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1 McGrain v. Daugherty, 273 U.S. 135, 174 (1927). 
2 Watkins v. United States, 354 U.S. 178, 187 (1957). 
3 U.S. CONST., art. I, 5, clause 2. 
4 House rule X, clause (4)(c)(2). 
5 Id. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1423 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER 
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF 
THE HOUSE 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 2(a)(1) of 
rule IX, I rise to give notice of my in-
tent to raise a question of the privi-
leges of the House. 

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

Whereas the chair of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform has inter-
fered with the work of an independent agen-
cy and pressured an administrative law judge 
of the National Labor Relations Board by 
compelling the production of documents re-
lated to an ongoing case, something inde-
pendent experts said ‘‘could seriously under-
mine the authority of those charged with en-
forcing the nation’s labor laws’’ and which 
the House Ethics Manual discourages by not-
ing that ‘‘Federal courts have nullified ad-
ministrative decisions on grounds of due 
process and fairness towards all of the par-
ties when congressional interference with 
ongoing administrative proceedings may 
have unduly influenced the outcome’’; 

Whereas the chair of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform has po-
liticized investigations by rolling back long-
standing bipartisan precedents, including by 
authorizing subpoenas without the concur-
rence of the ranking member or a committee 
vote, by refusing to share documents and 
other information with the ranking member, 
and restricting the minority’s right to call 
witnesses at hearings; 

Whereas the chair of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform has jeop-
ardized an ongoing criminal investigation by 
publicly releasing documents that his own 
staff has admitted were under court seal; 

Whereas the chair of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform has uni-
laterally subpoenaed a witness who was ex-
pected to testify at an upcoming Federal 
trial, despite longstanding precedent and ob-
jections from the Department of Justice that 
such a step could cause complications at a 
trial and potentially jeopardize a criminal 
conviction; 

Whereas the chair of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform has en-
gaged in a witch hunt, through the use of re-
peated incorrect and uncorroborated state-
ments in the committee’s ‘‘Fast and Furi-
ous’’ investigation; and 

Whereas the chair of the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform has cho-
sen to call the Attorney General of the 
United States a liar on national television 
without corroborating evidence and has ex-
hibited unprofessional behavior which could 
result in jeopardizing an ongoing Committee 
investigation into Operation Fast and Furi-
ous: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives disapproves of the behavior of the chair 

for interfering with ongoing criminal inves-
tigations; insisting on a personal attack 
against the attorney general of the united 
states; and for calling the Attorney General 
of the United States a liar on national tele-
vision without corroborating evidence there-
by discredit to the integrity of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule IX, a resolution offered from the 
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as 
a question of the privileges of the 
House has immediate precedence only 
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed. 

Pending that designation, the form of 
the resolution noticed by the gentle-
woman from Texas will appear in the 
RECORD at this point. 

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That 
determination will be made at the time 
designated for consideration of the res-
olution. 

f 
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RECOMMENDING THAT ATTORNEY 
GENERAL ERIC HOLDER BE 
FOUND IN CONTEMPT OF CON-
GRESS 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, I call up the re-
port (H.Rept. 112–546) to accompany 
resolution recommending that the 
House of Representatives find Eric H. 
Holder, Jr., Attorney General, U.S. De-
partment of Justice, in contempt of 
Congress for refusal to comply with a 
subpoena duly issued by the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

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

ant to House Resolution 708, the report 
is considered read. 

The text of the report is as follows: 
The Committee on Oversight and Govern-

ment Reform, having considered this Report, 
report favorably thereon and recommend 
that the Report be approved. 

The form of the resolution that the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
would recommend to the House of Represent-
atives for citing Eric H. Holder, Jr., Attor-
ney General, U.S. Department of Justice, for 
contempt of Congress pursuant to this report 
is as follows: 

Resolved, That Eric H. Holder, Jr., Attor-
ney General of the United States, shall be 
found to be in contempt of Congress for fail-
ure to comply with a congressional sub-
poena. 

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 192 and 
194, the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives shall certify the report of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, detailing the refusal of Eric H. Holder, 
Jr., Attorney General, U.S. Department of 
Justice, to produce documents to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
as directed by subpoena, to the United 
States Attorney for the District of Colum-
bia, to the end that Mr. Holder be proceeded 
against in the manner and form provided by 
law. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House 
shall otherwise take all appropriate action 
to enforce the subpoena. 

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Department of Justice has refused to 

comply with congressional subpoenas related 
to Operation Fast and Furious, an Adminis-
tration initiative that allowed around two 
thousand firearms to fall into the hands of 
drug cartels and may have led to the death 
of a U.S. Border Patrol Agent. The con-
sequences of the lack of judgment that per-
mitted such an operation to occur are tragic. 

The Department’s refusal to work with 
Congress to ensure that it has fully complied 
with the Committee’s efforts to compel the 
production of documents and information re-
lated to this controversy is inexcusable and 
cannot stand. Those responsible for allowing 
Fast and Furious to proceed and those who 
are preventing the truth about the operation 
from coming out must be held accountable 
for their actions. 

Having exhausted all available options in 
obtaining compliance, the Chairman of the 
Oversight and Government Reform Com-
mittee recommends that Congress find the 
Attorney General in contempt for his failure 
to comply with the subpoena issued to him. 

II. AUTHORITY AND PURPOSE 
An important corollary to the powers ex-

pressly granted to Congress by the Constitu-
tion is the implicit responsibility to perform 
rigorous oversight of the Executive Branch. 
The U.S. Supreme Court has recognized this 
Congressional power on numerous occasions. 
For example, in McGrain v. Daugherty, the 
Court held that ‘‘the power of inquiry—with 
process to enforce it—is an essential and ap-
propriate auxiliary to the legislative func-
tion. . . . A legislative body cannot legislate 
wisely or effectively in the absence of infor-
mation respecting the conditions which the 
legislation is intended to affect or change, 
and where the legislative body does not itself 
possess the requisite information—which not 
infrequently is true—recourse must be had 
to others who do possess it.’’ 1 Further, in 
Watkins v. United States, Chief Justice War-
ren wrote for the majority: ‘‘The power of 
Congress to conduct investigations is inher-
ent in the legislative process. That power is 
broad.’’ 2 

Both the Legislative Reorganization Act of 
1946 (P.L. 79–601), which directed House and 
Senate Committees to ‘‘exercise continuous 
watchfulness’’ over Executive Branch pro-
grams under their jurisdiction, and the Leg-
islative Reorganization Act of 1970 (P.L. 91– 
510), which authorized committees to ‘‘re-
view and study, on a continuing basis, the 
application, administration and execution’’ 
of laws, codify the oversight powers of Con-
gress. 

The Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform is a standing committee of the 
House of Representatives, duly established 
pursuant to the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives, which are adopted pursuant to 
the Rulemaking Clause of the Constitution.3 
House rule X grants to the Committee broad 
oversight jurisdiction, including authority 
to ‘‘conduct investigations of any matter 
without regard to clause 1, 2, 3, or this clause 
[of House rule X] conferring jurisdiction over 
the matter to another standing com-
mittee.’’ 4 The rules direct the Committee to 
make available ‘‘the findings and rec-
ommendations of the committee . . . to any 
other standing committee having jurisdic-
tion over the matter involved.’’ 5 

House rule XI specifically authorizes the 
Committee to ‘‘require, by subpoena or oth-
erwise, the attendance and testimony of such 
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