund estimated at not more than
$190,700,000: Provided further, That none of the
funds made available to the Federal Trade
Commission may be used to implement sub-
section (e)(2)(B) of section 43 of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831t).
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND
LIMITATIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF REVENUE
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)
Amounts in the Fund, including revenues
and collections deposited into the Fund,
shall be available for necessary expenses of
real property management and related ac-
tivities not otherwise provided for, including
operation, maintenance, and protection of
federally owned and leased buildings; rental
of buildings in the District of Columbia; res-
toration of leased premises; moving govern-
mental agencies (including space adjust-
ments and telecommunications relocation
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expenses) in connection with the assignment,
allocation, and transfer of space; contractual
services incident to cleaning or servicing
buildings, and moving; repair and alteration
of federally owned buildings, including
grounds, approaches, and appurtenances;
care and safeguarding of sites; maintenance,
preservation, demolition, and equipment; ac-
quisition of buildings and sites by purchase,
condemnation, or as otherwise authorized by
law; acquisition of options to purchase build-
ings and sites; conversion and extension of
federally owned buildings; preliminary plan-
ning and design of projects by contract or
otherwise; construction of new buildings (in-
cluding equipment for such buildings); and
payment of principal, interest, and any other
obligations for public buildings acquired by
installment purchase and purchase contract;
in the aggregate amount of $9,059,112,000, of
which—

(1) $333,322,000 shall remain available until
expended for construction and acquisition
(including funds for sites and expenses, and
associated design and construction services)
as follows:

(A) $85,000,000 shall be for the Calexico
West Land Port of Entry, Calexico, Cali-
fornia; and

(B) $248,322,000 shall be for the San Luis I
Land Port of Entry, San Luis, Arizona:
Provided, That each of the foregoing limits of
costs on new construction and acquisition
projects may be exceeded to the extent that
savings are effected in other such projects,
but not to exceed 10 percent of the amounts
included in a transmitted prospectus, if re-
quired, unless advance approval is obtained
from the Committees on Appropriations of a
greater amount;

(2) $848,894,000 shall remain available until
expended for repairs and alterations, includ-
ing associated design and construction serv-
ices, of which—

(A) $436,837,000 is for Major Repairs and Al-
terations;

(B) $382,057,000 is for Basic Repairs and Al-
terations; and

(C) $30,000,000 is for Special Emphasis Pro-

grams for Fire and Life Safety:
Provided, That funds made available in this
or any previous Act in the Federal Buildings
Fund for Repairs and Alterations shall, for
prospectus projects, be Ilimited to the
amount identified for each project, except
each project in this or any previous Act may
be increased by an amount not to exceed 10
percent unless advance approval is obtained
from the Committees on Appropriations of a
greater amount: Provided further, That addi-
tional projects for which prospectuses have
been fully approved may be funded under
this category only if advance approval is ob-
tained from the Committees on Appropria-
tions: Provided further, That the amounts
provided in this or any prior Act for ‘‘Re-
pairs and Alterations’” may be used to fund
costs associated with implementing security
improvements to buildings necessary to
meet the minimum standards for security in
accordance with current law and in compli-
ance with the reprogramming guidelines of
the appropriate Committees of the House
and Senate: Provided further, That the dif-
ference between the funds appropriated and
expended on any projects in this or any prior
Act, under the heading ‘“‘Repairs and Alter-
ations”, may be transferred to Basic Repairs
and Alterations or used to fund authorized
increases in prospectus projects: Provided
further, That the amount provided in this or
any prior Act for Basic Repairs and Alter-
ations may be used to pay claims against the
Government arising from any projects under
the heading ‘‘Repairs and Alterations’ or
used to fund authorized increases in pro-
spectus projects;
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(3) $5,493,390,000 for rental of space to re-
main available until expended; and

(4) $2,383,506,000 for building operations to
remain available until expended: Provided,
That the total amount of funds made avail-
able from this Fund to the General Services
Administration shall not be available for ex-
penses of any construction, repair, alteration
and acquisition project for which a pro-
spectus, if required by 40 U.S.C. 3307(a), has
not been approved, except that necessary
funds may be expended for each project for
required expenses for the development of a
proposed prospectus: Provided further, That
funds available in the Federal Buildings
Fund may be expended for emergency repairs
when advance approval is obtained from the
Committees on Appropriations: Provided fur-
ther, That amounts necessary to provide re-
imbursable special services to other agencies
under 40 U.S.C. 592(b)(2) and amounts to pro-
vide such reimbursable fencing, lighting,
guard booths, and other facilities on private
or other property not in Government owner-
ship or control as may be appropriate to en-
able the United States Secret Service to per-
form its protective functions pursuant to 18
U.S.C. 3056, shall be available from such rev-
enues and collections: Provided further, That
revenues and collections and any other sums
accruing to this Fund during fiscal year 2020,
excluding reimbursements under 40 U.S.C.
592(b)(2), in excess of the aggregate new
obligational authority authorized for Real
Property Activities of the Federal Buildings
Fund in this Act shall remain in the Fund
and shall not be available for expenditure ex-
cept as authorized in appropriations Acts.

GENERAL ACTIVITIES
GOVERNMENT-WIDE POLICY

For expenses authorized by law, not other-
wise provided for, for Government-wide pol-
icy and evaluation activities associated with
the management of real and personal prop-
erty assets and certain administrative serv-
ices; Government-wide policy support re-
sponsibilities relating to acquisition, travel,
motor vehicles, information technology
management, and related technology activi-
ties; and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109; $65,843,000.

OPERATING EXPENSES

For expenses authorized by law, not other-
wise provided for, for Government-wide ac-
tivities associated with utilization and dona-
tion of surplus personal property; disposal of
real property; agency-wide policy direction,
management, and communications; and serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; $49,440,000,
of which $26,890,000 is for Real and Personal
Property Management and Disposal; and
$22,5650,000 is for the Office of the Adminis-
trator, of which not to exceed $7,500 is for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses.

CIVILIAN BOARD OF CONTRACT APPEALS

For expenses authorized by law, not other-
wise provided for, for the activities associ-
ated with the Civilian Board of Contract Ap-
peals, $9,301,000.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General and service authorized by 5
U.S.C. 3109, $68,000,000: Provided, That not to
exceed $50,000 shall be available for payment
for information and detection of fraud
against the Government, including payment
for recovery of stolen Government property:
Provided further, That not to exceed $2,500
shall be available for awards to employees of
other Federal agencies and private citizens
in recognition of efforts and initiatives re-
sulting in enhanced Office of Inspector Gen-
eral effectiveness.
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ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER
PRESIDENTS

For carrying out the provisions of the Act
of August 25, 1958 (3 U.S.C. 102 note), and
Public Law 95-138, $3,851,112.

FEDERAL CITIZEN SERVICES FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of
Products and Programs, including services
authorized by 40 U.S.C. 323 and 44 U.S.C. 3604;
and for necessary expenses in support of
interagency projects that enable the Federal
Government to enhance its ability to con-
duct activities electronically, through the
development and implementation of innova-
tive uses of information technology;
$53,400,000, to be deposited into the Federal
Citizen Services Fund: Provided, That the
previous amount may be transferred to Fed-
eral agencies to carry out the purpose of the
Federal Citizen Services Fund: Provided fur-
ther, That the appropriations, revenues, re-
imbursements, and collections deposited into
the Fund shall be available until expended
for necessary expenses of Federal Citizen
Services and other activities that enable the
Federal Government to enhance its ability
to conduct activities electronically in the
aggregate amount not to exceed $100,000,000:
Provided further, That appropriations, reve-
nues, reimbursements, and collections accru-
ing to this Fund during fiscal year 2020 in ex-
cess of such amount shall remain in the
Fund and shall not be available for expendi-
ture except as authorized in appropriations
Acts: Provided further, That, of the total
amount appropriated, up to $5,000,000 shall be
available for support functions and full-time
hires to support activities related to the Ad-
ministration’s requirements under Title IT of
the Foundations for Evidence-Based Policy-
making Act (Public Law 115-435): Provided
further, That the transfer authorities pro-
vided herein shall be in addition to any other
transfer authority provided in this Act.

PRE-ELECTION PRESIDENTIAL TRANSITION
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For activities authorized by the Pre-Elec-
tion Presidential Transition Act of 2010
(Public Law 111-283) and the amendments
made by such Act, not to exceed $9,620,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2021:
Provided, That such amounts may be trans-
ferred to ‘‘Acquisition Services Fund” or
“Federal Buildings Fund” to reimburse obli-
gations incurred for the purposes provided
herein in fiscal years 2019 and 2020: Provided
further, that amounts made available under
this heading shall be in addition to any other
amounts available for such purposes.

TECHNOLOGY MODERNIZATION FUND

For the Technology Modernization Fund,
$35,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for technology-related moderniza-
tion activities.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW IMPROVEMENT FUND

For necessary expenses of the Environ-
mental Review Improvement Fund estab-
lished pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 4370m-8(d),
$6,070,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—GENERAL
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 520. Funds available to the General
Services Administration shall be available
for the hire of passenger motor vehicles.

SEC. 521. Funds in the Federal Buildings
Fund made available for fiscal year 2020 for
Federal Buildings Fund activities may be
transferred between such activities only to
the extent necessary to meet program re-
quirements: Provided, That any proposed
transfers shall be approved in advance by the
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Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 522. Except as otherwise provided in
this title, funds made available by this Act
shall be used to transmit a fiscal year 2020
request for United States Courthouse con-
struction only if the request: (1) meets the
design guide standards for construction as
established and approved by the General
Services Administration, the Judicial Con-
ference of the United States, and the Office
of Management and Budget; (2) reflects the
priorities of the Judicial Conference of the
United States as set out in its approved
Courthouse Project Priorities plan; and (3)
includes a standardized courtroom utiliza-
tion study of each facility to be constructed,
replaced, or expanded.

SEC. 523. None of the funds provided in this
Act may be used to increase the amount of
occupiable square feet, provide cleaning
services, security enhancements, or any
other service usually provided through the
Federal Buildings Fund, to any agency that
does not pay the rate per square foot assess-
ment for space and services as determined by
the General Services Administration in con-
sideration of the Public Buildings Amend-
ments Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-313).

SEC. 524. From funds made available under
the heading ‘‘Federal Buildings Fund, Limi-
tations on Availability of Revenue’’, claims
against the Government of less than $250,000
arising from direct construction projects and
acquisition of buildings may be liquidated
from savings effected in other construction
projects with prior notification to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 525. In any case in which the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate adopt a resolution
granting lease authority pursuant to a pro-
spectus transmitted to Congress by the Ad-
ministrator of the General Services Adminis-
tration under 40 U.S.C. 3307, the Adminis-
trator shall ensure that the delineated area
of procurement is identical to the delineated
area included in the prospectus for all lease
agreements, except that, if the Adminis-
trator determines that the delineated area of
the procurement should not be identical to
the delineated area included in the pro-
spectus, the Administrator shall provide an
explanatory statement to each of such com-
mittees and the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate prior to exercising any lease au-
thority provided in the resolution.

SEC. 526. With respect to each project fund-
ed under the heading ‘“‘Major Repairs and Al-
terations’ or ‘‘Judiciary Capital Security
Program”, and with respect to E-Govern-
ment projects funded under the heading
‘“Federal Citizen Services Fund’’, the Admin-
istrator of General Services shall submit a
spending plan and explanation for each
project to be undertaken to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act.
HARRY S. TRUMAN SCHOLARSHIP FOUNDATION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For payment to the Harry S. Truman
Scholarship Foundation Trust Fund, estab-
lished by section 10 of Public Law 93-642,
$1,670,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Merit Systems Protection Board
pursuant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2
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of 1978, the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978,
and the Whistleblower Protection Act of 1989
(5 U.S.C. 5509 note), including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of conference
rooms in the District of Columbia and else-
where, hire of passenger motor vehicles, di-
rect procurement of survey printing, and not
to exceed $2,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $44,490,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2021, and in ad-
dition not to exceed $2,345,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2021, for admin-
istrative expenses to adjudicate retirement
appeals to be transferred from the Civil
Service Retirement and Disability Fund in
amounts determined by the Merit Systems
Protection Board.
MORRIS K. UDALL AND STEWART L. UDALL
FOUNDATION
MORRIS K. UDALL AND STEWART L. UDALL
TRUST FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For payment to the Morris K. Udall and
Stewart L. Udall Trust Fund, pursuant to
the Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall
Foundation Act (20 U.S.C. 5601 et seq.),
$1,800,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which, notwithstanding sections 8
and 9 of such Act, up to $1,000,000 shall be
available to carry out the activities author-
ized by section 6(7) of Public Law 102-259 and
section 817(a) of Public Law 106-568 (20 U.S.C.
5604(7)): Provided, That any amounts trans-
ferred during any previous fiscal year to the
Office of Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of the Interior shall remain available
until expended for audits and investigations
of the Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall
Foundation, consistent with the Inspector
General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.), and for
annual independent financial audits of the
Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall Foun-
dation pursuant to the Accountability of Tax
Dollars Act of 2002 (Public Law 107-289): Pro-
vided further, That amounts transferred to
the Office of Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of the Interior during any previous fis-
cal year may be transferred to the Morris K.
Udall and Stewart L. Udall Foundation for
annual independent financial audits pursu-
ant to the Accountability of Tax Dollars Act
of 2002 (Public Law 107-289).

ENVIRONMENTAL DISPUTE RESOLUTION FUND

For payment to the Environmental Dis-
pute Resolution Fund to carry out activities
authorized in the Environmental Policy and
Conflict Resolution Act of 1998, $3,200,000, to
remain available until expended.

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
ADMINISTRATION
OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary expenses in connection with
the administration of the National Archives
and Records Administration and archived
Federal records and related activities, as
provided by law, and for expenses necessary
for the review and declassification of docu-
ments, the activities of the Public Interest
Declassification Board, the operations and
maintenance of the electronic records ar-
chives, the hire of passenger motor vehicles,
and for uniforms or allowances therefor, as
authorized by law (6 U.S.C. 5901), including
maintenance, repairs, and cleaning,
$354,706,000, of which $22,000,000 shall remain
available until expended for the repair and
alteration of the National Archives facility
in College Park, Maryland, and related im-
provements necessary to enhance the Fed-
eral Government’s ability to electronically
preserve, manage, and store Government
records, and of which up to $4,097,000 shall re-
main available until expended to implement
section 3 and section 5 of the Civil Rights
Cold Case Records Collection Act of 2018
(Public Law 115-426).
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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Reform Act of
2008, Public Law 110-409, 122 Stat. 4302-16
(2008), and the Inspector General Act of 1978
(6 U.S.C. App.), and for the hire of passenger
motor vehicles, $4,823,000.
REPAIRS AND RESTORATION
For the repair, alteration, and improve-
ment of archives facilities, and to provide
adequate storage for holdings, $7,500,000, to
remain available until expended.
NATIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS AND
RECORDS COMMISSION
GRANTS PROGRAM

For necessary expenses for allocations and
grants for historical publications and records
as authorized by 44 U.S.C. 2504, $7,000,000, to
remain available until expended.

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING LOAN

FUND

For the Community Development Revolv-
ing Loan Fund program as authorized by 42
U.S.C. 9812, 9822 and 9910, $2,000,000 shall be
available until September 30, 2021, for tech-
nical assistance to low-income designated
credit unions.

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Government Ethics pur-
suant to the Ethics in Government Act of
1978, the Ethics Reform Act of 1989, and the
Stop Trading on Congressional Knowledge
Act of 2012, including services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of conference rooms
in the District of Columbia and elsewhere,
hire of passenger motor vehicles, and not to
exceed $1,500 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $17,430,000.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS)

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Personnel Management
(OPM) pursuant to Reorganization Plan
Numbered 2 of 1978 and the Civil Service Re-
form Act of 1978, including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; medical examina-
tions performed for veterans by private phy-
sicians on a fee basis; rental of conference
rooms in the District of Columbia and else-
where; hire of passenger motor vehicles; not
to exceed $2,500 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; advances for reim-
bursements to applicable funds of OPM and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for ex-
penses incurred under Executive Order No.
10422 of January 9, 1953, as amended; and pay-
ment of per diem or subsistence allowances
to employees where Voting Rights Act ac-
tivities require an employee to remain over-
night at his or her post of duty, $148,668,000:
Provided, That of the total amount made
available under this heading, not to exceed
$9,000,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended, for information technology infra-
structure modernization and Trust Fund
Federal Financial System migration or mod-
ernization, and shall be in addition to funds
otherwise made available for such purposes:
Provided further, That of the total amount
made available under this heading, $1,068,000
may be made available for strengthening the
capacity and capabilities of the acquisition
workforce (as defined by the Office of Fed-
eral Procurement Policy Act, as amended (41
U.S.C. 4001 et seq.)), including the recruit-
ment, hiring, training, and retention of such
workforce and information technology in
support of acquisition workforce effective-
ness or for management solutions to improve
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acquisition management; and in addition
$160,398,000 for administrative expenses, to be
transferred from the appropriate trust funds
of OPM without regard to other statutes, in-
cluding direct procurement of printed mate-
rials, for the retirement and insurance pro-
grams: Provided further, That the provisions
of this appropriation shall not affect the au-
thority to use applicable trust funds as pro-
vided by sections 8348(a)(1)(B), 8958(f)(2)(A),
8988(f)(2)(A), and 9004(f)(2)(A) of title 5,
United States Code: Provided further, That no
part of this appropriation shall be available
for salaries and expenses of the Legal Exam-
ining Unit of OPM established pursuant to
Executive Order No. 9358 of July 1, 1943, or
any successor unit of like purpose: Provided
further, That the President’s Commission on
White House Fellows, established by Execu-
tive Order No. 11183 of October 3, 1964, may,
during fiscal year 2020, accept donations of
money, property, and personal services: Pro-
vided further, That such donations, including
those from prior years, may be used for the
development of publicity materials to pro-
vide information about the White House Fel-
lows, except that no such donations shall be
accepted for travel or reimbursement of
travel expenses, or for the salaries of em-
ployees of such Commission.
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, hire of passenger motor vehicles,
$5,000,000, and in addition, not to exceed
$25,265,000 for administrative expenses to
audit, investigate, and provide other over-
sight of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment’s retirement and insurance programs,
to be transferred from the appropriate trust
funds of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment, as determined by the Inspector Gen-
eral: Provided, That the Inspector General is
authorized to rent conference rooms in the
District of Columbia and elsewhere.

OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Special Counsel pursu-
ant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 of
1978, the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978
(Public Law 95-454), the Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act of 1989 (Public Law 101-12) as
amended by Public Law 107-304, the Whistle-
blower Protection Enhancement Act of 2012
(Public Law 112-199), and the Uniformed
Services Employment and Reemployment
Rights Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-353), in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, payment of fees and expenses for wit-
nesses, rental of conference rooms in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere, and hire of
passenger motor vehicles; $28,000,000.

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Postal Regu-
latory Commission in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Postal Accountability and En-
hancement Act (Public Law 109-435),
$16,615,000, to be derived by transfer from the
Postal Service Fund and expended as author-
ized by section 603(a) of such Act.

PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVERSIGHT

BOARD
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Privacy and
Civil Liberties Oversight Board, as author-
ized by section 1061 of the Intelligence Re-
form and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004
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(42 U.S.C. 2000ee), $7,500,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2021.
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the Securities
and Exchange Commission, including serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, the rental
of space (to include multiple year leases) in
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and
not to exceed $3,500 for official reception and
representation expenses, $1,850,000,000, to re-
main available until expended; of which not
less than $609,434,000 shall be for the Division
of Enforcement; of which not less than
$404,676,000 shall be for the Office of Compli-
ance Inspections and Examinations; of which
not less than $98,423,000 shall be for the Divi-
sion of Trading and Markets; of which not
less than $103,087,000 shall be for Other Pro-
gram Offices; of which not 1less than
$20,106,000 shall be for the Office of the In-
spector General; of which not to exceed
$73,713,000 shall be for the Division of Eco-
nomic and Risk Analysis; of which not to ex-
ceed $75,000 shall be available for a perma-
nent secretariat for the International Orga-
nization of Securities Commissions; and of
which not to exceed $100,000 shall be avail-
able for expenses for consultations and meet-
ings hosted by the Commission with foreign
governmental and other regulatory officials,
members of their delegations and staffs to
exchange views concerning securities mat-
ters, such expenses to include necessary lo-
gistic and administrative expenses and the
expenses of Commission staff and foreign
invitees in attendance including: (1) inci-
dental expenses such as meals; (2) travel and
transportation; and (3) related lodging or
subsistence.

In addition to the foregoing appropriation,
for costs associated with relocation under a
replacement lease for the Commission’s New
York regional office facilities, not to exceed
$10,524,799, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That for purposes of calcu-
lating the fee rate under section 31(j) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C.
T8ee(j)) for fiscal year 2020, all amounts ap-
propriated under this heading shall be
deemed to be the regular appropriation to
the Commission for fiscal year 2020: Provided
further, That fees and charges authorized by
section 31 of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 (15 U.S.C. 78ee) shall be credited to this
account as offsetting collections: Provided
further, That not to exceed $1,850,000,000 of
such offsetting collections shall be available
until expended for necessary expenses of this
account and not to exceed $10,524,799 of such
offsetting collections shall be available until
expended for costs under this heading associ-
ated with relocation under a replacement
lease for the Commission’s New York re-
gional office facilities: Provided further, That
the total amount appropriated under this
heading from the general fund for fiscal year
2020 shall be reduced as such offsetting fees
are received so as to result in a final total
fiscal year 2020 appropriation from the gen-
eral fund estimated at not more than $0: Pro-
vided further, That if any amount of the ap-
propriation for costs associated with reloca-
tion under a replacement lease for the Com-
mission’s New York regional office facilities
is subsequently de-obligated by the Commis-
sion, such amount that was derived from the
general fund shall be returned to the general
fund, and such amounts that were derived
from fees or assessments collected for such
purpose shall be paid to each national securi-
ties exchange and national securities asso-
ciation, respectively, in proportion to any
fees or assessments paid by such national se-
curities exchange or national securities asso-
ciation under section 31 of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78ee) in fiscal
yvear 2020.
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SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Selective
Service System, including expenses of at-
tendance at meetings and of training for uni-
formed personnel assigned to the Selective
Service System, as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
4101-4118 for civilian employees; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and not to exceed $750 for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses;
$24,500,000: Provided, That during the current
fiscal year, the President may exempt this
appropriation from the provisions of 31
U.S.C. 1341, whenever the President deems
such action to be necessary in the interest of
national defense: Provided further, That none
of the funds appropriated by this Act may be
expended for or in connection with the in-
duction of any person into the Armed Forces
of the United States.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, of the Small Business Administra-
tion, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles as authorized by sections 1343 and 1344 of
title 31, United States Code, and not to ex-
ceed $3,600 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $272,157,000, of which
not less than $12,000,000 shall be available for
examinations, reviews, and other Ilender
oversight activities: Provided, That the Ad-
ministrator is authorized to charge fees to
cover the cost of publications developed by
the Small Business Administration, and cer-
tain loan program activities, including fees
authorized by section 5(b) of the Small Busi-
ness Act: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing 31 U.S.C. 3302, revenues received
from all such activities shall be credited to
this account, to remain available until ex-
pended, for carrying out these purposes with-
out further appropriations: Provided further,
That the Small Business Administration
may accept gifts in an amount not to exceed
$4,000,000 and may co-sponsor activities, each
in accordance with section 132(a) of division
K of Public Law 108-447, during fiscal year
2020: Provided further, That $6,100,000 shall be
available for the Loan Modernization and
Accounting System, to be available until
September 30, 2021.

ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

For necessary expenses of programs sup-
porting entrepreneurial and small business
development, $281,800,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2021: Provided, That
$150,000,000 shall be available to fund grants
for performance in fiscal year 2020 or fiscal
year 2021 as authorized by section 21 of the
Small Business Act: Provided further, That
$35,000,000 shall be for marketing, manage-
ment, and technical assistance under section
T(m) of the Small Business Act (16 U.S.C.
636(m)(4)) by intermediaries that make
microloans under the microloan program:
Provided further, That $20,000,000 shall be
available for grants to States to carry out
export programs that assist small business
concerns authorized under section 22(1) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 649(1)).

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
$21,900,000.

OFFICE OF ADVOCACY

For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad-
vocacy in carrying out the provisions of title
II of Public Law 94-305 (15 U.S.C. 634a et seq.)
and the Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 (b
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), $9,120,000, to remain avail-
able until expended.
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BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For the cost of direct loans, $5,000,000, to
remain available until expended, and for the
cost of guaranteed loans as authorized by
section 7(a) of the Small Business Act (Pub-
lic Law 83-163), $100,650,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That such
costs, including the cost of modifying such
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided
further, That subject to section 502 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, during fis-
cal year 2020 commitments to guarantee
loans under section 503 of the Small Business
Investment Act of 1958 shall not exceed
$8,000,000,000: Provided further, That during
fiscal year 2020 commitments for general
business loans authorized under section 7(a)
of the Small Business Act shall not exceed
$30,500,000,000 for a combination of amor-
tizing term loans and the aggregated max-
imum line of credit provided by revolving
loans: Provided further, That during fiscal
year 2020 commitments for loans authorized
under subparagraph (C) of section 502(7) of
the Small Business Investment Act of 1958
(15 U.S.C. 696(7)) shall not exceed
$7,500,000,000: Provided further, That during
fiscal year 2020 commitments to guarantee
loans for debentures under section 303(b) of
the Small Business Investment Act of 1958
shall not exceed $4,000,000,000: Provided fur-
ther, That during fiscal year 2020, guarantees
of trust certificates authorized by section
5(g) of the Small Business Act shall not ex-
ceed a principal amount of $12,000,000,000. In
addition, for administrative expenses to
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan
programs, $155,150,000, which may be trans-
ferred to and merged with the appropriations
for Salaries and Expenses.

DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For administrative expenses to carry out
the direct loan program authorized by sec-
tion T7(b) of the Small Business Act,
$150,000,000, to be available until expended, of
which $1,600,000 is for the Office of Inspector
General of the Small Business Administra-
tion for audits and reviews of disaster loans
and the disaster loan programs and shall be
transferred to and merged with the appro-
priations for the Office of Inspector General;
and of which $8,400,000 is for indirect admin-
istrative expenses for the direct loan pro-
gram, which may be transferred to and
merged with the appropriations for Salaries
and Expenses.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 530. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available for the current
fiscal year for the Small Business Adminis-
tration in this Act may be transferred be-
tween such appropriations, but no such ap-
propriation shall be increased by more than
10 percent by any such transfers: Provided,
That any transfer pursuant to this paragraph
shall be treated as a reprogramming of funds
under section 608 of this Act and shall not be
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set
forth in that section.

SEC. 531. Not to exceed 3 percent of any ap-
propriation made available in this Act for
the Small Business Administration under
the headings ‘‘Salaries and Expenses’” and
“‘Business Loans Program Account’” may be
transferred to the ‘‘Information Technology
System Modernization and Working Capital
Fund” (IT WCF), as authorized by section
1077(b)(1) of title X of division A of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2018, for the purposes specified in sec-
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tion 1077(b)(3) of such Act, upon the advance
approval of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate: Provided, That amounts trans-
ferred to the IT WCF under this section shall
remain available for obligation through Sep-
tember 30, 2023.

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
PAYMENT TO THE POSTAL SERVICE FUND

For payment to the Postal Service Fund
for revenue forgone on free and reduced rate
mail, pursuant to subsections (c) and (d) of
section 2401 of title 39, United States Code,
$56,711,000: Provided, That mail for overseas
voting and mail for the blind shall continue
to be free: Provided further, That 6-day deliv-
ery and rural delivery of mail shall continue
at not less than the 1983 level: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds made available
to the Postal Service by this Act shall be
used to implement any rule, regulation, or
policy of charging any officer or employee of
any State or local child support enforcement
agency, or any individual participating in a
State or local program of child support en-
forcement, a fee for information requested or
provided concerning an address of a postal
customer: Provided further, That none of the
funds provided in this Act shall be used to
consolidate or close small rural and other
small post offices: Provided further, That the
Postal Service may not destroy, and shall
continue to offer for sale, any copies of the
Multinational Species Conservation Funds
Semipostal Stamp, as authorized under the
Multinational Species Conservation Funds
Semipostal Stamp Act of 2010 (Public Law
111-241): Provided further, That the Postal
Service may not destroy, and shall continue
to offer for sale, any copies of the Alz-
heimer’s Semipostal Stamp issued under sec-
tion 416 of title 39, United States Code: Pro-
vided further, That the previous proviso shall
not be construed to limit or otherwise pre-
vent the Postal Service from issuing for sale
any other semipostal stamp pursuant to such
section.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
$252,000,000, to be derived by transfer from
the Postal Service Fund and expended as au-
thorized by section 603(b)(3) of the Postal Ac-
countability and Enhancement Act (Public
Law 109-435).

UNITED STATES TAX COURT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, including contract
reporting and other services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109, $53,550,000, of which $1,000,000
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That travel expenses of the judges
shall be paid upon the written certificate of
the judge.

TITLE VI
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT
(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS)

SEC. 601. None of the funds in this Act shall
be used for the planning or execution of any
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings
funded in this Act.

SEC. 602. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may
any be transferred to other appropriations,
unless expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 603. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract pursuant
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to 5 U.S.C. 3109, shall be limited to those
contracts where such expenditures are a
matter of public record and available for
public inspection, except where otherwise
provided under existing law, or under exist-
ing Executive order issued pursuant to exist-
ing law.

SEC. 604. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the
United States Government, except pursuant
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act.

SEC. 605. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be available for any activ-
ity or for paying the salary of any Govern-
ment employee where funding an activity or
paying a salary to a Government employee
would result in a decision, determination,
rule, regulation, or policy that would pro-
hibit the enforcement of section 307 of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1307).

SEC. 606. No funds appropriated pursuant to
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the
assistance the entity will comply with chap-
ter 83 of title 41, United States Code.

SEC. 607. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be
made available to any person or entity that
has been convicted of violating chapter 83 of
title 41, United States Code.

SEC. 608. Except as otherwise provided in
this Act, none of the funds provided in this
Act, provided by previous appropriations
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in
this Act that remain available for obligation
or expenditure in fiscal year 2020, or provided
from any accounts in the Treasury derived
by the collection of fees and available to the
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a
reprogramming of funds that: (1) creates a
new program; (2) eliminates a program,
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or
personnel for any program, project, or activ-
ity for which funds have been denied or re-
stricted by the Congress; (4) proposes to use
funds directed for a specific activity by the
Committee on Appropriations of either the
House of Representatives or the Senate for a
different purpose; (5) augments existing pro-
grams, projects, or activities in excess of
$1,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less, or
increases the number of full-time employee
equivalents by 10 percent or more; (6) re-
duces existing programs, projects, or activi-
ties by $1,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is
less, or reduces the number of full-time em-
ployee equivalents by 10 percent or more; (7)
relocates an office or employees; or (8) cre-
ates, reorganizes, or restructures a branch,
division, office, bureau, board, commission,
agency, administration, or department dif-
ferent from the budget justifications sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate or the tables in the report accompanying
this Act, whichever is more detailed, unless
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate are
consulted 60 days in advance of such re-
programming or of an announcement of in-
tent relating to such reprogramming, which-
ever occurs earlier, and are notified in writ-
ing 30 days in advance of such reprogram-
ming, and approval is received from the
Committees: Provided, That not later than 60
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
each agency funded by this Act shall submit
a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate to establish the baseline for ap-
plication of reprogramming and transfer au-
thorities for the current fiscal year: Provided
further, That at a minimum the report shall
include: (1) a table for each appropriation,
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detailing both full-time employee equiva-
lents and budget authority, with separate
columns to display the prior year enacted
level, the President’s budget request, adjust-
ments made by Congress, adjustments due to
enacted rescissions, if appropriate, and the
fiscal year enacted level; (2) a delineation in
the table for each appropriation and its re-
spective prior year enacted level by object
class and program, project, and activity as
detailed in this Act, in the accompanying re-
port, or in the budget appendix for the re-
spective appropriation, whichever is more
detailed, and which shall apply to all items
for which a dollar amount is specified and to
all programs for which new budget authority
is provided, as well as to discretionary
grants and discretionary grant allocations;
and (3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest: Provided further, That
the amount appropriated or limited for sala-
ries and expenses for an agency shall be re-
duced by $100,000 per day for each day after
the required date that the report has not
been submitted to the Congress.

SEC. 609. Except as otherwise specifically
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of
unobligated balances remaining available at
the end of fiscal year 2020 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2020 in this Act, shall
remain available through September 30, 2021,
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate for approval prior to the expendi-
ture of such funds: Provided further, That
these requests shall be made in compliance
with reprogramming guidelines.

SEC. 610. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used by the Execu-
tive Office of the President to request—

(1) any official background investigation
report on any individual from the Federal
Bureau of Investigation; or

(2) a determination with respect to the
treatment of an organization as described in
section 501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 and exempt from taxation under sec-
tion 501(a) of such Code from the Department
of the Treasury or the Internal Revenue
Service.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply—

(1) in the case of an official background in-
vestigation report, if such individual has
given express written consent for such re-
quest not more than 6 months prior to the
date of such request and during the same
presidential administration; or

(2) if such request is required due to ex-
traordinary circumstances involving na-
tional security.

SEC. 611. The cost accounting standards
promulgated under chapter 15 of title 41,
United States Code shall not apply with re-
spect to a contract under the Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Program established
under chapter 89 of title 5, United States
Code.

SEC. 612. For the purpose of resolving liti-
gation and implementing any settlement
agreements regarding the nonforeign area
cost-of-living allowance program, the Office
of Personnel Management may accept and
utilize (without regard to any restriction on
unanticipated travel expenses imposed in an
Appropriations Act) funds made available to
the Office of Personnel Management pursu-
ant to court approval.

SEC. 613. No funds appropriated by this Act
shall be available to pay for an abortion, or
the administrative expenses in connection
with any health plan under the Federal em-
ployees health benefits program which pro-
vides any benefits or coverage for abortions.

SEC. 614. The provision of section 613 shall
not apply where the life of the mother would
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be endangered if the fetus were carried to
term, or the pregnancy is the result of an act
of rape or incest.

SEC. 615. In order to promote Government
access to commercial information tech-
nology, the restriction on purchasing non-
domestic articles, materials, and supplies set
forth in chapter 83 of title 41, United States
Code (popularly known as the Buy American
Act), shall not apply to the acquisition by
the Federal Government of information
technology (as defined in section 11101 of
title 40, United States Code), that is a com-
mercial item (as defined in section 103 of
title 41, United States Code).

SEC. 616. Notwithstanding section 1353 of
title 31, United States Code, no officer or em-
ployee of any regulatory agency or commis-
sion funded by this Act may accept on behalf
of that agency, nor may such agency or com-
mission accept, payment or reimbursement
from a non-Federal entity for travel, subsist-
ence, or related expenses for the purpose of
enabling an officer or employee to attend
and participate in any meeting or similar
function relating to the official duties of the
officer or employee when the entity offering
payment or reimbursement is a person or en-
tity subject to regulation by such agency or
commission, or represents a person or entity
subject to regulation by such agency or com-
mission, unless the person or entity is an or-
ganization described in section 501(c)(3) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and ex-
empt from tax under section 501(a) of such
Code.

SEC. 617. Notwithstanding section 708 of
this Act, funds made available to the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission and the
Securities and Exchange Commission by this
or any other Act may be used for the inter-
agency funding and sponsorship of a joint ad-
visory committee to advise on emerging reg-
ulatory issues.

SEC. 618. (a)(1) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, an Executive agency cov-
ered by this Act otherwise authorized to
enter into contracts for either leases or the
construction or alteration of real property
for office, meeting, storage, or other space
must consult with the General Services Ad-
ministration before issuing a solicitation for
offers of new leases or construction con-
tracts, and in the case of succeeding leases,
before entering into negotiations with the
current lessor.

(2) Any such agency with authority to
enter into an emergency lease may do so
during any period declared by the President
to require emergency leasing authority with
respect to such agency.

(b) For purposes of this section, the term
‘“‘Executive agency covered by this Act”
means any Executive agency provided funds
by this Act, but does not include the General
Services Administration or the United
States Postal Service.

SEC. 619. (a) There are appropriated for the
following activities the amounts required
under current law:

(1) Compensation of the President (3 U.S.C.
102).

(2) Payments to—

(A) the Judicial Officers’ Retirement Fund
(28 U.S.C. 377(0));

(B) the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities Fund
(28 U.S.C. 376(c)); and

(C) the United States Court of Federal
Claims Judges’ Retirement Fund (28 U.S.C.
178(1)).

(3) Payment of Government contribu-
tions—

(A) with respect to the health benefits of
retired employees, as authorized by chapter
89 of title 5, United States Code, and the Re-
tired Federal Employees Health Benefits Act
(74 Stat. 849); and
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(B) with respect to the life insurance bene-
fits for employees retiring after December
31, 1989 (5 U.S.C. ch. 87).

(4) Payment to finance the unfunded liabil-
ity of new and increased annuity benefits
under the Civil Service Retirement and Dis-
ability Fund (5 U.S.C. 8348).

(5) Payment of annuities authorized to be
paid from the Civil Service Retirement and
Disability Fund by statutory provisions
other than subchapter III of chapter 83 or
chapter 84 of title 5, United States Code.

(b) Nothing in this section may be con-
strued to exempt any amount appropriated
by this section from any otherwise applica-
ble limitation on the use of funds contained
in this Act.

SEC. 620. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Federal Trade
Commission to complete the draft report en-
titled ‘‘Interagency Working Group on Food
Marketed to Children: Preliminary Proposed
Nutrition Principles to Guide Industry Self-
Regulatory Efforts’” unless the Interagency
Working Group on Food Marketed to Chil-
dren complies with Executive Order No.
13563.

SEC. 621. None of the funds in this Act may
be used for the Director of the Office of Per-
sonnel Management to award a contract,
enter an extension of, or exercise an option
on a contract to a contractor conducting the
final quality review processes for back-
ground investigation fieldwork services or
background investigation support services
that, as of the date of the award of the con-
tract, are being conducted by that con-
tractor.

SEC. 622. (a) The head of each executive
branch agency funded by this Act shall en-
sure that the Chief Information Officer of
the agency has the authority to participate
in decisions regarding the budget planning
process related to information technology.

(b) Amounts appropriated for any execu-
tive branch agency funded by this Act that
are available for information technology
shall be allocated within the agency, con-
sistent with the provisions of appropriations
Acts and budget guidelines and recommenda-
tions from the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget, in such manner as
specified by, or approved by, the Chief Infor-
mation Officer of the agency in consultation
with the Chief Financial Officer of the agen-
cy and budget officials.

SEC. 623. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of
chapter 29, 31, or 33 of title 44, United States
Code.

SEC. 624. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by a governmental
entity to require the disclosure by a provider
of electronic communication service to the
public or remote computing service of the
contents of a wire or electronic communica-
tion that is in electronic storage with the
provider (as such terms are defined in sec-
tions 2510 and 2711 of title 18, United States
Code) in a manner that violates the Fourth
Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States.

SEC. 625. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be used by the Federal Commu-
nications Commission to modify, amend, or
change the rules or regulations of the Com-
mission for universal service high-cost sup-
port for competitive eligible telecommuni-
cations carriers in a way that is inconsistent
with paragraph (e)(6) or (e)(6) of section
54.307 of title 47, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, as in effect on July 15, 2015: Provided,
That this section shall not prohibit the Com-
mission from considering, developing, or
adopting other support mechanisms as an al-
ternative to Mobility Fund Phase II.

SEC. 626. No funds provided in this Act
shall be used to deny an Inspector General
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funded under this Act timely access to any
records, documents, or other materials avail-
able to the department or agency over which
that Inspector General has responsibilities
under the Inspector General Act of 1978, or to
prevent or impede that Inspector General’s
access to such records, documents, or other
materials, under any provision of law, except
a provision of law that expressly refers to
the Inspector General and expressly limits
the Inspector General’s right of access. A de-
partment or agency covered by this section
shall provide its Inspector General with ac-
cess to all such records, documents, and
other materials in a timely manner. Each In-
spector General shall ensure compliance
with statutory limitations on disclosure rel-
evant to the information provided by the es-
tablishment over which that Inspector Gen-
eral has responsibilities under the Inspector
General Act of 1978. Each Inspector General
covered by this section shall report to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate within 5
calendar days any failures to comply with
this requirement.

SEC. 627. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to maintain or
establish a computer network unless such
network blocks the viewing, downloading,
and exchanging of pornography.

(b) Nothing in subsection (a) shall limit
the use of funds necessary for any Federal,
State, tribal, or local law enforcement agen-
cy or any other entity carrying out criminal
investigations, prosecution, adjudication ac-
tivities, or other law enforcement- or victim
assistance-related activity.

SEC. 628. None of the funds appropriated or
other-wise made available by this Act may
be used to pay award or incentive fees for
contractors whose performance has been
judged to be below satisfactory, behind
schedule, over budget, or has failed to meet
the basic requirements of a contract, unless
the Agency determines that any such devi-
ations are due to unforeseeable events, gov-
ernment-driven scope changes, or are not
significant within the overall scope of the
project and/or program and unless such
awards or incentive fees are consistent with
16.401(e)(2) of the Federal Acquisition Regu-
lation.

SEC. 629. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able under this Act may be used to pay for
travel and conference activities that result
in a total cost to an Executive branch de-
partment, agency, board or commission of
more than $500,000 at any single conference
unless the agency or entity determines that
such attendance is in the national interest
and advance notice is transmitted to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate that in-
cludes the basis of that determination.

(b) None of the funds made available under
this Act may be used to pay for the travel to
or attendance of more than 50 employees,
who are stationed in the United States, at
any single conference occurring outside the
United States unless the agency or entity de-
termines that such attendance is in the na-
tional interest and advance notice is trans-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate that includes the basis of that deter-
mination.

SEC. 630. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for first-class or
business-class travel by the employees of ex-
ecutive branch agencies funded by this Act
in contravention of sections 301-10.122
through 301-10.125 of title 41, Code of Federal
Regulations.

SEC. 631. In addition to any amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available for ex-
penses related to enhancements to
www.oversight.gov, $1,000,000, to remain
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available until expended, shall be provided
for an additional amount for such purpose to
the Inspectors General Council Fund estab-
lished pursuant to Section 11(c)(3)(B) of the
Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.):
Provided, That these amounts shall be in ad-
dition to any amounts or any authority
available to the Council of the Inspectors
General on Integrity and Efficiency under
section 11 of the Inspector General Act of
1978 (5 U.S.C. App.).

SEC. 632. None of the funds made available
by this Act or any other Act may be obli-
gated or expended—

(1) to reorganize or transfer any function
or authority of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement to the General Services Adminis-
tration or the Office of Management and
Budget; or

(2) to enter into or carry out any outsourc-
ing or interagency agreement between the
Office of Personnel Management and the
General Services Administration not in ef-
fect before October 1, 2018.

SEC. 633. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to penalize a finan-
cial institution solely because the institu-
tion provides financial services to an entity
that is a manufacturer, a producer, or a per-
son that participates in any business or or-
ganized activity that involves handling
marijuana, marijuana products, or mari-
juana proceeds, and engages in such activity
pursuant to a law established by a State, po-
litical subdivision of a State, or Indian
Tribe: Provided, That the term ‘‘State’’
means each of the several States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and any territory or pos-
session of the United States.

SEC. 634. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pro-
pose, promulgate, or implement any rule,
principle, policy, standard, or guidance, or
take any other action with respect to,
changing the 2017 methodology prescribed by
the Office of Management and Budget for de-
termining the Official Poverty Measure.

SEC. 635. Of the unobligated balances from
prior year appropriations available under the
heading ‘‘Small Business Administration—
Business Loans Program Account’ heading,
$16,369,000 are hereby permanently rescinded:
Provided, That no amounts may be rescinded
under this section from amounts that were
designated by the Congress as an emergency
requirement pursuant to a concurrent reso-
lution on the budget or the Balanced Budget
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985.

TITLE VII

GENERAL PROVISIONS—GOVERNMENT-
WIDE

DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, AND CORPORATIONS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 701. No department, agency, or instru-
mentality of the United States receiving ap-
propriated funds under this or any other Act
for fiscal year 2020 shall obligate or expend
any such funds, unless such department,
agency, or instrumentality has in place, and
will continue to administer in good faith, a
written policy designed to ensure that all of
its workplaces are free from the illegal use,
possession, or distribution of controlled sub-
stances (as defined in the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 802)) by the officers
and employees of such department, agency,
or instrumentality.

SEC. 702. Unless otherwise specifically pro-
vided, the maximum amount allowable dur-
ing the current fiscal year in accordance
with subsection 1343(c) of title 31, United
States Code, for the purchase of any pas-
senger motor vehicle (exclusive of buses, am-
bulances, law enforcement vehicles, protec-
tive vehicles, and undercover surveillance
vehicles), is hereby fixed at $19,947 except
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station wagons for which the maximum shall
be $19,997: Provided, That these limits may be
exceeded by not to exceed $7,250 for police-
type vehicles: Provided further, That the lim-
its set forth in this section may not be ex-
ceeded by more than 5 percent for electric or
hybrid vehicles purchased for demonstration
under the provisions of the Electric and Hy-
brid Vehicle Research, Development, and
Demonstration Act of 1976: Provided further,
That the limits set forth in this section may
be exceeded by the incremental cost of clean
alternative fuels vehicles acquired pursuant
to Public Law 101-549 over the cost of com-
parable conventionally fueled vehicles: Pro-
vided further, That the limits set forth in this
section shall not apply to any vehicle that is
a commercial item and which operates on al-
ternative fuel, including but not limited to
electric, plug-in hybrid electric, and hydro-
gen fuel cell vehicles.

SEC. 703. Appropriations of the executive
departments and independent establishments
for the current fiscal year available for ex-
penses of travel, or for the expenses of the
activity concerned, are hereby made avail-
able for quarters allowances and cost-of-liv-
ing allowances, in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
5922-5924.

SEC. 704. Unless otherwise specified in law
during the current fiscal year, no part of any
appropriation contained in this or any other
Act shall be used to pay the compensation of
any officer or employee of the Government
of the United States (including any agency
the majority of the stock of which is owned
by the Government of the United States)
whose post of duty is in the continental
United States unless such person: (1) is a cit-
izen of the United States; (2) is a person who
is lawfully admitted for permanent residence
and is seeking citizenship as outlined in 8
U.S.C. 1324b(a)(3)(B); (3) is a person who is
admitted as a refugee under 8 U.S.C. 1157 or
is granted asylum under 8 U.S.C. 1158 and has
filed a declaration of intention to become a
lawful permanent resident and then a citizen
when eligible; (4) is a person who owes alle-
giance to the United States; or (b) is a person
who is authorized to be employed in the
United States pursuant to the Deferred Ac-
tion for Childhood Arrivals program estab-
lished under the memorandum of the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security dated June 15,
2012: Provided, That for purposes of this sec-
tion, affidavits signed by any such person
shall be considered prima facie evidence that
the requirements of this section with respect
to his or her status are being complied with:
Provided further, That for purposes of sub-
sections (2) and (3) such affidavits shall be
submitted prior to employment and updated
thereafter as necessary: Provided further,
That any person making a false affidavit
shall be guilty of a felony, and upon convic-
tion, shall be fined no more than $4,000 or
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both:
Provided further, That the above penal clause
shall be in addition to, and not in substi-
tution for, any other provisions of existing
law: Provided further, That any payment
made to any officer or employee contrary to
the provisions of this section shall be recov-
erable in action by the Federal Government:
Provided further, That this section shall not
apply to any person who is an officer or em-
ployee of the Government of the United
States on the date of enactment of this Act,
or to international broadcasters employed by
the Broadcasting Board of Governors, or to
temporary employment of translators, or to
temporary employment in the field service
(not to exceed 60 days) as a result of emer-
gencies: Provided further, That this section
does not apply to the employment as
Wildland firefighters for not more than 120
days of nonresident aliens employed by the
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Department of the Interior or the USDA For-
est Service pursuant to an agreement with
another country.

SEC. 705. Appropriations available to any
department or agency during the current fis-
cal year for necessary expenses, including
maintenance or operating expenses, shall
also be available for payment to the General
Services Administration for charges for
space and services and those expenses of ren-
ovation and alteration of buildings and fa-
cilities which constitute public improve-
ments performed in accordance with the
Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 479),
the Public Buildings Amendments of 1972 (86
Stat. 216), or other applicable law.

SEC. 706. In addition to funds provided in
this or any other Act, all Federal agencies
are authorized to receive and use funds re-
sulting from the sale of materials, including
Federal records disposed of pursuant to a
records schedule recovered through recycling
or waste prevention programs. Such funds
shall be available until expended for the fol-
lowing purposes:

(1) Acquisition, waste reduction and pre-
vention, and recycling programs as described
in Executive Order No. 13834 (May 17, 2018),
including any such programs adopted prior
to the effective date of the Executive order.

(2) Other Federal agency environmental
management programs, including, but not
limited to, the development and implemen-
tation of hazardous waste management and
pollution prevention programs.

(3) Other employee programs as authorized
by law or as deemed appropriate by the head
of the Federal agency.

SEC. 707. Funds made available by this or
any other Act for administrative expenses in
the current fiscal year of the corporations
and agencies subject to chapter 91 of title 31,
United States Code, shall be available, in ad-
dition to objects for which such funds are
otherwise available, for rent in the District
of Columbia; services in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 3109; and the objects specified under
this head, all the provisions of which shall be
applicable to the expenditure of such funds
unless otherwise specified in the Act by
which they are made available: Provided,
That in the event any functions budgeted as
administrative expenses are subsequently
transferred to or paid from other funds, the
limitations on administrative expenses shall
be correspondingly reduced.

SEC. 708. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be
available for interagency financing of boards
(except Federal Executive Boards), commis-
sions, councils, committees, or similar
groups (whether or not they are interagency
entities) which do not have a prior and spe-
cific statutory approval to receive financial
support from more than one agency or in-
strumentality.

SEC. 709. None of the funds made available
pursuant to the provisions of this or any
other Act shall be used to implement, admin-
ister, or enforce any regulation which has
been disapproved pursuant to a joint resolu-
tion duly adopted in accordance with the ap-
plicable law of the United States.

SEcC. 710. (a) During the period in which an
individual is the head of a department or an
agency, or occupies a position in the Federal
Government that requires confirmation by
the Senate, no funds may be obligated or ex-
pended in excess of $5,000 to furnish or re-
decorate the office of such individual, or to
purchase furniture or make improvements
for any such office, unless advance notice of
such furnishing or redecoration is trans-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate.

(b) The notification required under sub-
section (a) shall include a justification for
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any expense that relates to health and safe-
ty, an explanation of how the expenses align
with and advance the agency mission, and a
report that includes the following:

(1) Whether a hiring freeze is in place at
the agency.

(2) Information on agency staffing levels,
including a list of positions that have been
vacant for over 120 days, and an explanation
as to what barriers or disruptions have pre-
vented such positions from being filled.

(3) Any delays longer than 30 days in the
administration of grants with the potential
to impact public health or safety.

(4) The number of pending FOIA requests,
including the number of requests that the
agency failed to respond to within 20 days of
initial receipt.

(5) A list of outstanding recommendations
from the Government Accountability Office
on how to improve agency operations.

(¢) Any individual found in violation of
this section, as determined by an agency in-
spector general or the Director of the Office
of Management and Budget, shall pay, into
the general fund of the Treasury, an amount
equal to the expenses obligated or expended
in excess of $5,000, plus interest (calculated
at the rate equal to the interest rate for a
Federal Direct PLUS Loan, in accordance
with 20 U.S.C. 1087(e)).

(d) For the purposes of this section, the
term ‘‘office’” shall include the entire suite
of offices assigned to the individual, as well
as any other space used primarily by the in-
dividual or the use of which is directly con-
trolled by the individual.

SEC. 711. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346, or
section 708 of this Act, funds made available
for the current fiscal year by this or any
other Act shall be available for the inter-
agency funding of national security and
emergency preparedness telecommunications
initiatives which benefit multiple Federal
departments, agencies, or entities, as pro-
vided by Executive Order No. 13618 (July 6,
2012).

SEC. 712. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be obli-
gated or expended by any department, agen-
cy, or other instrumentality of the Federal
Government to pay the salaries or expenses
of any individual appointed to a position of
a confidential or policy-determining char-
acter that is excepted from the competitive
service under section 3302 of title 5, United
States Code, (pursuant to schedule C of sub-
part C of part 213 of title 5 of the Code of
Federal Regulations) unless the head of the
applicable department, agency, or other in-
strumentality employing such schedule C in-
dividual certifies to the Director of the Of-
fice of Personnel Management that the
schedule C position occupied by the indi-
vidual was not created solely or primarily in
order to detail the individual to the White
House.

(b) The provisions of this section shall not
apply to Federal employees or members of
the armed forces detailed to or from an ele-
ment of the intelligence community (as that
term is defined under section 3(4) of the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947 (b0 TU.S.C.
3003(4))).

SEC. 713. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be
available for the payment of the salary of
any officer or employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment, who—

(1) prohibits or prevents, or attempts or
threatens to prohibit or prevent, any other
officer or employee of the Federal Govern-
ment from having any direct oral or written
communication or contact with any Member,
committee, or subcommittee of the Congress
in connection with any matter pertaining to
the employment of such other officer or em-
ployee or pertaining to the department or
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agency of such other officer or employee in
any way, irrespective of whether such com-
munication or contact is at the initiative of
such other officer or employee or in response
to the request or inquiry of such Member,
committee, or subcommittee; or

(2) removes, suspends from duty without
pay, demotes, reduces in rank, seniority, sta-
tus, pay, or performance or efficiency rating,
denies promotion to, relocates, reassigns,
transfers, disciplines, or discriminates in re-
gard to any employment right, entitlement,
or benefit, or any term or condition of em-
ployment of, any other officer or employee
of the Federal Government, or attempts or
threatens to commit any of the foregoing ac-
tions with respect to such other officer or
employee, by reason of any communication
or contact of such other officer or employee
with any Member, committee, or sub-
committee of the Congress as described in
paragraph (1).

SEC. 714. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this or any other Act may be obli-
gated or expended for any employee training
that—

(1) does not meet identified needs for
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties;

(2) contains elements likely to induce high
levels of emotional response or psychological
stress in some participants;

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used
in the training and written end of course
evaluation;

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief
systems or ‘‘new age’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission Notice N-915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change,
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace.

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit,
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency
from conducting training bearing directly
upon the performance of official duties.

SEcC. 715. No part of any funds appropriated
in this or any other Act shall be used by an
agency of the executive branch, other than
for normal and recognized executive-legisla-
tive relationships, for publicity or propa-
ganda purposes, and for the preparation, dis-
tribution or use of any kit, pamphlet, book-
let, publication, radio, television, or film
presentation designed to support or defeat
legislation pending before the Congress, ex-
cept in presentation to the Congress itself.

SEC. 716. None of the funds appropriated by
this or any other Act may be used by an
agency to provide a Federal employee’s
home address to any labor organization ex-
cept when the employee has authorized such
disclosure or when such disclosure has been
ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction.

SEC. 717. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pro-
vide any non-public information such as
mailing, telephone, or electronic mailing
lists to any person or any organization out-
side of the Federal Government without the
approval of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate.

SEC. 718. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be used
directly or indirectly, including by private
contractor, for publicity or propaganda pur-
poses within the United States not here-
tofore authorized by Congress.

SEC. 719. (a) In this section, the term
‘“‘agency’’—

(1) means an Executive agency, as defined
under 5 U.S.C. 105; and

(2) includes a military department, as de-
fined under section 102 of such title, the
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United States Postal Service, and the Postal
Regulatory Commission.

(b) Unless authorized in accordance with
law or regulations to use such time for other
purposes, an employee of an agency shall use
official time in an honest effort to perform
official duties. An employee not under a
leave system, including a Presidential ap-
pointee exempted under 5 U.S.C. 6301(2), has
an obligation to expend an honest effort and
a reasonable proportion of such employee’s
time in the performance of official duties.

SEC. 720. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346
and section 708 of this Act, funds made avail-
able for the current fiscal year by this or any
other Act to any department or agency,
which is a member of the Federal Account-
ing Standards Advisory Board (FASAB),
shall be available to finance an appropriate
share of FASAB administrative costs.

SEC. 721. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346
and section 708 of this Act, the head of each
Executive department and agency is hereby
authorized to transfer to or reimburse ‘‘Gen-
eral Services Administration, Government-
wide Policy” with the approval of the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget,
funds made available for the current fiscal
year by this or any other Act, including re-
bates from charge card and other contracts:
Provided, That these funds shall be adminis-
tered by the Administrator of General Serv-
ices to support Government-wide and other
multi-agency financial, information tech-
nology, procurement, and other management
innovations, initiatives, and activities, in-
cluding improving coordination and reducing
duplication, as approved by the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget, in
consultation with the appropriate inter-
agency and multi-agency groups designated
by the Director (including the President’s
Management Council for overall manage-
ment improvement initiatives, the Chief Fi-
nancial Officers Council for financial man-
agement initiatives, the Chief Information
Officers Council for information technology
initiatives, the Chief Human Capital Officers
Council for human capital initiatives, the
Chief Acquisition Officers Council for pro-
curement initiatives, and the Performance
Improvement Council for performance im-
provement initiatives): Provided further,
That the total funds transferred or reim-
bursed shall not exceed $15,000,000 to improve
coordination, reduce duplication, and for
other activities related to Federal Govern-
ment Priority Goals established by 31 U.S.C.
1120, and not to exceed $17,000,000 for Govern-
ment-Wide innovations, initiatives, and ac-
tivities: Provided further, That the funds
transferred to or for reimbursement of ‘“‘Gen-
eral Services Administration, Government-
wide Policy” during fiscal year 2020 shall re-
main available for obligation through Sep-
tember 30, 2021: Provided further, That such
transfers or reimbursements may only be
made after 15 days following notification of
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate by
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget.

SEC. 722. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, a woman may breastfeed her
child at any location in a Federal building or
on Federal property, if the woman and her
child are otherwise authorized to be present
at the location.

SEC. 723. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346, or
section 708 of this Act, funds made available
for the current fiscal year by this or any
other Act shall be available for the inter-
agency funding of specific projects, work-
shops, studies, and similar efforts to carry
out the purposes of the National Science and
Technology Council (authorized by Execu-
tive Order No. 12881), which benefit multiple
Federal departments, agencies, or entities:
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Provided, That the Office of Management and
Budget shall provide a report describing the
budget of and resources connected with the
National Science and Technology Council to
the Committees on Appropriations, the
House Committee on Science and Tech-
nology, and the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation 90 days
after enactment of this Act.

SEC. 724. Any request for proposals, solici-
tation, grant application, form, notification,
press release, or other publications involving
the distribution of Federal funds shall com-
ply with any relevant requirements in part
200 of title 2, Code of Federal Regulations:
Provided, That this section shall apply to di-
rect payments, formula funds, and grants re-
ceived by a State receiving Federal funds.

SEC. 725. (a) PROHIBITION OF FEDERAL AGEN-
CY MONITORING OF INDIVIDUALS’ INTERNET
USE.—None of the funds made available in
this or any other Act may be used by any
Federal agency—

(1) to collect, review, or create any aggre-
gation of data, derived from any means, that
includes any personally identifiable informa-
tion relating to an individual’s access to or
use of any Federal Government Internet site
of the agency; or

(2) to enter into any agreement with a
third party (including another government
agency) to collect, review, or obtain any ag-
gregation of data, derived from any means,
that includes any personally identifiable in-
formation relating to an individual’s access
to or use of any nongovernmental Internet
site.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitations estab-
lished in subsection (a) shall not apply to—

(1) any record of aggregate data that does
not identify particular persons;

(2) any voluntary submission of personally
identifiable information;

(3) any action taken for law enforcement,
regulatory, or supervisory purposes, in ac-
cordance with applicable law; or

(4) any action described in subsection (a)(1)
that is a system security action taken by the
operator of an Internet site and is nec-
essarily incident to providing the Internet
site services or to protecting the rights or
property of the provider of the Internet site.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section:

(1) The term ‘‘regulatory’ means agency
actions to implement, interpret or enforce
authorities provided in law.

(2) The term ‘‘supervisory’” means exami-
nations of the agency’s supervised institu-
tions, including assessing safety and sound-
ness, overall financial condition, manage-
ment practices and policies and compliance
with applicable standards as provided in law.

SEC. 726. (a) None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used to enter into or
renew a contract which includes a provision
providing prescription drug coverage, except
where the contract also includes a provision
for contraceptive coverage.

(b) Nothing in this section shall apply to a
contract with—

(1) any of the following religious plans:

(A) Personal Care’s HMO; and

(B) OSF HealthPlans, Inc.; and

(2) any existing or future plan, if the car-
rier for the plan objects to such coverage on
the basis of religious beliefs.

(c) In implementing this section, any plan
that enters into or renews a contract under
this section may not subject any individual
to discrimination on the basis that the indi-
vidual refuses to prescribe or otherwise pro-
vide for contraceptives because such activi-
ties would be contrary to the individual’s re-
ligious beliefs or moral convictions.

(d) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to require coverage of abortion or
abortion-related services.
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SEC. 727. The United States is committed
to ensuring the health of its Olympic, Pan
American, and Paralympic athletes, and sup-
ports the strict adherence to anti-doping in
sport through testing, adjudication, edu-
cation, and research as performed by nation-
ally recognized oversight authorities.

SEC. 728. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated for official
travel to Federal departments and agencies
may be used by such departments and agen-
cies, if consistent with Office of Management
and Budget Circular A-126 regarding official
travel for Government personnel, to partici-
pate in the fractional aircraft ownership
pilot program.

SEC. 729. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds appropriated or
made available under this or any other ap-
propriations Act may be used to implement
or enforce restrictions or limitations on the
Coast Guard Congressional Fellowship Pro-
gram, or to implement the proposed regula-
tions of the Office of Personnel Management
to add sections 300.311 through 300.316 to part
300 of title 5 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, published in the Federal Register, vol-
ume 68, number 174, on September 9, 2003 (re-
lating to the detail of executive branch em-
ployees to the legislative branch).

SEC. 730. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, no executive branch agency shall
purchase, construct, or lease any additional
facilities, except within or contiguous to ex-
isting locations, to be used for the purpose of
conducting Federal law enforcement train-
ing without the advance approval of the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate, except
that the Federal Law Enforcement Training
Center is authorized to obtain the temporary
use of additional facilities by lease, contract,
or other agreement for training which can-
not be accommodated in existing Center fa-
cilities.

SEC. 731. Unless otherwise authorized by
existing law, none of the funds provided in
this or any other Act may be used by an ex-
ecutive branch agency to produce any pre-
packaged news story intended for broadcast
or distribution in the United States, unless
the story includes a clear notification within
the text or audio of the prepackaged news
story that the prepackaged news story was
prepared or funded by that executive branch
agency.

SEC. 732. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of
section 5562a of title 5, United States Code
(popularly known as the Privacy Act), and
regulations implementing that section.

SEC. 733. (a) IN GENERAL.—None of the
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be used for
any Federal Government contract with any
foreign incorporated entity which is treated
as an inverted domestic corporation under
section 835(b) of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(b)) or any subsidiary of
such an entity.

(b) WAIVERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any Secretary shall waive
subsection (a) with respect to any Federal
Government contract under the authority of
such Secretary if the Secretary determines
that the waiver is required in the interest of
national security.

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Any Secretary
issuing a waiver under paragraph (1) shall re-
port such issuance to Congress.

(¢c) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not
apply to any Federal Government contract
entered into before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, or to any task order issued
pursuant to such contract.

SEC. 734. During fiscal year 2020, for each
employee who—

(1) retires under section 8336(d)(2) or
8414(b)(1)(B) of title 5, United States Code; or
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(2) retires under any other provision of
subchapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84 of
such title 5 and receives a payment as an in-
centive to separate, the separating agency
shall remit to the Civil Service Retirement
and Disability Fund an amount equal to the
Office of Personnel Management’s average
unit cost of processing a retirement claim
for the preceding fiscal year. Such amounts
shall be available until expended to the Of-
fice of Personnel Management and shall be
deemed to be an administrative expense
under section 8348(a)(1)(B) of title 5, United
States Code.

SEC. 735. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pay
for the painting of a portrait of an officer or
employee of the Federal government, includ-
ing the President, the Vice President, a
member of Congress (including a Delegate or
a Resident Commissioner to Congress), the
head of an executive branch agency (as de-
fined in section 133 of title 41, United States
Code), or the head of an office of the legisla-
tive branch.

SEC. 736. (a)(1) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, and except as otherwise
provided in this section, no part of any of the
funds appropriated for fiscal year 2020, by
this or any other Act, may be used to pay
any prevailing rate employee described in
section 5342(a)(2)(A) of title 5, United States
Code—

(A) during the period from the date of expi-
ration of the limitation imposed by the com-
parable section for the previous fiscal years
until the normal effective date of the appli-
cable wage survey adjustment that is to take
effect in fiscal year 2020, in an amount that
exceeds the rate payable for the applicable
grade and step of the applicable wage sched-
ule in accordance with such section; and

(B) during the period consisting of the re-
mainder of fiscal year 2020, in an amount
that exceeds, as a result of a wage survey ad-
justment, the rate payable under subpara-
graph (A) by more than the sum of—

(i) the percentage adjustment taking effect
in fiscal year 2020 under section 5303 of title
5, United States Code, in the rates of pay
under the General Schedule; and

(ii) the difference between the overall aver-
age percentage of the locality-based com-
parability payments taking effect in fiscal
year 2020 under section 5304 of such title
(whether by adjustment or otherwise), and
the overall average percentage of such pay-
ments which was effective in the previous
fiscal year under such section.

(2) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, no prevailing rate employee described in
subparagraph (B) or (C) of section 5342(a)(2)
of title 5, United States Code, and no em-
ployee covered by section 5348 of such title,
may be paid during the periods for which
paragraph (1) is in effect at a rate that ex-
ceeds the rates that would be payable under
paragraph (1) were paragraph (1) applicable
to such employee.

(3) For the purposes of this subsection, the
rates payable to an employee who is covered
by this subsection and who is paid from a
schedule not in existence on September 30,
2019, shall be determined under regulations
prescribed by the Office of Personnel Man-
agement.

(4) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, rates of premium pay for employees sub-
ject to this subsection may not be changed
from the rates in effect on September 30,
2019, except to the extent determined by the
Office of Personnel Management to be con-
sistent with the purpose of this subsection.

(5) This subsection shall apply with respect
to pay for service performed after September
30, 2019.

(6) For the purpose of administering any
provision of law (including any rule or regu-
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lation that provides premium pay, retire-
ment, life insurance, or any other employee
benefit) that requires any deduction or con-
tribution, or that imposes any requirement
or limitation on the basis of a rate of salary
or basic pay, the rate of salary or basic pay
payable after the application of this sub-
section shall be treated as the rate of salary
or basic pay.

(7) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
sidered to permit or require the payment to
any employee covered by this subsection at a
rate in excess of the rate that would be pay-
able were this subsection not in effect.

(8) The Office of Personnel Management
may provide for exceptions to the limita-
tions imposed by this subsection if the Office
determines that such exceptions are nec-
essary to ensure the recruitment or reten-
tion of qualified employees.

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the ad-
justment in rates of basic pay for the statu-
tory pay systems that take place in fiscal
year 2020 under sections 5344 and 5348 of title
5, United States Code, shall be—

(1) not less than the percentage received by
employees in the same location whose rates
of basic pay are adjusted pursuant to the
statutory pay systems under sections 5303
and 5304 of title 5, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That prevailing rate employees at lo-
cations where there are no employees whose
pay is increased pursuant to sections 5303
and 5304 of title 5, United States Code, and
prevailing rate employees described in sec-
tion 5343(a)(5) of title 5, United States Code,
shall be considered to be located in the pay
locality designated as ‘“Rest of United
States’ pursuant to section 5304 of title 5,
United States Code, for purposes of this sub-
section; and

(2) effective as of the first day of the first
applicable pay period beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 2019.

SEC. 737. (a) The head of any Executive
branch department, agency, board, commis-
sion, or office funded by this or any other ap-
propriations Act shall submit annual reports
to the Inspector General or senior ethics offi-
cial for any entity without an Inspector Gen-
eral, regarding the costs and contracting
procedures related to each conference held
by any such department, agency, board, com-
mission, or office during fiscal year 2020 for
which the cost to the United States Govern-
ment was more than $100,000.

(b) Each report submitted shall include, for
each conference described in subsection (a)
held during the applicable period—

(1) a description of its purpose;

(2) the number of participants attending;

(3) a detailed statement of the costs to the
United States Government, including—

(A) the cost of any food or beverages;

(B) the cost of any audio-visual services;

(C) the cost of employee or contractor
travel to and from the conference; and

(D) a discussion of the methodology used
to determine which costs relate to the con-
ference; and

(4) a description of the contracting proce-
dures used including—

(A) whether contracts were awarded on a
competitive basis; and

(B) a discussion of any cost comparison
conducted by the departmental component
or office in evaluating potential contractors
for the conference.

(c) Within 15 days after the end of a quar-
ter, the head of any such department, agen-
cy, board, commission, or office shall notify
the Inspector General or senior ethics offi-
cial for any entity without an Inspector Gen-
eral, of the date, location, and number of em-
ployees attending a conference held by any
Executive branch department, agency, board,
commission, or office funded by this or any
other appropriations Act during fiscal year
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2020 for which the cost to the United States
Government was more than $20,000.

(d) A grant or contract funded by amounts
appropriated by this or any other appropria-
tions Act may not be used for the purpose of
defraying the costs of a conference described
in subsection (c¢) that is not directly and pro-
grammatically related to the purpose for
which the grant or contract was awarded,
such as a conference held in connection with
planning, training, assessment, review, or
other routine purposes related to a project
funded by the grant or contract.

(e) None of the funds made available in this
or any other appropriations Act may be used
for travel and conference activities that are
not in compliance with Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Memorandum M-12-12
dated May 11, 2012 or any subsequent revi-
sions to that memorandum.

SEC. 738. None of the funds made available
in this or any other appropriations Act may
be used to increase, eliminate, or reduce
funding for a program, project, or activity as
proposed in the President’s budget request
for a fiscal year until such proposed change
is subsequently enacted in an appropriation
Act, or unless such change is made pursuant
to the reprogramming or transfer provisions
of this or any other appropriations Act.

SEC. 739. None of the funds made available
by this or any other Act may be used to im-
plement, administer, enforce, or apply the
rule entitled ‘‘Competitive Area’ published
by the Office of Personnel Management in
the Federal Register on April 15, 2008 (73 Fed.
Reg. 20180 et seq.).

SEC. 740. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this or any
other Act may be used to begin or announce
a study or public-private competition re-
garding the conversion to contractor per-
formance of any function performed by Fed-
eral employees pursuant to Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Circular A-76 or any other
administrative regulation, directive, or pol-
icy.
SEC. 741. (a) None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or any
other Act may be available for a contract,
grant, or cooperative agreement with an en-
tity that requires employees or contractors
of such entity seeking to report fraud, waste,
or abuse to sign internal confidentiality
agreements or statements prohibiting or
otherwise restricting such employees or con-
tractors from lawfully reporting such waste,
fraud, or abuse to a designated investigative
or law enforcement representative of a Fed-
eral department or agency authorized to re-
ceive such information.

(b) The limitation in subsection (a) shall
not contravene requirements applicable to
Standard Form 312, Form 4414, or any other
form issued by a Federal department or
agency governing the nondisclosure of classi-
fied information.

SEC. 742. (a) No funds appropriated in this
or any other Act may be used to implement
or enforce the agreements in Standard
Forms 312 and 4414 of the Government or any
other nondisclosure policy, form, or agree-
ment if such policy, form, or agreement does
not contain the following provisions: ‘“These
provisions are consistent with and do not su-
persede, conflict with, or otherwise alter the
employee obligations, rights, or liabilities
created by existing statute or Executive
order relating to (1) classified information,
(2) communications to Congress, (3) the re-
porting to an Inspector General of a viola-
tion of any law, rule, or regulation, or mis-
management, a gross waste of funds, an
abuse of authority, or a substantial and spe-
cific danger to public health or safety, or (4)
any other whistleblower protection. The
definitions, requirements, obligations,
rights, sanctions, and liabilities created by
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controlling Executive orders and statutory
provisions are incorporated into this agree-
ment and are controlling.”’: Provided, That
notwithstanding the preceding provision of
this section, a nondisclosure policy form or
agreement that is to be executed by a person
connected with the conduct of an intel-
ligence or intelligence-related activity,
other than an employee or officer of the
United States Government, may contain pro-
visions appropriate to the particular activity
for which such document is to be used. Such
form or agreement shall, at a minimum, re-
quire that the person will not disclose any
classified information received in the course
of such activity unless specifically author-
ized to do so by the United States Govern-
ment. Such nondisclosure forms shall also
make it clear that they do not bar disclo-
sures to Congress, or to an authorized offi-
cial of an executive agency or the Depart-
ment of Justice, that are essential to report-
ing a substantial violation of law.

(b) A nondisclosure agreement may con-
tinue to be implemented and enforced not-
withstanding subsection (a) if it complies
with the requirements for such agreement
that were in effect when the agreement was
entered into.

(¢) No funds appropriated in this or any
other Act may be used to implement or en-
force any agreement entered into during fis-
cal year 2014 which does not contain substan-
tially similar language to that required in
subsection (a).

SEC. 743. None of the funds made available
by this or any other Act may be used to
enter into a contract, memorandum of un-
derstanding, or cooperative agreement with,
make a grant to, or provide a loan or loan
guarantee to, any corporation that has any
unpaid Federal tax liability that has been as-
sessed, for which all judicial and administra-
tive remedies have been exhausted or have
lapsed, and that is not being paid in a timely
manner pursuant to an agreement with the
authority responsible for collecting the tax
liability, where the awarding agency is
aware of the unpaid tax liability, unless a
Federal agency has considered suspension or
debarment of the corporation and has made
a determination that this further action is
not necessary to protect the interests of the
Government.

SEC. 744. None of the funds made available
by this or any other Act may be used to
enter into a contract, memorandum of un-
derstanding, or cooperative agreement with,
make a grant to, or provide a loan or loan
guarantee to, any corporation that was con-
victed of a felony criminal violation under
any Federal law within the preceding 24
months, where the awarding agency is aware
of the conviction, unless a Federal agency
has considered suspension or debarment of
the corporation and has made a determina-
tion that this further action is not necessary
to protect the interests of the Government.

SEC. 745. (a) During fiscal year 2020, on the
date on which a request is made for a trans-
fer of funds in accordance with section 1017
of Public Law 111-203, the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection shall notify the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of
Representatives, and the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the
Senate of such request.

(b) Any notification required by this sec-
tion shall be made available on the Bureau’s
public Web site.

SEC. 746. If, for fiscal year 2020, new budget
authority provided in appropriations Acts
exceeds the discretionary spending limit for
any category set forth in section 251(c) of the
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985 due to estimating dif-
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ferences with the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, an adjustment to the discretionary
spending limit in such category for fiscal
year 2020 shall be made by the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget in the
amount of the excess but the total of all
such adjustments shall not exceed 0.2 per-
cent of the sum of the adjusted discretionary
spending limits for all categories for that fis-
cal year.

SEC. 747. (a) The adjustment in rates of
basic pay for employees under the statutory
pay systems that takes effect in fiscal year
2020 under section 5303 of title 5, United
States Code, shall be an increase of 2.6 per-
cent, and the overall average percentage of
the adjustments taking effect in such fiscal
year under sections 5304 and 5304a of such
title 5 shall be an increase of 0.5 percent
(with comparability payments to be deter-
mined and allocated among pay localities by
the President). All adjustments under this
subsection shall be effective as of the first
day of the first applicable pay period begin-
ning on or after January 1, 2020.

(b) Notwithstanding section 737, the ad-
justment in rates of basic pay for the statu-
tory pay systems that take place in fiscal
year 2020 under sections 5344 and 5348 of title
5, United States Code, shall be no less than
the percentages in subsection (a) as employ-
ees in the same location whose rates of basic
pay are adjusted pursuant to the statutory
pay systems under section 5303, 5304, and
5304a of title 5, United States Code. Pre-
vailing rate employees at locations where
there are no employees whose pay is in-
creased pursuant to sections 5303, 5304, and
5304a of such title 5 and prevailing rate em-
ployees described in section 5343(a)(5) of such
title 5 shall be considered to be located in
the pay locality designated as ‘‘Rest of U.S.”
pursuant to section 5304 of such title 5 for
purposes of this subsection.

(¢) Funds used to carry out this section
shall be paid from appropriations, which are
made to each applicable department or agen-
cy for salaries and expenses for fiscal year
2020.

SEC. 748. (a) Notwithstanding the official
rate adjusted under section 104 of title 3,
United States Code, the rate payable to the
Vice President during calendar year 2020
shall be 3.1 percent above the rate payable to
the Vice President on December 31, 2019, by
operation of section 749 of division D of Pub-
lic Law 116-6.

(b) Notwithstanding the official rate ad-
justed under section 5318 of title 5, United
States Code, or any other provision of law,
the payable rate for an employee serving in
an Executive Schedule position, or in a posi-
tion for which the rate of pay is fixed by
statute at an Executive Schedule rate, shall
be increased by 3.1 percent (relative to the
preexisting rate payable) at the time the of-
ficial rate is adjusted in January 2020. Such
an employee may receive no other pay in-
crease during calendar year 2020, except as
provided in subsection (i).

(c) Notwithstanding section 401 of the For-
eign Service Act of 1980 (Public Law 96-465)
or any other provision of law, a chief of mis-
sion or ambassador at large is subject to sub-
section (b) in the same manner as other em-
ployees who are paid at an Executive Sched-
ule rate.

(d)(1) This subsection applies to—

(A) a noncareer appointee in the Senior Ex-
ecutive Service paid a rate of basic pay at or
above the official rate for level IV of the Ex-
ecutive Schedule; or

(B) a limited term appointee or limited
emergency appointee in the Senior Execu-
tive Service serving under a political ap-
pointment and paid a rate of basic pay at or
above the official rate for level IV of the Ex-
ecutive Schedule.
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(2) Notwithstanding sections 5382 and 5383
of title 5, United States Code, an employee
described in paragraph (1) who is serving at
the time official rates of the Executive
Schedule are adjusted may receive a single
increase in the employee’s pay rate of no
more than 3.1 percent during calendar year
2020, subject to the normally applicable pay
rules and pay limitations in effect on Decem-
ber 31, 2019, by operation of section 749 of di-
vision D of Public Law 116-6 after those pay
limitations are increased by 3.1 percent
(after applicable rounding). Such an em-
ployee may receive no other pay increase
during calendar year 2020, except as provided
in subsection (i).

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, any employee paid a rate of basic pay
(including any locality based payments
under section 5304 of title 5, United States
Code, or similar authority) at or above the
official rate for level IV of the Executive
Schedule who serves under a political ap-
pointment, and who is serving at the time of-
ficial rates of the Executive Schedule are ad-
justed, may receive a single increase in the
employee’s pay rate of no more than 3.1 per-
cent during calendar year 2020, subject to the
normally applicable pay rules and pay limi-
tations in effect on December 31, 2019, by op-
eration of section 749 of division D of Public
Law 116-6 after those pay limitations are in-
creased by 3.1 percent (after applicable
rounding). Such an employee may receive no
other pay increase during calendar year 2020,
except as provided in subsection (i). This
subsection does not apply to employees in
the General Schedule pay system or the For-
eign Service pay system, to employees ap-
pointed under section 3161 of title 5, United
States Code, or to employees in another pay
system whose position would be classified at
GS-15 or below if chapter 51 of title 5, United
States Code, applied to them.

(f) Nothing in subsections (b) through (e)
shall prevent employees who do not serve
under a political appointment from receiving
pay increases as otherwise provided under
applicable law.

(g) This section does not apply to an indi-
vidual who makes an election to retain Sen-
ior Executive Service basic pay under sec-
tion 3392(c) of title 5, United States Code, for
such time as that election is in effect.

(h) This section does not apply to an indi-
vidual who makes an election to retain Sen-
ior Foreign Service pay entitlements under
section 302(b) of the Foreign Service Act of
1980 (Public Law 96-465) for such time as that
election is in effect.

(i) Notwithstanding subsections (b)
through (e), an employee in a covered posi-
tion may receive a pay rate increase upon an
authorized movement to a different covered
position only if that new position has higher-
level duties and a pre-established level or
range of pay higher than the level or range
for the position held immediately before the
movement. Any such increase must be based
on the rates of pay and applicable pay limi-
tations in effect on December 31, 2019, by op-
eration of section 749 of division D of Public
Law 116-6 after those rates and pay limita-
tions are increased by 3.1 percent (after ap-
plicable rounding).

(j) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, for an individual who is newly appointed
to a covered position during the period of
time subject to this section, the initial pay
rate shall be based on the rates of pay and
applicable pay limitations in effect on De-
cember 31, 2019, by operation of section 749 of
division D of Public Law 116-6 after those
rates and pay limitations are increased by
3.1 percent (after applicable rounding).

(k) If an employee affected by this section
is subject to a biweekly pay period that be-
gins in calendar year 2020 but ends in cal-
endar year 2021, the bar on the employee’s
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receipt of pay rate increases shall apply
through the end of that pay period.

(1) For the purpose of this section, the
term ‘‘covered position’” means a position
occupied by an employee whose pay is re-
stricted under this section.

(m) This section takes effect on the first
day of the first applicable pay period begin-
ning on or after January 1, 2020.

SEC. 749. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be used to
administer, implement, or enforce any col-
lective bargaining agreement, or any article
or any term of any collective bargaining
agreement under chapter 71 of title 5, United
States Code, with an effective date after
April 30, 2019, that—

(1) was not mutually and voluntarily
agreed to by all parties to the agreement; or

(2) was not ordered following the comple-
tion of binding arbitration pursuant to sec-
tion 7119(b)(2) of title 5, United States Code.

(b) Any collective bargaining agreement
that was in effect before April 30, 2019, or
that expired before April 30, 2019, without a
new agreement having been executed, shall
remain in full force and effect until a new
collective bargaining agreement reached
through mutual and voluntary agreement, or
ordered following the completion of binding
arbitration pursuant to such section
7119(b)(2), becomes effective.

SEC. 750. (a) During fiscal year 2020, with
respect to budget authority proposed to be
rescinded or that is set to be reserved or pro-
posed to be deferred in a special message
transmitted under section 1012 or 1013 of the
Congressional Budget and Impoundment
Control Act of 1974, such budget authority
shall be made available for obligation in suf-
ficient time to be prudently obligated as re-
quired under section 1012(b) or 1013 of such
Act, and may not be deferred or otherwise
withheld from obligation during the 60-day
period before the expiration of the period of
availability of such budget authority, includ-
ing, if applicable, the 60-day period before
the expiration of an initial period of avail-
ability for which such budget authority was
provided.

(b) As used in this section, the term ‘‘budg-
et authority’, includes budget authority
made available by this or any other Act, by
prior appropriations Acts, or by any law
other than an appropriations Act.

(c)(1) The Comptroller General shall review
and make a report on compliance with this
section and provide any relevant information
related to such report to the Committees on
Appropriations and on the Budget of both
Houses of Congress at the same time as any
review required by sections 1014 or 1015 of the
Congressional Budget and Impoundment
Control Act of 1974 is transmitted to the
Congress.

(2) The President shall provide information
and documentation to the Comptroller Gen-
eral, as is determined by the Comptroller
General to be necessary to determine such
compliance.

(d)(1) If any officer or employee of an Exec-
utive agency or of the District of Columbia
government violates this section, the head of
the agency or the Mayor of the District of
Columbia, as the case may be, shall report
such violation immediately as required
under section 1351 of title 31, United States
Code, as if violation of this section was a vio-
lation of section 1341(a) or 1342 of such title.

(2) Any officer or employee of the United
States Government or of the District of Co-
lumbia government violating this section
shall be subject to appropriate administra-
tive discipline under section 1349(a) of such
title as if violation of this section was a vio-
lation of section 1341(a) or 1342 of such title.

SEC. 751. Except as expressly provided oth-
erwise, any reference to ‘‘this Act” con-
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tained in any title other than title IV or VIII
shall not apply to such title IV or VIII.
TITLE VIII
GENERAL PROVISIONS—DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

SEC. 801. None of the Federal funds pro-
vided under this Act to the agencies funded
by this Act, both Federal and District gov-
ernment agencies, that remain available for
obligation or expenditure in fiscal year 2020,
or provided from any accounts in the Treas-
ury of the United States derived by the col-
lection of fees available to the agencies fund-
ed by this Act, shall be available for obliga-
tion or expenditures for an agency through a
reprogramming of funds which—

(1) creates new programs;

(2) eliminates a program, project, or re-
sponsibility center;

(3) establishes or changes allocations spe-
cifically denied, limited or increased under
this Act;

(4) increases funds or personnel by any
means for any program, project, or responsi-
bility center for which funds have been de-
nied or restricted;

(b) re-establishes any program or project
previously deferred through reprogramming;

(6) augments any existing program,
project, or responsibility center through a
reprogramming of funds in excess of
$3,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; or

(7) increases by 20 percent or more per-
sonnel assigned to a specific program,
project or responsibility center,
unless prior approval is received from the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 802. None of the Federal funds avail-
able for obligation or expenditure by the Dis-
trict of Columbia government under any au-
thority shall be expended for any abortion
except where the life of the mother would be
endangered if the fetus were carried to term
or where the pregnancy is the result of an
act of rape or incest.

SEC. 803. None of the Federal funds appro-
priated in this Act shall remain available for
obligation beyond the current fiscal year,
nor may any be transferred to other appro-
priations, unless expressly so provided here-
in.

SEC. 804. Except as otherwise specifically
provided by law or under this Act, not to ex-
ceed 50 percent of unobligated balances re-
maining available at the end of fiscal year
2020 from appropriations of Federal funds
made available for salaries and expenses for
fiscal year 2020 in this Act, shall remain
available through September 30, 2021, for
each such account for the purposes author-
ized: Provided, That a request shall be sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate for approval prior to the expenditure of
such funds: Provided further, That these re-
quests shall be made in compliance with re-
programming guidelines outlined in section
801 of this Act.

SEC. 805. (a)(1) During fiscal year 2021, dur-
ing a period in which neither a District of
Columbia continuing resolution or a regular
District of Columbia appropriation bill is in
effect, local funds are appropriated in the
amount provided for any project or activity
for which local funds are provided in the Act
referred to in paragraph (2) (subject to any
modifications enacted by the District of Co-
lumbia as of the beginning of the period dur-
ing which this subsection is in effect) at the
rate set forth by such Act.

(2) The Act referred to in this paragraph is
the Act of the Council of the District of Co-
lumbia pursuant to which a proposed budget
is approved for fiscal year 2021 which (subject
to the requirements of the District of Colum-
bia Home Rule Act) will constitute the local
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portion of the annual budget for the District
of Columbia government for fiscal year 2021
for purposes of section 446 of the District of
Columbia Home Rule Act (sec. 1-204.46, D.C.
Official Code).

(b) Appropriations made by subsection (a)
shall cease to be available—

(1) during any period in which a District of
Columbia continuing resolution for fiscal
year 2021 is in effect; or

(2) upon the enactment into law of the reg-
ular District of Columbia appropriation bill
for fiscal year 2021.

(c) An appropriation made by subsection
(a) is provided under the authority and con-
ditions as provided under this Act and shall
be available to the extent and in the manner
that would be provided by this Act.

(d) An appropriation made by subsection
(a) shall cover all obligations or expendi-
tures incurred for such project or activity
during the portion of fiscal year 2021 for
which this section applies to such project or
activity.

(e) This section shall not apply to a project
or activity during any period of fiscal year
2021 if any other provision of law (other than
an authorization of appropriations)—

(1) makes an appropriation, makes funds
available, or grants authority for such
project or activity to continue for such pe-
riod; or

(2) specifically provides that no appropria-
tion shall be made, no funds shall be made
available, or no authority shall be granted
for such project or activity to continue for
such period.

(f) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to affect obligations of the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia mandated
by other law.

SEC. 806. Section 3(c)(2)(G) of the District
of Columbia College Access Act of 1999 (sec.
38-2702(c)(2)(G), D.C. Official Code), as
amended by section 817 of the Financial
Services and General Government Appropria-
tions Act, 2019 (division D of Public Law 116—
6), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘$750,000.”” and inserting the
following: ‘‘; (iii) for individuals who begin
an undergraduate course of study in or after
school year 2019-2020 but before school year
2020-2021, is from a family with a taxable an-
nual income of less than $500,000; and (iv) for
individuals who begin an undergraduate
course of study in or after school year 2020-
2021, is from a family with a taxable income
of less than $750,000.”";

(2) by striking ‘““Beginning with school year
2017-2018, the Mayor shall adjust the amounts
in clauses (i) and (ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘The
Mayor shall adjust the amounts in this sub-
paragraph’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘the Department of Labor”
the first place it appears and all that follows
and inserting the following: ‘‘the Depart-
ment of Labor, beginning with school year
2017-2018 in the case of the amounts in
clauses (i) and (ii), beginning with school
year 2020-2021 in the case of the amount in
clause (iii), and beginning with school year
2021-2022 in the case of the amount in clause
(iv).”.

SEC. 807. Nothing in this Act may be con-
strued to prevent the Council or Mayor of
the District of Columbia from addressing the
issue of the provision of contraceptive cov-
erage by health insurance plans, but it is the
intent of Congress that any legislation en-
acted on such issue should include a ‘‘con-
science clause’” which provides exceptions
for religious beliefs and moral convictions.

SEC. 808. Except as expressly provided oth-
erwise, any reference to ‘‘this Act” con-
tained in this title or in title IV shall be
treated as referring only to the provisions of
this title or of title IV.
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This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Financial
Services and General Government Appropria-
tions Act, 2020”.

The CHAIR. No amendment to the
bill shall be in order except those
printed in part B of House Report 116-
126, amendments en bloc described in
section 5 of House Resolution 460, and
pro forma amendments described in
section 6 of that resolution.

Each amendment printed in part B of
the report shall be considered only in
the order printed in the report, may be
offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, may be withdrawn by the pro-
ponent at any time before action there-
on, shall not be subject to amendment
except as provided by section 6 of
House Resolution 460, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question.

It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Appro-
priations or her designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of
amendments printed in part B of the
report not earlier disposed of. Amend-
ments en bloc shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Appropriations or
their designees, shall not be subject to
amendment, except as provided by sec-
tion 6 of House Resolution 460, and
shall not be subject to a demand for di-
vision of the question.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on
Appropriations or their respective des-
ignees may offer up to five pro forma
amendments each at any point for the
purpose of debate.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. POCAN

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL PROVISION

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to finalize, im-
plement, administer, or enforce the proposed
rule entitled ‘‘Universal Service Contribu-
tion Methodology’’ published by the Federal
Communications Commission in the Federal
Register on June 13, 2019 (27570 Fed. Reg. 84).

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chair, I rise to offer
an amendment that would stop the
Federal Communications Commission
from implementing a proposed agency
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rule that would kneecap our Nation’s
efforts to achieve universal phone and
broadband service.

I would like to thank Representa-
tives CLYBURN, BUTTERFIELD, and
BusTOS for their work on this impor-
tant amendment.

According to the FCC data, 21.3 mil-
lion people lack broadband access.
Other estimates are much higher and
show as many as 162.8 million people
may not have broadband speed inter-
net. That is why Congress required the
FCC to work towards universal phone
and broadband service.

To that end, the FCC established the
Universal Service Fund and its four
component programs: the Connect
America Fund; the low-income support
program, also known as Lifeline; the
Rural Healthcare Support program;
and the Schools and Libraries program.

The proposed FCC rule, which this
amendment seeks to Dblock, would
mean cutting available funding for
broadband build-out, broadband in
schools and hospitals, and other crit-
ical programs. We cannot allow that to
happen.

The rule also proposes to combine
the caps of the Schools and Libraries
program and the Rural Healthcare Sup-
port program. Combining these pro-
grams would cap, effectively, schools
and rural hospitals, pitting them
against each other for Universal Serv-
ice Fund money, while doing nothing
to advance the goal of universal serv-
ice.

We cannot allow the FCC to move
forward with this rulemaking. We must
ensure that low-income and rural
Americans have access to broadband at
home, that rural hospitals have reli-
able broadband, and that students can
use broadband at school.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote for this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I claim time in opposition to the
amendment here.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I appreciate Mr. POCAN and his
concerns for rural America.

I represent a very rural district as
well, and broadband and others are
very challenging, even in our region.
But one has to ask: If we have had this
Universal Service Fund for so many
years with such an exorbitant amount
of money being collected from our con-
stituents, then why do we still have
this problem?

And that is why I would suggest we
oppose this amendment and allow the
FCC to study what is going on here and
are these funds being used appro-
priately or not. In fact, it is my under-
standing that the FCC has identified
that there are no budgeting con-
straints; there is no top-line budget
whatsoever. And when they are doing
considerations and studies or analyzing
the use of funds, there are really no
measurements, no benchmarks.
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I think this is a really good oppor-
tunity for us to allow them to at least
move forward into this process, and
just thinking of the Chairman of the
Commission, Ajit Pai is from Kansas
himself, and I think he understands the
needs and the concerns of rural Amer-
ica as well.

But, ultimately, it is not fair to the
American consumers, our constituents,
who are the ratepayers, who are paying
into this fund on every bill that they
receive and yet are not being delivered
the service that I think we all expect
in this day and age of new technology.

Mr. Chair, with that, I am in opposi-
tion to the amendment and ask that we
vote this amendment down and allow
the Commission to move forward to
study this and to provide more and bet-
ter access to rural broadband across
America.

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

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chair, I appreciate
the gentleman’s comments, and I actu-
ally live in a rural town of about 830
people, and last year we got internet. I
was paying, up to that point—I got a
half-price sale—$300 a month for 80
measured gigs of internet. And often in
winter, I would call my husband at the
end of a month and say: Quit watching
Netflix. We can’t afford $15 a gig in
order to watch them.

So my neighbors across the street
couldn’t do their homework because
they didn’t have broadband. Health fa-
cilities in our area have problems.

I don’t know if studying this is going
to solve it. I think having funds avail-
able seems to be the issue, so I think
this is important.

Mr. Chair, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY), chairman of the
Appropriations Subcommittee on Fi-
nancial Services and General Govern-
ment.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I sup-
port this amendment.

USF is an important and effective
funding mechanism to ensure that all
Americans have access to the
broadband services necessary to fully
participate in modern life. Not only
does the TUSF subsidize broadband
build-out in areas that would otherwise
be too expensive to serve, but it in-
cludes Lifeline, a support program that
ensures that communication services
are not just accessible, but affordable.

This FCC proposal was nothing but
an unpopular and ill-advised effort to
undermine the USF, even as the coun-
try continues to face deep and lasting
disparities and access to modern com-
munication service.

Mr. Chair, for those reasons, I sup-
port the amendment.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Chair, I am one of
the founders of the Rural Broadband
Caucus. We have three Democrats,
three Republicans—a lot of members.

This is not an issue people want us to
have reports or studies on. They want
broadband because, in my district, you
can’t track your cows if you don’t have
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broadband these days and you cer-
tainly can’t do your homework.
Healthcare and schools need this, not
to have to be competing for the funds.

Mr. Chair, I urge support of this
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. POCAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIR. The Chair understands
that amendment No. 2 will not be of-
fered.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF

IOWA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
offer amendment No. 3, according to
the rule.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Strike section 126.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) and a Member opposed each
will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
rise to offer my King amendment No. 3,
and what it does is it strikes section
126 in the underlying bill.

Section 126 is notwithstanding lan-
guage that prohibits the executive
branch from using any of the funds in
the Department of the Treasury’s for-
feiture fund, the Civil Assets For-
feiture Fund, to be used for anything,
to build a wall or a road that might
support a wall on our southern border.

The language is very expansive in the
bill. It says none of the funds ‘“‘may be
obligated, expended, or used to plan,
design, construct, or carry out a
project to construct a wall, barrier,
fence, or road along the southern bor-
der of the United States, or a road to
provide access to a wall, barrier, or
fence constructed along the southern
border of the United States.”

Mr. Chairman, my amendment
strikes that language, and it does so
with the idea in mind that we have a
President who was elected with a man-
date to secure our border. This has
been an ongoing battle for the last 2%
years, and still the resources are short.

I think we should have done a better
job in the previous Congress to get that
money into this project, but the Presi-
dent is going where he can to find the
resources to keep his campaign prom-
ises. So I certainly want to support
that by striking that language and al-
lowing the President to then have ac-
cess to what amounts to $601 million
that would be generated, be freed up by
my amendment.

And it recognizes this, that the U.S.
Treasury has about $13.6 billion that is
allocated to it under this underlying
bill; and this small piece of money here
is not a lot of money, but it does send
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a message that it is going to get harder
and harder for the President to build a
wall if we don’t strike this language.
And I want to support the President’s
mission to do that.

It is ironic, I think, that we are
spending today—and I am the only one
in Congress that I know of who tracks
this spending, but we are spending at
least $6.7 million a mile for every mile
of the 2,000 miles of our southern bor-
der to secure that border.

Just doing the math in my head,
quickly, that turns out to be about
$13.4 billion. Almost the exact same
amount that is freed up to the Treas-
ury, we are spending to secure the bor-
der for something probably less than 50
percent efficiency. When you build a
wall, it is 99-point-something percent
efficiency.

We need to let the President be the
President. He has declared a national
emergency, and we need to strike this
language from the bill so the President
has the latitude to do that which the
people have elected him to do.

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment offered by Mr. KING.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Illi-
nois is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chair, this provi-
sion ensures that money from the
Treasury Forfeiture Fund can continue
to flow to other departments and agen-
cies that rely upon this funding to aug-
ment critical operations and support
emerging operational needs, such as
computer, forensic equipment, title IIT
wiretap intercepts, and anti-money
laundering investigation.

It also ensures that the bipartisan,
bicameral funding levels enacted by
Congress and signed into law by the
President are not clouded by executive
action.

Article I, Section 9 of the U.S. Con-
stitution states: ‘“No money shall be
drawn from the Treasury, but in con-
sequence of appropriations made by
law.” Any construction of border infra-
structure should be based on bipartisan
agreement between both Chambers of
Congress that is enacted in law, not by
an impulsive directive from 1600 Penn-
sylvania Avenue that disregards the
will of Congress and undermines the
ability of the Department of the Treas-
ury and the Department of Homeland
Security to address known threats
against our financial system and the
Nation.

Mr. Chair, for these reasons, I oppose
this amendment and urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GRAVES).

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of the gentle-
man’s amendment. I am glad he has
brought this forward to highlight a few
things.
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Mrs. TORRES said earlier these funds
could be used to assist local law en-
forcement. In fact, they can’t. These
are excess funds. And the statute clear-
ly says ‘‘to be transferred to Federal
agencies for law enforcement pur-
poses.” That is what the administra-
tion was using them for.

A little bit of a history lesson. The
last 6 months, we went through a gov-
ernment shutdown because of this
issue.

We had a Homeland Security Con-
ference Committee report that was
supposed to resolve this issue, so defi-
cient that the President declared it a
national emergency, relating to this.

Now we are having to have a supple-
mental budget discussion to deal with
this very same issue while restricting
the administration’s access to these
funds to address this very issue.

Mr. Chair, because of those reasons, 1
support the gentleman’s amendment
and ask for adoption.

O 1600

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chair,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chair, just
some concluding thoughts on this.

This underlying bill is an increase of
$793.9 million more than last year, and
it is $484.4 million more than requested
by the administration. There are plen-
ty of resources in this underlying bill
to take care of the obligations that
this Congress has to the people of this
country, but they also have an obliga-
tion to secure our border and restore
the respect for the rule of law.

The chaos that we have on the border
is not just something that is reflecting
back on us in the United States. I am
hearing many laments about the indi-
vidual tragedies, though we are count-
ing them on one hand, for the most
part. I asked the Secretary of Home-
land Security under oath just late last
year, Kirstjen Nielsen at the time,
whom I respect and appreciate, how
many died on the way to our southern
border.

She said: I don’t have the data for
that. I will get it to you.

I said: It will be too long for that. I
want your best estimate. How many
died on the way from Central America
to the southern border?

Her answer finally came: Congress-
man, it would be thousands and thou-
sands.

That is the history of what we are
trying to shut off here. They will keep
coming until we end up deciding that
we are not going to accept them any-
more. We must secure our border if we
are going to be a sovereign nation. This
is a piece of it.

I support the President. I urge adop-
tion of this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa (Mr. KING).

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

I yield
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Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. NORTON

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL PROVISION

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to relocate the Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agriculture or
the Economic Research Service outside of
the National Capital Region.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

Ms. NORTON. This amendment pro-
hibits the General Services Adminis-
tration, the Federal Government’s real
estate arm, from using its funds to re-
locate the Department of Agriculture’s
National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture and the Economic Research
Service outside of the national capital
region. Earlier today, the House pro-
hibited USDA from using its funds to
relocate these agencies outside of the
national capital region.

On June 13, 2019, USDA announced it
will relocate 547 out of its 644 employ-
ees of these agencies from the national
capital region to the Kansas City re-
gion.

Many Members of Congress who are
opposing this relocation are doing so
not only to protect the employees of
these agencies from the agonizing deci-
sion of moving halfway across the
country or losing their jobs, but we are
also fighting to protect scientific re-
search and integrity, uphold Federal
law, and ensure compliance with our
real estate procurement process.

The USDA lacks the legal or budget
authority to carry out this relocation.
The USDA and GSA have violated the
real estate procurement process. Fur-
ther, this move is not in the best inter-
ests of the taxpayers.

Don’t just take my word for it. The
USDA Office of Inspector General initi-
ated a review of the relocation for the
same reasons in November 2018, and
that review is ongoing.

This relocation is about ideology and
politics, nothing more. The decision to
relocate was made before any cost-ben-
efit analysis was done of the con-
sequences.

The relocation is about the Trump
administration’s long-documented an-
tipathy to nonpartisan, career Federal
employees and the objective research
they produce and fund.

The employees of the National Insti-
tute of Food and Agriculture and the
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Economic Research Service are being
punished for doing their jobs, the jobs
Congress mandated. But the country,
especially the agricultural community,
is also being punished.

As the Union of Concerned Scientists
noted when the location was selected:
“The damage was already done before
Secretary Perdue made his decision. It
was clear from the start that the
Trump administration was systemati-
cally hollowing out USDA’s ability to
produce objective science. The White
House proposed budget cuts to elimi-
nate research that’s inconvenient to its
interests, and at the same time,
they’ve created this unnecessary relo-
cation crisis, which is driving off sci-
entists who conduct that very re-
search,’”” which is necessary.

“This is a blatant attack on science
and will especially hurt farmers, ranch-
ers, and eaters at a particularly vulner-
able time.”

Mr. Chair, we will fight this reloca-
tion using every tool at our disposal. I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
rise in opposition to the gentlewoman’s
amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
in the words of a great orator here on
the floor of the House, Mr. QUIGLEY,
“Just because we can micromanage
them doesn’t mean we should.”

This is a great example of it here. He
was absolutely right, as it pertains to
this.

Last August, the USDA sought inter-
est from U.S. towns, cities, and regions
from all over the country to host two
highly respected USDA research agen-
cies. In October, they received interest
from 136 unique locations in 35 States
to host these two Federal agencies.

After a thorough analysis seeing the
diverse, qualified applicants and qual-
ity of life, USDA chose three locations
and then selected the St. Louis area.

Now, this wasn’t just on a whim. In
fact, it was Ernst & Young that did an
analysis that said this would be a sav-
ings of $300 million to the taxpayers
and the employees of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

The Secretary of Agriculture has the
authority to make this move, and he
did so on behalf of the public’s interest,
the American people.

There was a time when physically
housing Federal agencies here in Wash-
ington, D.C., was necessary. However, 1
think we all know, in the use of new
technology, the advancements that we
have today, it has opened up the possi-
bilities for these two and many other
Federal agencies to operate efficiently
in almost anyplace in our country, ex-
cept for maybe Mr. POCAN’s district be-
cause of the lack of rural broadband.

Why should we oppose this move of
two agriculture research agencies to
the heartland? Think about it, to the
heartland where agencies can recruit
from a greater pool, a greater source of
agricultural economists, and operate
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closer to the farmers, the ranchers, the
producers, and the rural economies.

Why would we want to stop the agen-
cy from doing that? Saving taxpayer
dollars and the dollars of our Federal
employees makes perfect sense to me,
and it is because of those reasons that
I will urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, why should
I think this wouldn’t happen this year?
Every single year, there is a move to
move agencies out of the Nation’s Cap-
ital. Why in the world do you think
that the Framers created a Nation’s
Capital in the first place?

My good friend offers the notion that
he wants to be closer to the people
where agriculture takes place. Well,
why don’t we move the Agriculture
Subcommittee? Why don’t we move
virtually everything that happens here
that we deal with nationwide? Because
there is a Nation’s Capital.

This is a political move. The other
side has shown in the past—and not
once, I must say—that science is not
important, and that is putting it mild-
ly.

They object to the objective science
that this agency puts out. Perhaps
some of us do as well, but the Federal
Government needs an objective, sci-
entific provision, and that is what this
is about.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
will close with this: This is not a polit-
ical decision. This is a good-govern-
ment decision. If this were a political
decision, the Secretary of Agriculture,
Sonny Perdue, from the State of Geor-
gia, who was in the agriculture profes-
sion himself in the past, would have
moved it to the State of Georgia, I
would assume, if it was a political deci-
sion.

If everything had to reside in D.C., I
guess we wouldn’t need research facili-
ties of other agencies elsewhere. We
wouldn’t need the FBI located in other
spots. We wouldn’t have the majority
leader proposing to move the FBI out
of Washington, D.C., might I add, to
Maryland, of all places. Maybe that is
a little more political, but maybe not.

This is not a political decision. This
is about making a good-government de-
cision, closer to the farmers, to the re-
searchers, to the universities, and to
the ranchers. It might save $300 million
of taxpayer dollars.

Mr. Chair, because of those reasons, I
oppose this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Chair, | can tell
my colleagues with great confidence that
USDA'’s proposal to move the Economic Re-
search Service (ERS) and the National Insti-
tute of Food and Agriculture (NIFA) outside
the National Capital Region is a bad idea.

We held a hearing on the issue last March,
at which four former senior USDA officials with
70 years of combined experience at the two
agencies, from both parties, expressed their
deep opposition to this proposal.
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Numerous stakeholders have expressed
strong opposition, including the National Farm-
ers Union, the Association of American Veteri-
nary Colleges and nearly 1700 other organiza-
tions, university officials, and individuals from
47 states.

We have not received a single letter in sup-
port of this proposal.

USDA violated the Appropriations Commit-
tee’s statutorily-required 30-day waiting period
for such proposals when it took action to im-
plement the proposal six days after notifying
the Committee.

It failed utterly to comply with the require-
ments of the conferees in the 2019 omnibus
appropriations report to submit all cost bene-
fits for the move and a detailed analysis of
any research benefits of a relocation when it
submitted the 2020 budget.

USDA has also refused numerous requests
from members of the House and Senate that
it provide the original cost-benefit analysis de-
veloped before the proposal was announced.

It finally gave us a so-called “cost-benefit
analysis” after the final site was selected.

But an independent analysis of this sup-
posed analysis found that “USDA leadership
failed to follow federal guidelines for the ben-
efit cost analysis” and that “the move to Kan-
sas City will cost taxpayers between $83 and
$182 million dollars, rather than saving them
$300 million dollars.”

Large numbers of ERS and NIFA employ-
ees have left as a result of this proposal.

| fear that ultimately, these agencies will be-
come mere shadows of their former selves,
with the loss of hundreds of years of exper-
tise.

These agencies’ mission is to achieve the
best science through research that advances
U.S. agriculture and our understanding of the
agricultural economy.

| believe that the Department’s proposal
puts that mission at great risk.

| urge a yes vote on the Norton amendment.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON).

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

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
demand a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 5 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Mr. HUIZENGA. I rise to offer an
amendment.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

TITLE IX—MISCELLANEOUS

SEC. 901. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, or enforce a rule issued pursuant to
section 13(p) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentleman from Michi-
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gan (Mr. HUIZENGA) and a Member op-
posed each will control 56 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. HUIZENGA. Mr. Chair, I rise to
offer an amendment that suspends im-
plementation of section 1502 of the
Dodd-Frank Act.

Despite the best intentions, section
1502 has proved unworkable and, in
some cases, has even been shown to in-
crease violence in Central Africa.

This misguided provision in the
Dodd-Frank Act requires that the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission
mandate that public companies dis-
close whether so-called conflict min-
erals that they use for their products
benefit armed groups in the Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo and its
nine adjoining countries.

This amendment I am proposing
passed the House last year as an
amendment to the Financial Services
and General Government appropria-
tions bill, and a full repeal of section
1502 passed the House as part of the Fi-
nancial CHOICE Act.

“Conflict minerals” refers to tin,
tungsten, tantalum, and gold, which
have been used in a variety of products
from cell phones, cosmetics, jewelry,
footwear, and apparel. Even auto sup-
pliers located in western Michigan and
around the country have used it.

The breadth of voices opposing 1502 is
remarkable, and I would like to start
with those who matter most.

For too long, the people of Central
Africa have been overlooked in this de-
bate, even though they are the ones
who suffer from Dodd-Frank’s unin-
tended consequences. Dodd-Frank’s im-
pact on African miners may seem un-
important to many rich country activ-
ists, but in Congo, it has been a ques-
tion of life or death.

In fact, according to a Washington
Post article entitled “How a Well-In-
tentioned U.S. Law Left Congolese
Miners Jobless,”” section 1502 ‘‘set off a
chain of events that has propelled mil-
lions of miners and their families deep-
er into poverty,” with many miners
“forced to find other ways to survive,
including by joining armed groups.”

0 1615

This article goes on to share the
story of how a Congolese teenager who
could no longer feed himself after
Dodd-Frank ravaged the country’s
mining sector, forcing him to actually
join an armed group—an outcome dia-
metrically opposed to the goals of sec-
tion 1502.

Mr. Chair, no one can claim that
these effects were unforeseeable. In a
letter to the SEC commenting on sec-
tion 1502, leaders from three Congolese
mining cooperatives predicted that the
conflict minerals rule would lead to a
devastating boycott.

These miners wrote: ‘“We cannot con-
tinue to suffer any longer. Do we now
have to choose between dying by a bul-
let or starving to death?”’

I ask my colleagues to remember the
Congolese aren’t alone in their suf-
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fering. The SEC rule applies to nine
other African nations as if they were
all one single country. In fact, section
1502 treats over 230 million Africans
living in 10 distinct nations as one, un-
differentiated group.

Dodd-Frank’s supporters will say at
this point that some countries neigh-
boring Congo may help smuggle min-
erals on behalf of these armed groups,
which is why we need to paint with
such a broad brush. But I would ask my
colleagues to name one other example
where a country’s economy and each of
its neighbors is targeted due to a pre-
sumed smuggling risk.

Do we design Russia sanctions to
apply to each of its 14 adjoining coun-
tries, too?

Do Iranian sanctions implicate all of
its seven neighbors?

How about North Korea and
neighbors South Korea and China?

Perhaps advocates for section 1502 be-
lieve that there is no smuggling from
Russia, Iran, or North Korea. But the
real issue seems to be this: Dodd-
Frank’s supporters have no problem
treating Africans differently from
other regions of the world. I find that
extremely troubling.

Now let’s consider implementation of
1502 itself.

A recent GAO report stated that sec-
tion 1502 has produced little meaning-
ful information on conflict minerals
sourcing. It found that more than half
of the companies could not even deter-
mine what country their minerals
came from. Most importantly, vir-
tually none of the companies could tell
whether their minerals benefited
armed groups or not, a conclusion that
echoed GAO’s findings from 2014 to 2017
as well.

It is no wonder that companies can’t
figure this out. Even the Department
of Commerce in both the Obama and
Trump administrations has reported
that it is unable to determine whether
smelters around the world use minerals
traceable to armed groups. In other
words, Dodd-Frank is asking U.S. com-
panies—some of which are small- and
medium-sized enterprises in larger cor-
porations’ supply chains—to produce
information that even the Federal Gov-
ernment can’t provide.

As if that weren’t enough, the courts
have also struck down parts of section
1502 for violating companies’ First
Amendment rights.

Mr. Chair, the facts I have laid out in
1502 are not partisan, and its suspen-
sion shouldn’t be either. So let me
close with words of Barack Obama’s
SEC Chair Mary Jo White who in 2013
said: ‘‘Seeking to improve safety in
mines for workers or to end to horrible
human rights atrocities in the Demo-
cratic Republic of the Congo are com-
pelling objectives, which, as a citizen, I
wholeheartedly share. But, as the chair
of the SEC, I must question, as a policy
matter, using the Federal securities
laws and the SEC’s powers of manda-
tory disclosure to accomplish these
goals.”

its
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Michigan.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Illi-
nois is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment states that no funds may
be used to force the SEC’s conflict min-
eral rules which were required by sec-
tion 1502 of the Dodd-Frank Wall
Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act. Section 1502 was enacted to
help support peace in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo and combat a
deadly conflict minerals trade that
threatens the security of men, women,
and children in eastern Congo.

This rule requires that SEC-regu-
lated firms that use tin, tantalum,
tungsten, or gold in their products to
publicly report whether they obtain
their supplies of these key minerals
from the Central African Republic re-
gion. If so, these companies must re-
port the due diligence they exercised to
ensure that these purchases did not
benefit armed groups in the Congo.

The conflict in this region has
spawned numerous militias, some po-
litically oriented and some primarily
criminal, but all of which have been
characterized by extreme human rights
abuses.

Since the rule was adopted, we have
seen a significant reduction in armed
group activity in many mining areas in
eastern Congo and unprecedented im-
provements in the transparency of cor-
porate mineral supply chains. This
amendment would reverse that
progress while allowing some of the
world’s deadliest armed groups to prof-
it from lucrative conflict minerals.

Let us not forget that conflict min-
erals are commonly used in the manu-
facturing of cellphones, jewelry, and
airplanes. The goal of the rule is to
prevent companies from buying these
minerals from armed militant groups
that kill and rape people in Congo and
neighboring countries.

Mr. Chair, I oppose this amendment,
I urge my colleagues to do the same,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA).

The amendment was rejected.
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MS. VELAZQUEZ

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 6 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 100, line 17, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’.

Page 101, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman,
there are nearly 30 million small busi-
nesses in the United States rep-
resenting more than 99 percent of all
businesses. They spur the American
economy by taking great risks to
launch new ventures, develop new prod-
ucts, and, ultimately spur job growth,
and the SBA is a vital part of their
support system.

The SBA administers a portfolio of
entrepreneurial development programs
which includes growth accelerators.
They help high-growth startups de-
velop their products, identify prom-
ising customer segments, and secure
resources like vital capital and em-
ployees. My amendment aims to re-
store funding to prior levels, so they
have the resources they need to help
aspiring entrepreneurs.

Growth accelerators have long been a
powerful tool for helping innovators
grow. Hach year since they were
formed in 2005 they have gained in pop-
ularity. In fact, their numbers nearly
doubled each year between 2008 and
2014 with growth remaining steady
since then.

They serve as an all-inclusive cre-
ative hub that provides technical as-
sistance for growing businesses and a
central location for investors to find
vetted businesses. The success of these
companies is real. The average valu-
ation of firms graduating from an ac-
celerator is $90 million.

But beyond promoting business ex-
pansion, growth accelerators also bring
economic development and job oppor-
tunities to the communities in which
they are located. The SBA Office of Ad-
vocacy found that startups working
with their local accelerator hire an av-
erage of 8.5 more employees.

Small businesses are the backbone of
the American economy, and we should
provide our entrepreneurs with the re-
sources they need to succeed, and that
is what this amendment does. I am
seeking to bring growth accelerators
up to a reasonable funding level by pro-
viding a $1 million increase. Doing so
brings the funding in line with pre-
viously enacted levels and gives them
the ability to continue helping our Na-
tion’s innovative startups and spurring
job creation.

Clearly, Mr. Chairman, accelerators
are a vital part of our Nation’s entre-
preneurial ecosystem. Therefore, I urge
my colleagues to support this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. HILL OF
ARKANSAS

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 7 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk.
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The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 101, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $5,000,000) (reduced by
$5,000,000)"".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. HILL) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-
man, this amendment is very straight-
forward. It ensures that $5 million
within the Small Business Administra-
tion’s entrepreneurial development
program is spent in support of the
Small Business Administration’s Re-
gional Innovation Clusters program.

BEarlier this year the SBA awarded a
$5600,000 contract through this Regional
Innovation Clusters program to an or-
ganization in my district called the
Conductor. The Conductor is a public-
private partnership between the Uni-
versity of Central Arkansas in Conway,
Arkansas, and Startup Junkie in Fay-
etteville, Arkansas.

The Conductor is one of seven clus-
ters nationwide to be awarded this
competitive contract, and this impor-
tant funding will enable the Conductor
to bolster its ability and expand its
footprint across underserved areas par-
ticularly in rural Arkansas. With only
a small amount of money, $5 million,
the SBA can continue to drive innova-
tion and job creation in Arkansas.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WOMACK).

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank my friend, FRENCH HILL from
Little Rock, for leading on this very
important issue, and I rise in strong
support of his amendment.

I am a proud cosponsor of this impor-
tant amendment that restores funding
for the Regional Innovation Cluster
program within the Small Business Ad-
ministration. The Regional Innovation
Cluster program provides region- and
industry-specific technical assistance
to startup businesses. This program fo-
cuses on helping startups scale up to
meet the growing needs of their cus-
tomers.

While there are success stories from
across the country, one is near and
dear to my heart. The Ozarks Regional
Innovation Cluster is based in Fayette-
ville, Arkansas, in my district. Last
year alone, the Ozarks Regional Inno-
vation Cluster serviced 572 small busi-
ness owners. It created 517 net jobs,
raised $81.5 million in capital and re-
ceived eight new patents for their
work.

Nationwide, businesses participating
in the Regional Innovation Cluster pro-
gram have seen tremendous growth
both in jobs created and in revenue.

As we know, startups and small busi-
nesses account for about two-thirds of
all new jobs and the growth that comes
with these new jobs. Let’s support
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them today by restoring funding for
this important program.

Mr. Chair, I urge adoption of the
amendment of my friend from Arkan-
sas.

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Chair-
man, I am proud to work with my
friend from northwest Arkansas on this
important amendment. I appreciate my
colleague’s support.

In just the 3 years since it has
launched, the Conductor has served
nearly 9,000 people through its free pro-
gramming and its business consulting.
I thank UCA for its leadership on the
Conductor.

Mr. Chairman, I encourage all Mem-
bers to support this important amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. HILL).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF
CALIFORNIA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 8 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chair, I
rise as the designee of the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE),
and I have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 15, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. LEE) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Chair, I
am grateful for the opportunity to
speak in support of the Jackson Lee
amendment to Rules Committee Print
116-20 which makes appropriations for
fiscal year 2020, H.R. 3351, the Finan-
cial Services and General Government
Appropriations Act, 2020.

I wish to commend Chairwoman
WATERS and Ranking Member
MCHENRY for their work in shepherding
this legislation to the floor.

Mr. Chair, the Jackson Lee amend-
ment is simple but provides an impor-
tant and necessary protection for
grieving parents. The Jackson Lee
amendment ensures that the IRS Tax
Advocate Service has adequate re-
sources to assist parents of a deceased
child whose Social Security number
was stolen by tax cheats and used on a
Federal tax return to receive an
Earned Income Tax Credit.

The Jackson Lee amendment is in-
tended to be a compassionate use of
IRS funds to help grieving parents
navigate the process of reclaiming
their child’s identity from tax cheats.
This amendment is necessary when we
consider the story of little Alexis Agin
who was just 4 years old when she died
of a brain tumor in 2011.
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Her parents grieved. Someone stole
Alexis’ identity to commit tax fraud.
Alexis’ parents did not discover the
crime until they filed their taxes.

The sad fact is, Alexis’ parents are
not alone. They were one of at least 14
other parents whose children died of
cancer and learned that their child’s
Social Security number had been sto-
len by tax thieves.

Nearly all of us understand the im-
portance of safeguarding our Social Se-
curity numbers, but, after someone
dies, Social Security numbers are pub-
lished on a national online registry
called the Master Death List. The Mas-
ter Death List registry exists to alert
businesses and financial institutions to
not renew credit cards or create new
credit in the deceased person’s name,
but it also alerts thieves of opportuni-
ties to steal identities and commit tax
fraud.

As reported by the San Francisco
Chronicle, identity thieves have stolen
the tax refunds of more than 490,000
dead persons since 2008. The thieves
typically claim that a dead person is
their dependent when they file their
tax returns.

In fiscal year 2012, the IRS initiated
approximately 900 identity theft-re-
lated criminal investigations, triple
the number of investigations initiated
in 2011. Direct investigative time ap-
plied to identity theft-related inves-
tigations increased by 129 percent over
the same period.

On July 30, 2013, in St. Louis, Mis-
souri, Tania Henderson was convicted
of theft of government funds and ag-
gravated identity theft, sentenced to
144 months in prison, and ordered to
pay $835,883 in restitution to the U.S.
Treasury. According to her plea agree-
ment and other court documents, Hen-
derson stole the identities of more than
400 individuals, many of whom were de-
ceased, and filed fraudulent tax returns
using their names and Social Security
account numbers.

The theft of identities of deceased
children for the purpose of committing
tax fraud is a sad fact that too many
parents have to face when they are at-
tempting to cope with the tragedy of
losing their child. The Jackson Lee
amendment will help ensure that the
IRS Tax Advocate Service has the re-
sources needed to assist these grieving
parents with the filing of the last re-
turn where their child’s name will be
listed as being a member of their
household.

I urge all Members to support the
Jackson Lee amendment, which would
be a compassionate, mind you, use of
IRS funds.

Mr. Chairman, I ask for an ‘‘aye”
vote, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE).

The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. COURTNEY

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 9 printed in part
B of House Report 116-126.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise as
the designee of the gentleman from
New York (Mr. ZELDIN), and I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL PROVISION

SEC. 901. None of the funds appropriated by
this Act may be used to enforce section 540
of Public Law 110-329 (122 Stat. 3688) or sec-
tion 538 of Public Law 112-74 (125 Stat. 976; 6
U.S.C. 190 note).

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 460, the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Connecticut.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of this bipartisan amendment
to protect Plum Island, which is being
offered by Mr. ZELDIN of New York,
myself, Congresswoman RoOSA
DELAURO, and ToM SU0zzI, who also
represents a portion of Long Island.

Plum Island is a unique ecological
treasure situated between eastern Long
Island Sound and the Connecticut
shoreline. It is the home of over 200
bird species and countless rare plant
species, including the northernmost
known extent of the blackjack oak spe-
cies.

Our amendment today is simple. It
prevents the General Services Adminis-
tration from using Federal dollars for
sale or marketing activities related to
Plum Island.

In 2008, over a decade ago, Congress
mandated the public sale of Plum Is-
land, with proceeds intended to par-
tially offset a new Bio and Agro-De-
fense Facility in the State of Kansas.
This law dictated that GSA must sell
the island to the highest bidder. Trans-
ferring it to another Federal entity or
nonprofit was not an option, which is
normally the way that property such
as this is disposed of in other cases.

The statutory requirement enacted
in 2008 was flawed and short-circuits
the GSA’s usual process of finding po-
tential other Feder